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X.

FOREORD.

Thg toxt of this essay forms Volume I. It is followed by a s e oc on d
volume containing statistioal material on which are based statemsnts made in
the esséy. The nunmbering of the pages runsconsecutively through the t w o

volumes.’

The Greek text used is that of Westoott and Hort published in the years
1881 and 1882. Words enclosed by these soholars in simple square brackets are.
included in the text. Proper names are exoluded from consideration throughout

n

the essay.

The term "Pauline Epistles" is used in two senses:

(1) TO'desoribe'those'Letters'which are now generally
acooepted as having been written by the Apostle S.Paul.

(2) To indicate that corpus of writings which is generally
associated with his name although questions are raised
about the authorship of some of them.
The context is relied upon to provide a koy to the sense in which the .
term "Pauline Epistles" is used. This oourse seems better than the alternative
of coining some olumsy adjeotive based on the Apostle!s name to indicate that

tho question of authorship is left open in a partioular passage.



PART I.

JEE GEFEF/‘T NATURE OF THE PROBLEM

Chagter I. :

‘Intg'gduq tion.

Our ocnoern is with a number of letters which were written nearly two
thousand years ;go. They were originally addressed to vﬁrious looal Christian
commnities, or in some cases to 1nd1v1du‘al memberse of those 'bod:l,e_a-. At an
early date this c;orrespoﬁdence was formed into. a'ooneotion of Pauline
letters and this in turn ofentually became 'part of the canon o f the
Soriptures of the New Testament. But this deétiny was olea;_-]y not present
in the mnd of the author and his writings bear many signs of their origin
" in local a'nd. tenporary oiroumstances. On one ocoasion at least he b a ‘d e
a lobal ohuroh exchange leﬁtere with another, but it is certain that S.Paul
had no thought that such a simple aotion would presently be looked upon as a
step tuwards the formation of the oanon. of a New Teatamentfl)

The minds of the earliest Christians were dominated by the thought that
there would be but a short time beforq the second coming of their lMaster
and‘ thic, militated against any possible tendency to form Christian archives
or to leave reocords pf the oiroumsi’:anoea and the personalities concerned

with the writing and the oiroulation of letters and other dooumenta.

(1) col. IV/16.



2. .

The modern Chrintian knows that the purposes of God inoluded a muoch
longer historical oxperionoe for His Church and ho has many reasons t o
deplore a laock of historical evidence due to the different antié!.patione
of the first generations of the Church. F‘urther loss has been due to the
deetmtion or deow(if great libraries, whereby we have been doprived of
invaluable evidence bearing on many unsettled questions about the doouments
ocomprising the New Testamsnt. Men onoe lived who could have answered our
many queries authoritatively and it -18 our groat loss that the;y either left
no reoord of their hwwlodge or that their Jott:lngs and notes have b e e n
lost. If eny such missing memoranda were suddenly discovered today n o't
only scholars but also the general Christian publio wm;ld eagerly learn
the truth about the origins of the Pauline letters or of the Johannine
literature. With what‘ interest would they learn the nams of the é.u;bhor of
the Epistle to-the Hebrews or how eagerly would they soan the pages which
revealed the truth about the last years of the Apostle S.Paul and about hi.s.
alleged authorship of the Pastoral Epistles. |

But suoh help is not at our cormand and we have to use the evidence and
the oritiocal weapops whioch are available to us in an effort to déoido
whether the balance of probability favours the theory that the Rastoral
Epistles oome to us from the -pen of S.Pul.

- At this point it is neooséary to consider two preliminary questions
which are inevitadbly provoke;_l by tho{:"i;:lt_lo of this essay. Inthe firest

1

(1) e.g. The great library of Alexandria, which had once inoluded 400,000
works, suffered from negleot and decay as well as from the fire
of the Arad destroyer. (Eno.Brit. (1929) _Vol.I.,_ p 579)



3.

plece, is it important that we should imow whether S.Pul wrote the
Pastoral Epistles or whether somsone elee wrote them, in his nams, after
his death? And, secondly, is there a reasonable prospeot that t h e
evidence offered by the language of the Pauline Epistles will justify a
choice between these alternatives? The wr-iter'a conviotion is that both
these .questions can be answered in the effirmative.

Knoivledge of the identity of an author is not: essential to the
understanding of his message, but: ﬂthout that knowledge our grasp of his
meaning is likely to be imperfeot. After all, the message is mediated to |
us through the personality of the writer and some ;mowlédge of hias
personality is essential if we a.-ra to ;nter-pret the written word aright
and draw from it the author's full meaning. Personality is the k ey to
proper interpretation and our oonfidence 4n an interpretation vw111 grow in
proportion to our knowledge of the writer's oharaoter, experience a n d
views. We could not read Pastoral Epistles written by an unkmown suthor of
the seoond oonfu‘ry in the same sense as we should read those: doouno‘nts if
we were ocertain that fhey ocame to us from S.Paul.

Bappily we lmow a great deal about S.Paul beyond his msre j.dentlfy.
His friemd S.Luke has gifen us a vivid pioture of the public 1life and work
of tho’ Apostle and has also thrown soms light upon hi-e charaotera.

With facinated interest we are able to watoh the growth o f the
personality of the 4postle as it reaches its full developﬁlent in the

Christian faith and we are able to study his brilliant "strategic'attacks



upon the great 63;1'&:‘65 of tﬁa world's contemporery life. &nd S. Lu k e
repeatedly enables us to see traits in his ohare.oterv which we oan later
reoognise 1n'h.le own -letters. | |

Then, from these letters we derive new impressions of his iaeraonal_ '
and publiec influence. We see‘h:lm.a.a the tireless missionary, tha bohd;s-laie
of Jesus Christ. We listen to him as he justifies the ways of God to man
and oalls man bgék to Gpd. We read his discussions.of ordinary d'g. i1y
problems 1n-th6 light of eternal prinoi.ple‘s. We hear his stern wo rr ds
to baokslidqra and his bold rebuking of vice. And other aspsots of h i s
ocharaoter come to us fmﬁx inoidental passages in his letters. His intense
buman feeling stands out most attraotively. Even his most disappointing
converts are his "ohildren" from whom any sign of 'repe.nta.noe is eagerly
weloomed. To his trustworthy friends he opens his heart in ready natural
affeoti.oz(zll.nd he tells them how their gonorosity and affeotion have made
them partoers in his work. In S.Paul great spiritual and intellectual
' powers are alweys blended with this rich human feeling and his letters
make it easy for ue to understand the grief of those who had to say good-
bye to hj.m.w:lth no pfospeqt of seeing him again in thié Iifefz) |

All these mpressiona of the Apostle are aids to our interpretation
of his writings and each of his letters makes its contri‘bution to what
‘one may perhaps term a broadly based oritical instrument of appraisal.

(1) Rackham, "Aots", p 127, and op I.Cor. XIII, Rom.XIII 8 - 10, Col. I11/14.
(2) &ots, xx/s7 38.

4.



From S.Luke's great story of the early days of the Glmroh and from
the ten aoccepted lett_er_; of S,Faul we may hope to deduce principles o f
appraisal or orit;oisp which may enable us to mah a pronouncement about -
the authorship of the Pastoral Epistlos with a reasonable degree o f
confidenoo. And, in turn, our interpretations of those other letters will
be affeoted by a favourable or unfavourable verdict on the claim of ¢ he
Pastoral Epistles that S.Paul is their author.

l'Inowlgdge about é.uthorship emphatioally makes a difference t o t he
mtérpretafion of doouments, and so our view as to the authorship of t h e
Pastoral Ep:l.etlee will vitally affect our assimilation of their contents.
In short, it 1is doﬁ.nitely 1mportant for us today to try to disoover
whether S.Paul wrote the Fastoral Epistles or whether they must b e
attributed to some other, unknown, author. This affects not only ouvr |
interpretation of these letters but also our conception of the charaoter
and personality of S.Pauls If we must cease to regafd him as their author .
ﬂe may become to us a greater or a lesser man than we had hitherto supposed,
but he will undoubtedly appear a different person in our estimation.

There are also oertain indireot oonsequences to be expeoted from a
verdiot, favourable or unfavourable, on this problem. The high conoeption
of his office held by many an Anglican priest today is ultimately indebted
to the "De S_aoerdoﬂo'f of ‘S.Chrysostom. In this work the author quotes
extensively from the Pastorale in support of his high dootrine of t h e

prieot‘s office and it is of oourse assumed by him that they oome f r om

5.



S.Faul. Many an Anglioan deacon would acknowledge that he w & s profoundly
1mpres§ed at the time of his ordination by the reading of an Epistle which
he believed to oontain advice first given by the great Apostle of t h e
Gentiles to his younger oo{loagué Titus.

The Pastoral Ep;lst]:es have also exercised oonﬁiderable influeno.e upon
liturgies both in the East and in the West. The prayer "for all men, kings,
and rule.ra" which is & permanent feature of the Eastern liturgiea and 4 s
found as early as Ci’emont of Rome _and'"Polyearp is certainly baao@ upon the
‘words of these writings. And a eimilar influence in the West is hinted at
in an early direotion of the Roman Mass for the proper announoement of the
Lesson "si ex Epistolis Peuli Pgatoralibus"sl)

It may thus be agreed that opinion's favourable or unfavourable to the
authentio"ity of the Pastoral Epistles exeroise both direot and indirect
influence upon religious praotice todﬁy. But ons may gé even furthker than
this and point out that an urgent demand for an answer to the prodblem of
the ﬁstoral Episﬁles may come at any timse.

In our own days a suggested plan for the re-union of certain severed
bodles of C'hriatia.na.lm“n as the "South India Schems", arouses controversy
about the fundamental nature of the Ministry of the Churoh. Naturally enough,
people turn to the Pastbral Epistles for guldance on the subject and their
views and aotiomns become influenced by their belief about the authorship of

these letters. A conviction that S.Paul wrote them would give high

(1) W.Look, "The Pastoral Epistles”, (I.C.C.)(192¢) pp XXXVIII - XLI.
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authority to the doctrine of the ministry emshrined in them. On the other
hand, if we are fo take it thg£ an unknown disciple of the Apostle wrote
these Epistles in the century after his death, we sh#ll findrin then
indications of the praotiso of_thé seoond oentury rather than Apostolio
injunotions dating from ‘the first oenﬁg¥y,

“if the Ghurch'ﬁere merely a monument of antiquity there would be n o
urgent need for a solution of the problem of the Pastoral Epistiés. We
oculd then wait pattently..watohing:the elow ebb and flow of developing
aoholarly opinion and oBsorving its effeots on the gemeral consciousness
of the Christian commnity. But, aotually. the Chnroh is a living organism
with 4its o impaot upon the contemporary world. And so at any tims the
buay world may break 19 on the oalm quiet of the study with demands for a
reasonsd decision on one or another problem of the New Testament. Prominent
among suoh requests may be one for a pronouncement on the authentioity of
the Pastoral Epistles.

So we pass to oonsider whether the resources of literary oritioism
avallable to us are adequate to provide a oonvinoing answer to our question,
Can we deduce ffom the other ten Epistles attributed to S.Paul prinoiples
of literary appraisal to emable us to reach a decision about the authenticity
of this last group qf three letters?

At this point two preliminary oonsiderations are apt to dasunt t h e
student. In the first place, the mass of written material dealing w i t h

S.Paul and his letters is so great as to be intimidating toa modern



investigator. One soholar declares that a man might spend a long lifetimse

in forming a bibliography of literature dealing with S.Paul and that the

(1)
outoome of hie work would be, not a book, but a large enoyolopaedia. And

two other brilliant men aolmoirledge that the literature on the single

Epistle to the Romans is so vast that they cannot pretend to have really
(2) -
mastered it.
Seoondljr, there is the disoocuraging faot that a long array of brilliant

soholars have dealt with the Pauline letters without reaohing a oohv‘:lno:lng

verdiot about the authentioity of the Pastoral Epistles. Indeed, oonéradiotory

opiniones are held about details of evidence by equally learned men. F o r
instance, onme soholar finds that the absence from the Pastoral Epis'l.;loa of
favourite Pauline particles is "etaggering"fs%ut to others 'i:his does no t
seom to be at all disturbing.4

Doubtless there are oertain 'genetal prinoiples of iiterary oritioisnm
but these need to ’be reinforoed with others dorived from a study of t he
nature of the partioular dcouments under examination. What then are t he
outstanding characteristios of the aolnowledged Pauline Epistlea?

Three features steand out prominently in the ten aocepted letters. I n
the first place, a oertain greatmess of mind and heart, combined with the
(1) F.J.Foakes-Jackson, "Life of S.Paul®, (n.d.) p. 13.
§z) Sanday and Headlam, "Romans”, (1911), p IV.

3) B.W.Baoon, "Introduction to the New Testament", (1900), p.139.
(4) e.geReSt John Parry, "The Pastoral Epistles", (1920), p.CXIV, (note)



_sense of e powert‘u-; personality, seem to be qualities oonstantly revealed

in the Apostle's ﬁr_iti.ngs. In this respect S.Paul's own letters a gree
suﬁtly witi_m tﬁe_.piotizre of him painted by the autht:'r.of thé, Aots of the |
Apostles. And the presénoe of these gualities in a partiocular document or
their absence from it, tells _1n favour of its authentioity or tanda to |
suggest that it is not really written by S.Raul.

Then secondly, the t‘eaohing. of the Apostle is marked by a certain high
level and a particular grave dignity. It is a remarkable fact that S.Paul
never seems to strike a false note. He 15 an emotional man and his letters
deai with a wide range of difficult, and sometimes deliocate subjeocts but
there is never a fallling away from an unoonsoious lofty dignity of thought
and a ocorresponding level of language. We are perhaps apt to take these
qualities in S.Paul's writings for granted, without reckoning how small is
the number of writers on whom this same verdict oould be passed.

Here it must be emphasised that we are solely conoerned with the high
level and grave dignity oharaoteristio of S.Peul's writings. It is impossible
to enter on any oonsideration of the oomparative dootrinai oontents of his
various letters. lWholo'].:lbrar!.es haﬁ been devoted to the Apostle's teaching
and from that volume of material there oould not possii.‘b'l'y be distilled any
reaﬁonably compact stai':;emant_l of oritioal principles of appraisal suited to
the present problem. Ve are now concerned only with the level and tone of
St Paul'.e teaoching; we must rigidly esochew the counsideration of 1ts

dogmatic oontent.

- 8.



In the third, and last, place tﬁere are outstanding features o f
vooabulary and syntax whioh serve to identify the literary work of t h e
Apostle. In faoct some of the strongest arguments aga_inat the authentioity
of the Pastorala are based up;m the existesnce of marked oontrasts 4 n'
vooabulary and syntéx botween their language and thet of thé other letters
attributed to S.Feul. No antecedent limits can of ooursé be set to thoe
versatility of genius, and the range end variation in language 1 s
' oonsiderable in the aclnowledged writings of the Apostle. But t h e s e
variations are usually confined within cortain limits(:.x,zd the question is
whether the linguistio features of the Rastoral Epistles do noﬂovorpass
those 1imits to a degree which is inoompatible with bellef in the i r
Fauline authorship. |

But are we really justified in using these three principal ,ohafaoteristica
of S.Paul'a-aoknowledged writings as \‘oriteria whereby to jﬁdge the
authentioity of éhe msto;-al lottors?
| Fort.;u.nataly‘ this challenge can be met. In the eriticiam of the Pauline
writings a more definite approach to unanimity of aqholarly opi.ni.oh ‘has
been :oaohed than in any other department of the study of the Ne w
Teatamohtfa)We have almost reaohed the position  of being able to speak of

: (3) -
agreed positions in respeot of these doouments. &nd it is from the results

(1) P.F.Harrison, "The Problem of the Pastoral Epistles",(1921) p.85.

(2) M.Jones,"The New Testament in the Twentieth Century",(1914) pp 261 - 2.

(3) In answer to direot questions the writer has received from Dr H.D.A.Major
a statemsnt that he accepts as genuine all the Pauline lotters exoept the
Pastorals. Dr A.C.Bouguet, another Liberal scholar, questions the Pauline
authorship of Epheslians and Colossians as well.
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of general oritical opinion thaf justifioatiﬁn is found for our proposed
oriteria. Almost identical resu}ts are obtained from genefal critioisnm
and from these spacial tests of fhp personality of the writer, of t h e
Yevel of hialteaching and of the oharaotaristioa-of his vooabulary a n d
syntax. _ |

General oriticism accepts the four Major Epistles, Galatians, I and II
Corinthians and Romans. There is some degrée'of hesitation about II
Thessalonians and greater doubt about Ephesians. "And the Pastoral Epistles
still oontinué to form the storm ﬁentro of Pauline literary oontroversy.“(l)

Almost preoisely the same resul%é are attained when the Pauline lettéra
;;e tosted for 1ndiodt1§nq of the personality of S.Paul, for the lofty _
dignity of their style and for their'vooahulﬁry and syntax. The Major Group
"of letters satisfies all these tests and subtly accords with t h e

indications of personality revealed in the Aots of the Apostles. In the oﬁse

of II Thessalonians some doubt arises over the level of its teaohing; while '

in Ephesians both the personality and the teaching raise soms doubts as to
the authentioclty of the létter. Finally, all the three tosts give olear
negative.results when epplied to - the Epistle to the Hebrows and ra i s e
grave doubts in the ocase of the Pastoral Epistles.

Critiocal prinoiples whose appliocation gives results so nearly
oorroapdnding to thoseupeaohsd by wider general éritioismare surely ‘

justified by this very oorrespondence.

(1) M.Jones, "The New Testament in the Twentieth Century",(1914), p.283.



Further juatifioatioh of these prinoiples of appraisal lies in their
being concerned with qualities rather than with quantities. And t h i s
answers to the essential nature of literarf oritioism. In the physical
world things may perﬁaps be Qounted and eatimatedqin numﬁers, tha on i y
doemand made upon the investigator Selng one for reasonable accuracy. But
literature is an expression of 1life, and life oan only be adequately gauged
in terms of quality. The demand made upon the student in this oase is for
maoh more than haré aoouraoﬁ in numbers. Ho hag to try to attune himself to
the greatness of the writer with whose work he is dealing. In fa&ﬁ,ho mst
grow épiritunl;y #efore he can venture to appraise a partioular literary
work or p¥esunz to oompa¥e'1t with others. And so 1t is in a humble spirit
that one enters on the task of estimating the easential greatﬁeaé of S,Paul
Qdd then of proceeding to determine whether a partioular writiﬁg refleots
suffiolent of his qualities to justify ope in olaiming 1t as ﬁia work.

Is there any room for the use of statistioal methods in literary
oritioiam? The answer is almost oertainly in the affirmative. It is true
that the nature of literature is primarily qualitative, dbut the spirit of
letters finds a bodily expression in vocabulary and syntax. So, when there
is doudbt about the resﬁlta of examinations based on the estimation o f
quality indioations of quantity in language mey avail to tip the balance
of prbbal‘billﬁiec. | |

But olearly, statistioal method oan as yet only be used with reserve

in literary problems for it is insuffioiently developed for this purpose.

12,



Yot there is a tendenoy in these days to place incoreasing reliance upon
statistios even though they have not yet been suocessfully applied to the

“arte. Reoently, however, a book has been %u?lished. entitled " T h e
' . &

13.

Statistical Study of Literary Veoabulary" which raises hopes that authorship -

may eventually unoover some of its mysteries to the statistiocian. But the
teohnioal mathematioal methods used in this volume, and the numerous souroes
of potantial error desoribed in it, serve to shnw that these hopes ar e
unlikaly to be realised in the near future.

Armad with three oritiocal prinoiples of appraiaal ‘and with a reserve
oritorion of statistiocal method, we may surely pass on to consider t h e

' (2)
langpage of S.Paul to whioh eventually these prinoiples must be applied.

(1) by Udney Yuls, (1944)
(2) In Part II, Chapters T-NIL, pp. k8- 9.



chagter II

The CGeneral Naturs of the lanrmore of Seibul.
' I

An attempt to comp;re the language lof thefl Fastoral Epistles wi th
that of the accepted letters of S.Faul 1nvolvdia the ﬁisouesion of literary
st'yle.- and the study of style must moeeaaru}i ‘be preceded by s o m e
consideration of the general nature of the author's language. An important
factor in the oase of S.haul is that he ﬁae,bilingual. As a child he had
spoken one language and as a man he was destihed almost entirely to u s e
another. His life's work demanded the power to use this seoond language and
his genius enabled him to extract the greatest possible advantages from the
eduoatioﬁal opportunities whioh were offered to him by the s oo i al
oircumstances of his family. So it 1s necessary briefly to summarise his
life in relatiop to his iinguiat:lo endalment.

Tradition asserts that the fam:lly of the future ‘Apostle had emigrated
from Gj.sohalﬁlg.n Galilee to Tarsus 1n Ciliocia, a centre of education and of
‘ oonméroe. Indeed, the Univefeity(ig‘ Tarsus was said to rank with those of
Athens and Alexandrie and the ocity had been the intelleotual home of many\k
philologists as well as philoaopherufsi'arsue was also a busy centre of
trade and perhaps imagination may allow us to pioture the boy Saul playing
(1) Jerome, "de vir illustr", Enc.Bib. 3608.

(2) J.Klausner, "From Jesus to Paul", (1942), p.306.
(3) H.D.B.,Vol.II1I1, p.699, and Vol.IV, p 687.
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on the quayside and reading on bales of goods the names of places to whioh
his own letters were destined later to bring a more enduring fames.

From his omn words, we know that he grew up in a devout family of the

(1)
sect of the Pharisees. He oalls himself a Hebrew of the Hebrews, a desoription

which 1mpliea an Aramaic-speaking family, but at Tarsus he grew up in oontaot

(2)
with Hollonistio Jows. He spoke Aramaic and Greek and perhaps Hebrew as well.

The general atmosphere of his home 1ife is perhaps 1mplied'by his rqu:enogn
to his personal spiritual history. He was a zealoys Pharisee and oould olaim

 to have lived in his youth a pure t(mc)l blameless 1ife. His heart and mind
3).
owed allegiance to the majestio Law and an inner serenity was for a time the

reward of his entire obedience to its dictates. But later ona men tal

conflict betrayed the inevitable we?kness of a religion in whicha c odoe
4)
had ururped the place of the spirit.

Saul was fortunate enough to be given eduoational advantages as great
as his abllity to ?r7f1t by them. He had received the education proper to
5 ] ‘
a good aristooratic Jewish family whose head had received the privilege of

Roman oitizenship, later to be inherited by hia son, an? an honour whioh
6)
implied moderate affluence as well as good social statuse.

(1) P'pns, II1/4.
(2) J.Klanener, "From Jesus Jto Paul”, (1942). +306.
(3) P*pns,III/5.
4) op.Rom.VII, and Dic. of Apost. Church Vol.II, p.1l61.
5) ReBsRaokham,"Acts",(Westm.Comms.), (1922).p.1a4.e.g.Some writers suggest .
a somewhat leas elevated status for S.Paul's famlly, e.g.Klausner, op.oit.
03040
(6) W.M.Rameay, "S.Paul the Traveller and Roman Citigzen",(1897),p.31.



Every Jew was bidden to teach his son a trade, a stipulation designed

to secure that all olasses were ed?o?ted in hand as well as in mind. Saul
. 1 .

of Thréud learned to be a tentmaker and was later able to ply his oraft in

order fo avoid being a burden to his Chriatla? oonverts.

Somg time aft;r his twelftgégirthday Saul was sent to Jerusalem as a
pupil of Rabbi Gamaliel, a great man and a scholar giveﬁ to studies i n
Greekfsin these oiroumstamoes it is most probable that the brilliant pupil
seized his opportunities of learning more of the¢ Hebrew Bible and also of
developing his command of Greeks4%he genius of the youth was ready to be
set ablaze by the encouragement of the elder man,

 The finished product of this varied eduoational oourse was a man
dowered with an equipment of thought and language equal to the vecation
yhiqh.waa to be given him. At first his powers were devoted to an attempt
to extirpate the Chriqtian geot, but his ooniersion placed at the mervice
of his new Faith‘ths qualities whioh had been ‘slowly aoquired in the days
of his earllier bellefs, and not the least valuablé of his endowments was

- (5)
his command of two languages.

(1) Acts XVIII/3.
(2) 2ehn, "Introduction to the New Testament",(Eng.Tr.)(1909),Vol.I,p.50.

(3) H.p.B.Vol.II,p.106, and Enc.Bib.Vol.II,p.1639,for the view that S.Paul's

studies under Gamaliel had been "wholly Hebraio". .

(4) See” Robertson and Plummer,"I.Cor."(I.C.C.),(1914),p XLVIII.Foakes-Jackson

‘holds that S.Paul would not have been allowed to study olassiocal Greek
under CGamaliel.("Life of S.Paul®,(n.d.),p.76.)

(5) J.Klausner,"From Jesus to Paul®,(1842),pp 305-8,Inolines to the belief
that S.Paul read the 01d Testament in the Hebrew. Without produoing
evidenoe, he . suggests that the O.T.quotations from the LXX found i n

S.Paul's Epistles are due to deliberate alterations made by himself'or -

by a ocopyist.(p.306)

:;6.
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Each of the languages which S.Paul inherited gained an international
status and calis for some detaliled mention. Aramajoc of course traces 1 t s
origins bﬁok to Semitio sources, while Greek belongs to the Indo~European
family of languagesfl)

The philologists ask us t§ assume the probable existence of @ hy p o ~
thetioal mother-tongue, used by all Semites when they lived together i n
ArabiaEZ)Mlgrations divided up these people and from th§ parent language
other tongues were developed in different areas. In the north-west we find
the Hebrew, Aramaic, Phoenioian and Moabite tongues. In the east,Babylonian
and Aasyriap wore the prevalling languages, while Arabic and Ethiopian
developed in the scuthern area.

The grgat politioal power of Babylon was waning during the years 1600
fo 1350'8.0., a period whioh included the entry of the Hebrews into Palestine.
In this oountry tho‘ﬁeqoomera found the Babylonian and Canaanite languages
in use and to that partnership they ﬁrought the addition of their own
Arameo-Arabic dialeotssghe Babylonian speech shared its odunﬁry';'dgcltne.
but the Aramaic oconstituent of the language of the Hebrews grew mor e
vigorous, and 1t received further acoretions when the Assyrians imported

(4)
into the country the people who presently became kmown as the Samaritans.

- (1) M.Sohlaugh, "The Gift of Tongues",(1943),p.58, prefers this term to
Indo-Germanic; the Germanio group is a sub-division of the parent Indo-
European. (pp 51 - 62)

(2) Essay by D.Vinton Thomas included in "Record and Revelation", edited
by H.W.Robinson, (1938), p 374.

(3) op.oit., p 377.

(4) Opvocitu. p 387.



Aramalo was not a derivative from Hebrew but rather its rival, an d
the struggle between the two languages was‘oomplioated by the presemce of
an Aramaic element in Hebrew from tﬁa first. Mbréovdr, when they entered
Palestine the Hebrew people took over so muoh from languages already i n
use there that.in a sense it is true to say that their language wa s
firmly entrenched in the oountry before their own arrivalslit his even
been said that "the Hebrewllanguage may be appropriately termed ¢ q e
Israelitish dialect of Canaanitish"EZ) |

But even a considerable degree of blend@ng and inter-penetration does
not destroy the ldentity of tongues which have separate eafly origins and
the later books of the 0ld Testament bear witness to a struggle betwseen
Hebrew ahd Aramaic in the ocoasional abrupt intrusions 1qtovtho Hodbrew
toxt of:passagea written in Aramaigf) |

Though it eppears that Hebrew survived the Exile as a living language
it gradually suocumbed to its rival in 1£squn homeland. And in t h e
larger world, in th§ 600 years vefore the birth of our Lord, Aramaic became
the dominant language of Vestern Asia. In the Mhéoébaean period Hebrew a s
a spoken language was all but dead and Aramaioc was well on its way t o
becoming the vernaoular“of Palestine. The Jews in faot had ceased to speak
(1) Bssay by D.Winton Tﬁomae inoluded in "Record and Revelation", Ed. by

H.W.Robinson, (1938), p.377.

(2) H.D.B.Vol.II1,p.25,001.2,under "Antiquity": also for emphasis on the
influence of Arabic on the Canaanitish language v artiole "Language

of the Old Testament”,H.D.B. Vol.III, espeoially pp 27 - 29.

(3) Genesis XXXI/47, Jeremiah X/11, Ezra IV/8 - VI/18.and VII/i2 - 26.

(4) 2ahn, "Introduction to the New Testament",(1909), Vol.I, p.4, and
Eno oBiboVOloI, P 277.
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(1)
their own language. they were pressntly to read even their Bible i n a

third tongue. Like Greek, Aramaic seemed to possess some seoret of vitality
whioh cémpelled.the submission of other tongues to its overriding power.

In the timn»of our Lord the prevalence of Aramaic over a wide area is
shown by ﬁumaroua inscriptions. In the Maooabaean period Jewish patriotiam
had told against the use of Greek and the balance of evidence seems clearly
to favour the belief that our Lord habitually spoke Aramalo, though H e
probably also lknew Grookssindeed a few words of aotual Aramaio apokan by
Him are embedded in the text of the Gospels. Such words as mammon, talitha
oumi, and abba oome readily to mind as exnmples‘in point. S.Ruul also
provides oevidenos of the same kind by retaining the Aramajo expression
maranpathgf)

By the time of Alexander the Great the triumph of Aramaic over Hebrew
éeemad to be complete. The holy soriptures were indeed ﬁritton in Hebrew
but even in the synagogues it now bae;mé oustomary to add an Aramailo
translation when the books were read aloud in the publio'aorvioee. The dual
reading appeared to express the triumph of Aramaloc.

But in the sams perioa another and a far greater lanpuage, uniquely
influential in the wider woerld, began to make itself felt even in Palestine.
While chriet and His.dieoiplea almost ocertainly usually spoke Aramaio their
(1) p.Winton Thoﬁas, in "Reoord and Revelation", edited by H.W.Robinson,(1938)

p.388, and Zahn,"Introduction to the New Testament",Vol.I,(1909), p.5.
(2) Zahn,"Introduction to the New Testament",Vol.I,(1909),p.5.

(3) "Language of Christ", "Diotionary of Christ and the Gospels",Vol.I,pp 3 and4.
(4) I.Corinthians XxvI/22.
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teaching was inevitably recorded, a few years later, in the Greek language.
This apparent paradox is a symbol of the viotory of the seoond speeoh which
was inherited by S.Paul.

As a boy, Saul no doubt spoke Aramaio,"the language spoken in h i s

(1)
father's housa, the language in which his mother taught him to pray." But

he was destined to work in a world where Greek was essential for h i s
purposes. In Tarsus it was almost inevitable that Jews should speak Greek
as well as their own Aramaio tongue and a olever boy would learn the n e w

language at an early age. S.Paul™does not write Greeck as a person would
| (2)
. who had aoquired the language with effort late in life." Moreover, w e

imow that S.Paul 1)vas a pupil et Jerusalem of a great Jewish scholar devoted
- (3 |
to Greek studies. And in later lifs he found the means of expressing h i m -

self fluently in Greek in letters whioh oovered a wide range of human 1 i f e.

(4)
On one ocoasion he startled and placated a hostile orowd by addressing i t s

members in Aramaio, but their astonishment at his ability to do this itself
attests his ordinary custom of speaking Greek.
.The remote origins of language are naturally shrouded in the mists of

past tims and to this rule Oreek is no exoeption. It belongs to a family

(1) Zahn,"Introduction to the New Testament",Vol.I,(1909),p.50.
52) Zahn, op.oit.,Vol.I., pe.5ly cp.pp.192-184 oftkis 208ay.
3) Estimates of the probability that S.Paul studied Greek under R.Gamaliel
vary oonsiderably. esg«Robertson and Plummer ("I.Corinthians",(I.C.C.)
(1914),p.XLVIII) consider that his studies were doubtless "wholly Hebraio".
W.L.Knox, ("Some Hellenistic Elements in Primitive Christianity",(1944)p.31)
has no difficulty in supposing that S.Paul aoquired all his lmowledge of
Greek "at the feet of Gamaliel." op footmote 4,page 16, (Foakes-Jaokson)
(4) Aots XXI/40. :
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(1)
of languages known . as the Indo-European. There are at least eight other

groups belonging to this family, One group includes Sanskrit and enother
modern English.

From the first, Greok seems to have shown a masterful charaoter
oonquering the languages of the older inhabitants of many lands into which
it was'introduaed. In nearly every cage it completely supplanted these
languages; its sole recorded rebuff was its fallure to oust the established
Albanian languagéf) | |

Here one need no more than mention that the gesography of Greece, with
its surface split wup by‘mountain and sea, aeryed to preserve and even t o
inorease, the dialéots spolmn by those settlers who brought the G r e e k
language to Greece."If ever a single parent Indo-European languége was spoken,
.1t would have been spoken for & long time in a self-contained area.” T h e
separation of the variocus Indo-European languages wns'pfobably complete by
about 2500 or 2000 B.C. and Greek-speaking banda began to move towards the
Aagaan about the same t@mﬂf4)

At one stage of 1te growth the Greek language was threatened with peril

from an oriental source. Colonists in Cyprus became pioneers in writing
| Greok, but they unfortunately based their efforts on a sylleblo model
derived from Hittite sources. "But nothing is olumsier than a Greek writing
(1) A torm to be preferred on solentifioc grounds to Indo-Germanioc: i t

includes a "Germanio" group. M.Sohlauch considers that it was t h e

spoken language of a single parent commmnity before 2000 B.C.("The

Gift of Tongues",(1943),p.58
(2) opsoite,p.56, and Mahaffy and Goligher,"Greeks: Hellenio Era",(1910),p.48.

(3) B.F.C.AtMnson, "The Greek Language”,(1931),p.9%
(4) B.F.C.Atkineon, Op.oit.. pp 9 and 1l.
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"1nrthev0ypr16t character, and it would have bsen mioh better if thoy had
waited longer-and learned ﬁith the rest of their race the use of a finer

_ 1nstrumsnt.f(%£a price éf perseveranoce in writing on a syllabic basis
could soarcely have been less than avfaiiure to develop the Greok of ¢ h ]
Gdlden‘Age. | | |

The battle of the dialects ended in the vioﬁory of Abtio Greek, t h o
language of Athens during her poriod of literary eminence, from about 500
to. 300 B. C.(gie phyaiolans oontinued to ollng to the Ionio dialeot and the
mathomatioians :etainpd the Dorioc, but this was balanpqd bythe formal
adbpﬁion of.the Attio dialeot as the official language of the State i n
Haoedbniafsit 1a matural that the most glorious period of the G r e e k
language followed swiftly on the uniform adoption of the Ionio alphabet-at
the end of tha fifth oonturéf)

But such was the vitality of ths Greek language that deolins from the
"standards of its go;den age involved no sentenoe of death upon 1?.‘N aw
hﬁman nesds were mat by fresh development of the language which ahdwa an
astounding vigour as the Greek of the KOINE DIALEKTOS, the language whioh
became the vessel ohoeen to oontain and to diffuse the Ghriatian religion.

Plato and Aristotle had prepared. the way for this new form of Greekss)

" They had gathered up previous human thought, adding to 1t the ideas of their
1) Bury, quoted by Mhhaffy and Goligher, "Greeks:Hellenio Era",(1910), p.48.
gz) Goodwin, "Sohool Greek Grammar" %1903), pe2e '
(3) Mahaffy and Goligher, opecit., pe50.

(4¢) Mahaffy and Goligher, op.cit., p.&0.
(5) Atkinson, "The Greek Language", (1931), p.265.
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own great minds and then passing it on to all mankind. Plato 1n‘paitiou1ar

had expressed hié thoughta-in words of luoid simplioity. Ho had grea tly
influenced the vooabulary of the language and handed on lofty standards .o £
literary expression to the writers.of the KOINE.

The military genius of Alexander the Great scon gave new opportunities
to this form of Greok. His oonquests ocarried the Grook language to w1 d e
areas in the Eastern Mediterranean, to Syria, Plestine and Egypt. And his
soldiers, drawn from meny countries and constantly invading new areas, used
the KOINE Greek as a common military tongué which servéd to break d own
barriers ordinarily separating different human minds. Even Rome's subaequent
military oonquesdt of Greede was balanoed by a ocultural viotory oi‘ Greeoce
over Roms, one which has spread the influsnce of Greek thought a n d
ntar;ture among the civilisations of the West from that day to the present
-time. | -

Naturally emough, thg Attio dialeot; the expression of Greek genius in
politics, literature, and the arts, formed the main constituent of t he
KOINB Greok. But it was minly the Attio of the people, mot that of & h e
Greek literary masterpieces. The more popular Attic which had hithorto made
itself felt only in oomedy now spread inte the words of historians and
philosophers. And ocommerce contributed a valuable roinforooment of Ionio
vocabulary to the oosmopolitan languagef})

The vigour of this form of Greok was shown by its resistance to t h e

absorption of elements derived from the native languages of the ocountries

(1) Thaokeray, "Grammar of the Old Testament in Greek", Vol.I,(1909),p.17.



which used 1t; Examples of such borrowing are extremely rare: "The Greek

language has at all times been the giver rather than the receiver, and when

(1)
it borrowed it usually olothed its loans in a dress of its own making."

To regerd the KOINE es a debased and deoadent Greek is to misunderstand
1ts nature. "It does not represent the last stage of the language b u t a
starting point for fresh development." (iie Attio Greek of the Golden Age.
the KOINE Greek seen in the New Testament and elsewhere, and the modern
Greek as*spoken today, represent merely different stages in fhe 1ife story
of a great languago.

Saul as a young man thus became peeeeseed of a rioh equipment o f
language. He was born into one greaf language and he presently acquired
another even greater tongue. He was a natural heir to the Aramaio which
then dominated Western Asia and hs learned the KOINE Greek which h a d
embarked on a oourse of world conquest. The quality of th;eleteer speech
mst be ooneidered in oonneotlion with the literary style of S.Paul.

- Even seocular historians have justified S.Paul's distum that God sent
forth His Son in the fulness of time.(4%hia they do by giving detaile of
the influences, . philoBOphioal. spiritual and sooial whioh favoured t h °

(6)
spread of the Christian faith in its earliest days. A n d theelogiane

(1) Thaokeray, "Grammar of the Old Testament in Greek",Vol.I,(1909), p.2l.

(2) Thaokeray, 0p001t-. p.21.

(3) The influence of the LXX on S.Paul's style is referred to in Chap.III.

(4) Galatians, IV/4.

(5) Even Gibbon's reluotant and ironical account provides suoh evidenos:
("Deoline and Fall of the Roman Empire",Vol.II,(1776-88) (edn. 1903—6),
‘Chapter XV.) .
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have pointed out that various political and military elements reinforced
the effeot of these more elevated factors. The rule of Law in the Rdﬁan
Empira, the Roman military roads and the ooamopolitaﬁ Greek speech a 11
mado it easier for missionaries to travel and for vari.ous peoples to listen
to their message. |

But in these present days we can rhalisa that a not less potent 1nf1uenoo
favouring the apread of the Christian faith was tho early er and eduoa.ti.on
of & young man of Ciliocia. Together with a matohless spiritual genius a n d
' fefvour; Paul of Tarsus foifunately had e command of the one language which
by its innate power and flexibility enablfed\him to speak and write in terms
"understanded of the people" of mqyla.nﬁs. In his hands the KOINE Greek
subserved apiritttﬁl purposes: can we now dgain ake this lé.nguago to throw
11ght upon another question of spiritual impors, the suthenticity of th e
Pastoral Epistles? |



gha.nter III

The Literary Style of S.Paul.

. Behind the appaiently simple aot of writing é'letter there 11 e s
concealed a long story of general.hnman expefienoe andof personal
devﬁlopmsnt. Some of the factors- conoerned in this prooess call for brief
mgntion before we can attempt to identify the style of a partioular writer,
in thls oase S,Ihﬁl. And the need to do this is even gredtér when w e
attempt t§ oompéré the literarylstyleo of two sets of doouments with.a
view to estimating whether they present evidence in favour of a unity or a
plurality of authorship. '

Viewed from one angle liferature 1s a branch of aesthetios and as such
offers no hope of the disooverylof any fixed canons of appraisal - d e -
gustibus non est diaputandqu

The difficulty and the delicacy of the task of'defining literary style
has been wittily expressed by a master of the subjeot in these terms: hStyle.
the Latin name for én iron pen, has ooms to designate the art that handles,
with ever fresh vitality and wary alaority, the £luid elements of speech.
By.a figdre. obviocus enough, which yet might serve for an epitome o f
- literary method, the most rigid and simplest of instruments has lent 1 t s
neme to the subtlest and most flexible of arts. Thence the application of

the word has been extended to arts othsr than literature, tothe whole



range of the_aotivities of man. The fact that we use the word-"style".in
speaking of apahitecture and sculpture, painting and msio, danoing, play-
acting, and_crioket. fhat we oan apply it to the oareful aohievemonts of
the housebreaker and thé polsoner, and to the apontaneous‘apimal movements
of the limbs df;ﬁan or beast, 13 the ﬁoblest of unoonsoioua tributes to the
faoulty of léttere.“fl)

The wide range of elements here involved in the question of btylo surely
hints that the‘art of writing itself inoludes a complex series of faotors,
both payohologioal and physical. The first letter written after a severe
111neas offers evidenoce of this. The oonvaleaoent rqmembers with distress
the exhaustion of body and mind produoed by what he had perhaps hitherto
regarded as the "simple" action of writing a letter.

"Le style est 1'homme méme" now oonveya a deeper truth than was in the
mind of de BuffonEZSinne the time when he wrote we have learned more of the
interaction of mind and body involved in the art of writing. We think o f
the mind which oonceives a thought aﬁd'of the hand which gives it written
expression, and in their jJoint aotion see a symbol of the involvement of
the whole personality of the writer. '

But even this is not all. The mind whioch conoceives the thnugﬁt has
itself been‘slowly moulded by the human instinot to pass on its exﬁerionoe

él) Sir Walter Raleigh,"Style",(1897),p.I.
2) G.L.le Clerc de Buffon.(l?O?—BB),“Dia&ourb»iuf le style".
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" to others. "A large pgrt of the distinotive features of the mind are due

to its being an 1petrumont for oommnication. An experience hﬁa to be formed,
‘1m0 doubt, before it is commnicated, but it takes the form it does largely
beoauao it may have to be communicated. The emphasis which natural seleotion

(1)
has put upon oommunioativo ability is overwhelming."

May we not then juatly say that literary style is commniocative ability
raised to the level of an art?

And onoe agﬁih, the very nature of worde seems to oorrespond to bo th
aspeots of th§ nature of man, to his spiritual as well as his bodily powers.
Vlords are no material hooqﬁtefb", each ;ndowed with a fixed significance
whioh cannot be changed or modified. On the contrary they oorrespond olbaely
to ever ohﬁpging‘epiritﬁal ezperieﬁoe. The oomplaint made against words oonld
‘well be that their inoes#ant movement makes it hard to assess their exact
connotation at a partionlér moment in their history. It could hardly B e
Jﬁatly alleged that a lack of elastiolty makes them incapable of édnforming
to the reality of 1ife. The defeots of words point to the turbulance
assooiatéd with youth rather than to the fixity charaoteristioc of the staid
sobriety of age. Indeed, it is thelir merourial power oontinually to ohnngé
tﬁbir oonnotations which makes of words such apt instruments fof -t he

éxpréaaion of the ever developing experience of human life. "Words mu s ¢

ohange to live and a word onoe fixed becomos useless for the purposes o f

(1) I.A.-Richards, "Prinoiples of Literary Criticism", (1925), p.26.



art. ﬁhosoever woﬁld make acquaintanse with the goal towards whioh t h e
olaasio»p}aétice tends; should seek it in the vocabulary of the Soiences.
There words are fixed and dead, a botanioal collection of ocolourless,
aoentleaﬁ,,dfied woeds, a hortus éioous of proper names, each individual
sjmbol pborly téthered t§ some single objeot or idea. Ko wind blows through
. that ga;deﬁ, and no sun shines on it to disoompose the melancholy workers

at their task of tying Latin labels on to withered stioks. Definition a n d
divlsion'aré the watchwords of scoience, where art ia all for composition ahd
oreation. Not that the exaot definable sense of a word is of no value to the
ﬁfyligt; he profits by it as a painter profits by the study of anatomy,or an
"Afoﬁiteot by a knowledge of tha strains and stresses that may be put on his
material. The exmrot logloal definition is often neoessary for the sfruoture
of hié thought and the ordering of his severer argument. But often, too, it
is the merest beginning; whén a ﬁord.iafonbe defined he overlays it with
froesh assoclations and buries it uhdéfineﬁ;foﬁnd moral .signifiocances, which
may belie the 4efinition they oonoeal."(l)

But even 1if Qesiooation is fhe danger whioh attends on thé abuse of the’
"9lassio practice" 13 language, that practice has done good service to the
art of writing. It has.oonferred on writers a power of self-ecriticism which
méke; for restraint and moderation of statement, and it has also g'i ven

attention-to ths fundamental rhythms which seem to underlie all human life.

(1) sir Walter Raleigh, "Style",(1897), pp ¢0-¢2.
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But so long as art is praotised as an expression of life and does_not find
its end in iteelf an excessive and artificial refinement is avoided. This
is indeed tiuo of the literary art, the olassid§1 rules benefit writing
whioh is vital and sincere, and the author of the Epistle to the Hebrews
has shown that the KOINE Creek can ¢xpross hls living message in ;t least
the eahoes of the rhythmical oadenoés popularised by Iaooratesfl)

But even if é.faul‘uaea the same general type of Greek as the author of
the Hebrews, a man;feet oontrast exisfa-betwaen the respective styles o f
these writers. The range of language covered by the term KOINE Greek 1 s
obviously a wide one. And.that‘impresaion is oonfirmed when we consider
speoimsﬁa of the secular use of this apeech- Arohaeology has now ransacked
the “wastepaper badksﬁa“ of the ancient world, especially in Egypt. From
these it has resoued & spoil which includes wills, official reports,private
letters, petitions, accounts and many other ephemeral dooumenté. The
evidence derived from these souroes-hﬁs.been'presented to us by the patient
soholars(:%o have worked over this wast store of material. The na;nal Grook
spoken by the.coﬁmon people is here seen to be the Greek of the N e w
Testament and the evidensce derived from fragile papyri 1s'oonfirmed by
many surviving carved inscriptions and by writings on ostraca 6r earthen
sherds. The greatest discovery made about New Testament Greek is that there
is no suoh language and that the "language of the Holy Ghost" is the speech
(1) J.Moffatt, "Epistle to the Hebréwa",(I.c.c.),(léatL) ,pp LVI-LIX.

(2) 0+ge B.P.Grenfell, A.S.Hunt, G.Milligan and J.H.Moulton in Britaln;
- JeRouffiao in France, and G.A.Deissmann in Germany.
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used by the oontemporary masses of the people.

Wo have, however, to acocunt for the relative elevation of the style
of ‘the Neﬁ Tostament and of fha Pauline Epistles in partioular. Behind the
Greek New Testament is the véfeion of the 0Old Teataﬁpnt in the s ame
language. The politioal wisdom of Alexaﬁder the Gregt had led him to invite
the Jews to settle in the olty of Alexandrie which he fqunded in 332 B.C.
On these immigrants he oonferred the fuil rights of oitizenship and soon
“the adoption of the Greek tongue was a tribute gladly paid b‘y t h'e

'Alexandrian Jews to the great Gentile oommunity which sheltered a n d
cheriehed them."(ég thoroughly was this prooess carried out that t h e
Hebrew Soripturee had to be translated into Greéﬁ)for use in the synagogues.
The earlieat as woll as the besésif the surﬁiving translations i s the
Septuagint Vbrstonf4lhioh has profoundly influenced the writers of the New

Testament and has affeoted both the form and the spirit of their languagee.

The Septuagint is in fact not-lo?a)indispeneabla to the study of the
5) . |
New Testament.than to that of the Old. The Alexandrian version "oreated a

language of religion which lent itself readily to the service of Christianity

(8)
and becams one of the most important allies of the Gospel."

' (1) H.B.Swete, "Introduotion to the 0ld Testament in Greek", (1902), p.9.

- (2) The Law was probably first translated and the rest of the O.T.gradually
followed.(H.B.Swate, op.oit., pp 164 25.) .

(3) The version of Aquila dates from about 130 A.D. Thoee of Theodotion and
Symmachus from some 70 years later.(R.R.Ottley, “Handbook to the
Septuagint"™, (1919), pp 38-40.) «

{4) Dated 3rd to lst century B.C. (R.R.Ottlpy, op.oits, pe2.).

(5) H.B.Swéte, "Introduction to the Old Testament in Greek", (1902).p.4so.

(6) H.B. Swete, OpoOito, p04'530



The sensitive mind of S.Paul naturally responded to the stimilus o £
the language of the Greek 0ld Testament. This oan be seen not only from his

quotationa but also from ver;(' many passages which betray the influence o f
- , 1)
the Septuagint leas direotly.

And though the Apostle probé.bly had no extensive acquaintance wi th
Greok literature and showa hardly any signs of the claassiocal diaoiplhe he

could on Ot,ma-eion draw from the walls of memory the teohnioal terms o f
(2) e
thinkers. But gonorally the letters of S.Faul are written in the colloquial

Greok. ‘Ehoy are the 1mpetuous utteranoea of an eager missionary who never

dreamsd that hi.a unetudied words would survive all the literature of his
(3)
time. The quality of tho:lr language and the elevation of the thought

"expressed is surely due to the happy circumstance that a great oreed wa s
being proolaimed by a meaaonE'er not unworthy of his vooation.‘ _
But the Apostle's own peraomlﬁy produced lmportant effeots upon his

1literary at-ylo. Opinions about his state of health may differ oconsiderably,

(4)
but it 1s generally agreed that it was often preocarious and sometimes bad.

Moreover, the friend who aoocompanied him on some of his most important
journeys was, eignificantly. a physioian. May there not be some oonneotioﬁ

batwoén the frustrations produced by i1llness, the oocasional inability to

(1) About 917 of the Pauline wooabulary ocan be traced back to the LXX. The
Pastoral Epistles show the lowest average figure in the four groups of

~ Pauline Epistles. _ _

(2) camb.Bib.Essays, ngOQ).pp 481-2.

(3) Cemb.Bib.Essays,(1909), p 482.

(4) 8.Paul's bad health is attributed to: Epilepsy, by Klausner,("From Jesus
to Raul", (1942).p.3ae). Malaria, by Ramsay,("S.Paul the Traveller a n 4
Roman Citizen" ,(1802) ,pp 84~-97) Nerves, not Epilepsy, by H.Lietzmamn,

"Beg:l.nnings of the Christian Church®, (1937) 5.147) Ophthalm:l.a., by
Raokham,. ("Aots",(1922),p.208) Cp.Appendix "I, p,182.
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fine the right word, which is the oommon experience of those who a r e
bilingual, and the oorresponding outbursts of language so 1mpetuoue, in
its oourse that it overflows the banks of grammar? S.Paul gives t he
impression af times tpat. while he has a oopmand of a popular flexible
Greek, his rapid thought 1; outpacing his powers of expression. In this
conneotion it is significant that some passages in the Pauline lettere
gain in foroce when they are read rapidlyflghie faot throws light not only
on the probable use of the eegvicee of amanuenses but also, surely, upon
the linguistio powers and difficulties of the Apostle. |

So far we have outlined some of the complex faotors involved in.the.art
of writing and have seen that it is an activity involving the whole human
personality. Further, we have seen the general nature of the KOINE Greek
in which S.Paul wrote and have referred to the epeoiel influences, ep;rltual
and eduoational, whioh account for the. relatlve elevation of the "oommon"
language ‘ag . used by the Apostle. And acoount has been taken of the poeeible
effeots produoed upon his literary style by 111-health and by an oocasional
momentary conflioct between the two languages of which his mind s t o‘o d
possessed.

How then can we indicate the general literary style of SaPaul?

From a great master of the.claeeioal Greek language comées &8 h i gh
tribute et praise: "That this Greek of his has no oonneotion with an y

school or any hodel. that it streams as best it may from the heart in an

impetuous torrent, and yet is real Greek, not translated Aramaic (like the

(1) J.Armitage Robinson, "S.Paul's Epistle to the Ephesians",(1909), p.48.



sayinga of Jesus) makes him a classio of Eellenlsn. Now at last, one can
again hear in Greek the utterance of an inner exporienoe, fresh and livi(.:lx?g.

This Greek which S. _Raui handles in s'\.mh mgaterly fashion is, of ocourse, :
a particular form of the KOINE Greek, modified by the ideas off the Hebrew
Soriptures mmd by the. languege of the Septuagint and %’c the deeply spiritual
nature of the Apostle. But he 1s a master of the KOINE who thinks in Greek,
wr-iting in "the vermaoular of a brilliant and ‘well-educated man in touch
with the Greek oulture of his time, though remin:lng thoroughly Jewish in
bis mental fibre." (&) _

And his language is truly poﬁerful . though it betrays many technioal
faults. His sentences are often long(g.x)zd sometimes involved, and attention
is attracted to.“h:ls partioipiél appendages and amplifiocations, t h e
'1rrepreas:lblo orowdi.ng of his thoughte, his imperial diaregard for niceties
of oonstruction in his determination to "wreak his meaning on expfasaion (@)

But S.Paul mst be judged primarily as a miss:!.onar-y and not as a
literary man. He generally gained hiaro.ox‘werts by thé spoken word. H1i s
letters were usually the results of personal oontaots already made in that -

other fashion. So the quality of his writing is the inoidental outoome of

his perbonal charaoter and education; it is mnot usually due to conscious

(1) wnamowitz-Mollondorff quoted by Sir W.M.Ramsay, in "First Christian
Century",(1911), p.206, - -

§2) -A.T.Robertson, quoted in "Piotionary of the Apostolic Church",Vol. II,p.140.

3) The average number of words per sentence in the four groups of Epistles
is as follows: Group I, 30 words,Group II, 20 words,GroupllI, 35 words,
Group IV, 24 words. Ephesians and COIOBBiane are far above the average
of the Pauline Eplstles with 42 and 39 words per sentence respectively.

(4) Article "Language of the New Testament", by J. H. Thayer, in H. D.B..Vol 111,
pp 41 - 42.
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literary oraft. As a true missionary he thought of his converts' spiritual
needs rather than of demonstrating hiq own literary powers. "On general
prinoiples no'ohe'would be more unlikely than he to ﬁﬁka a display of literary
oulture in such of his writings as have survived.-Phu; was tha last man w h o
cah be 1¥agined as.polishing hia.periods. He wrote or diotated his letters
impulsively, and they refleot hié mind at’ the mombnt,‘He 1a'rér§1y logioal,
and sometimes scarcely grammatical. At times he risés to sublima:heights of
natural eloquence, at others his language is oonfueed, somotimes he beocomes.
almost brutal in the vigour of his vituperation.(Gal.V/lZ Phil.I11/2) Be
displays all the unevenness of 1nap1red geniua. It may safely be said that
he wrote Greek ae he talkad it; for ths literary Greek-of the age wa 8
practically an unspoken language." () |

The literary style of S.Paui is indeed a desoription of a manner o f
writing which combines a wide range of variation with characteristios which
can be definitpiy reoognised. The man has put the stamp of ﬁia personality
upon the KOINE Greek whioh he used.

His teohni;al knowledge of Greek was hardly equal to the dzpreésioh of
the rioch variety and subtlety of his thought or to the intensity of h i s
' feeling. "He is ever struggltng to express more than he aofﬁally says; the
logioal sequence is broken by the intrusion of n?g)ideas. feeling superaedea

grammar and forbids the completion of a olause."

(1) F.J. Foaksa-Jaokaon,"The Life of S.Paul",(n.d.),pp 73 - 74.
(2) Robertson and Plummer, "I.Corinthiana“,(! C.C.),(1914),pp XLVII-VIII.
Cp.Appendix I,p.182.
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But how wonderful are the results whioh the Apostle obfains from the
use of an inadequate tooll His letters deal with a wide range of different
people and different oiroumatanoea..Thpy bring praise and blame; they carry
argumbnt.expressed in terms of persuasive spirituality; they deal with the
%urbulent life of a great seaport and its moral and spiritual problems;
they expound the majesty of .the person of Christ and its reflection 1nvth§
life of the Christian Churoh; they reveal the calm happy relations of the
writer with a Church of mainly faithful converts. '

The literary style of S.Feul meets the varied oalls of all these
different oircumstances, but it also does more. He'had had the loftiest
mystical experience and had been rapt away into the third heavanfli faot
which perheaps givas us a key to the sublime beauty of his gréat hyrmm & o
oharitysz)ﬂnd even here his oommand of the Greek language does not fail him.
There is no break in the oconsistent revelation of the péraonality of a great
man, &oborn leader of men yet poraonallj seneitive and affectionate. A n d
always there is in his writings the aamefg#ave dignity of thought and diotion.

No higher tribute oan be paid to the literary style of S.Paul than' the
observation that it never failed to answer the demands made upon it both by
‘the greatness of the message whioh it was oalled upon to convey and by the
loffy personal oharaoter of the mossenger. Written long ago for the needs
of other pesople, S.Paul's literary style today still serves the needs of
thesé other days and of us other peoples.

(1) II Corinthians, XII/1-4.
(2) I Corinthians, XIII.



A dooument attributed to S.Paul need only be accused of revealing
lack of spirituality, poverty of thought or stilted ezpressibn. and at
once grave doubt is aroused as to whother he oan really be its author.

Of no one oan it be said with more truth that le style est 1'homme méme.
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Cha'gter IV.

e ¥ A _Sol W T NS

The Possible Influemoa of Ammoenses.

A new oompis.oatioﬁ is 1nﬁ'oduoed 1nto. the pi-oblem of the Pa u-l iIne
Epictles when it is suggested that variations to be seen among some of them
may be dué to the inf'luén_o.e, even to the 1nterferenoe, of the amanuenses who
urots down S.Paul's diotated words. | |

| The extrémé form of this theox;y would reduce fo ruins the acocepted
general lines of oritioism of the Pauline doouments. We should be conoerned
| not'v'vith the queation whether S.Paul wrote partioular dboumeﬁts but iv ith
endeavours to disseot out the various eloments of the text and to attridute
fhsir 'origin to one or another of a plurality.of authors. The oritioienm of‘
thée Epistles would then be on lines pargllel tov'thz_zt vof the Pentateuch in
the 01d Toatament,.and the vivid personality éf S.Pe.ulnwoﬁld be replaced by
shadowy figures havi(.xll? as little oolour and lj.fe as the "a»lphabef:ioal" :
hypothetical writers of the books of the Law.

But there is sufffoient likeness in the voocabulary and syntax of t he
various Peuline dooumen'te to rule out the theory fhat the amanuenses were

‘really part-authors of them.

(1) J.E.P.D. etcetera.



On the othér hand, the possible influence of amanuenses on the language
of the Epistles oannot be ignored and so it beoomes necessary to ‘form soms
theory about the part pléyed by the aotual soribes who wrots at S. Pa u 1's
diofation. lany questions at once arigse and we may well ask: What s t h e
evidence for the employment of amanuenses by S.rhul? Were these helpers his
friends or paid professional wfiters?that literary equipment did they bring
to their task? Could the Apostle have afforded to pay the feés of professional
amanuenses ? What degree of liberty or disoretion did he allow these helnara in
the actual framing of the letters? o

It is the writer's belief that where the evidenoe on these points is not
conolusive the oiroumstances, and partioularly the temperament of the Apostle
enable us to make a fairly_obnfident ohoioe among various possibilities.-

In one oase an amanuensis 13 allowed to reveal himself, when Tertius adds

(1)
hia own greetings to the Christians in Rome. And the presence of such soribes

(2)
is olear from other Epistles too. Towards the end of the Galatian letter the
Apostle takes the pen into a hand perhaps made callous by his tentmaking.
With a touch of humour he draws attention to the large size of the charaotors
which he writes, probably in contrast to the neat letters of the profeseional
soribe who recorded the rest of the letter. And three other Epistles receive
similar authentification, a procedure whioh the Apostle himself declares to
(1) Rom.XVI/ZZ .
(2) Gal.vr/11. But Milligan suggests that this apology for writing in large
characters may refer to the whole Epistle and not merely to the oonclusion.
He thinks that S.Paul's "exquisite taot" may have led him in thls oase to

dispense with an amanuensis because of the delioate nature of the Galatian
Epistle. ("New Testament Dooumenta",(1913).p.24)



(1) ‘
be his oommon practice. Quite olearly thore is likely to be the work of an

amanuensis in any Pauline Eplistle and our next task 1s fo form some estimate
of the oharaoter and of the work of such a soribde,

It 18, of course, impossible to say whother the amanmienses used by S.Paul
were his pérs§nnl friends or whethef he empioyed paid professional soribes.
These olassifioations may not even be ﬁntually exoluﬁive. A friend may woll .

have been a oonwert who, himsslf a profeaalo?al aoribe, chose to give his
2)
services to the Apostle in his loisure hours. And the practice of S.Paul may

have varied, the paid professional being oalled in when no voluntary worker

was available. Tertius, the only amamuensis permitted to revoal his name in
(3)
the text of an Epistle may have owed this. singular honour te pereonal relations

of friendship with S.Paul and perhaps to speoial servioes rendered to t h e

Church. The anonymity concealing other suoh soribes may be d%e)to their being.
4
paid professionals with no olaim to such unusual distinotioen.

What equipment would the amanuenses probably have for their work? S.Paul's
highly strung temperament would inevitably lead to his thinking and diotating
at high speed. Indeed, it has been pointed out that the meaning of s o m e

passages in the Epistles is most readily felt when they are read rapidly or

II Thess.III/17-18, I Cor.XVI/21, Col.IV/18.

In modern days the olergy not infrequently reoeive requesta for permission
to take down their 8ermons in shorthand.

Rom.XVI/22.

Dr G.Milligan ocommits himself to a statemsnt that the N.T.amanuenses were
not professional soribes "but educated friends or oompanions of the authors.”
("New Tostament Documsnts",(1913),p.26) His authority is weighty but he does
not give evidenoe on this point and other scholars seom convinced t ha t

S.Paul sometimes employed professional scribes. Cp.Sanday and Headlam,
"Romans", (1911),p.LX.
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(1)

read aloud. His amanuenses would need to be able to write at a corresponding
speed. What then would their equipment be? They oould not have taken down
S.Paul's words aooufately in ordinary longhand so they must have used short-
hand or abbreviated longhand.

Evidenoe for the use of shorthand comes both from Greek and Latin souroces.
A papyrus dating from 104 B.C., now preserved in Holland, contains a line
written in shorthand symbolsfzind later examples imply a long,eatéblished
custom of using shorthand. A citizen of Ozyfhynohus apprentioced his slave
Chaerammon to a shorthand writer,ngm,pa:c‘,@lfor two years TTQ\OS p.diéncrw
cn\piﬁnv,"which your son bionysius knows." The form of oontract used in this
oase happens to have survived and it dates from 155 A.D. A long development
of the art 1s_1mplied in terms providing f;r payment in proportion to t h e
progress of the pupil. It is significant that the third and last ingtalinent
of payment'is to be made only when the boy writes fluently in every respect
and reads faultlesslé?)From the third oentury A.D. we have inherited a waxed
book which, from a continual repetition of the same symbols, appears to have
been the exercise book of a shorthand soribe or pup1§?)

Evidence for a Latin system of shorthand dates from the lifetime of S.Paul.
Marcus Tullius Tiro published a system of shorthand about 63 A.D. In "t hi s
(1) J.Armitage Robinson, "S.Paul's Epistle to the Ephesians",(1909),p.48.

(2) G.Milligan, "New Testament Doouments",(1913),p.244. An early example of
tachygraphy seen in an Athens inscription of the 4th c.B.C. may be only

a case of ocontraoted writing.(Op.oit., pp 242-3.)

(3) G.lﬁlligan, Op.oit., pe 244.
(4) G.Milligan, Op.oit., p. 245.
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consonants were reprossnted by signs and the intervening vowels w e.r e
indioated by different degree; in the inoclination of the oonsonantsf)

Ocoasionélly effort is made to deoide whether S.Paul's #manuenses made
use of ahorthand or of abbreviated longhand. This distinotion, originally a
real one, tends in practioce to diaappeérfzgeoauae both shorthand a n Q
abbreviated ionghand dey;lép into>extrem91y ocontracted symbols only remotely
connected with tha\s&stems from which thég‘apr§ng. A study of Pitman's modern
English Shorthangsiertainly reveals suoh a tendency and reporters todgy often
confess that they develop a personal shorthand_unintelligiblg to other
professional soribes. These are probably exampies of general principles
which we may surely assume to have prevailed also in Greek and Latin short-
hand . | |

It is oclear that S.Paui'a amanuenges had at their disposal effioient
systems of taohyéraphy enabling them to reproduce the Apéatle's words with
equal speed and acouraoy. _

But oould S.Paul have affordod.ths fees payable to the proféaeional
soribes, assuming that he had sometimes to enlist their services, perhAps_

oven in the case of the majority of his letters?

(1) Eno.Brit (1929} ,Vol.20, p.576.

(2) F.J.Badoook, ("The Pauline Epistles,eto",(1937), pp 151—158) makes muoch
of the distinotion between shorthand and abbreviated longhand, but his
. readers beoome aware that a belief in'the use of abbreviated longhand is
an essential support for his theory that in II Tim I/17 the text should
read "Antiooh" for "Rome". There is a sense of excessive ingenuity in
Badootk's long argument.

(3) Cp.Pitman's "Shorthand Manuel® and "Shorthand Reporter", (n.d.)
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As he cams from a devout. Fharisee family it is quite li.bly that his
father disinherited and repudiated him on his conversion to Ghristianitysl)
Indesd, there atq;éigns of his poverty(ii one stage of his work. Later on he
again appears to be in affluent oironmstanoee; he is able to bear;ﬁhq expense
of a judioial appeal to the Emperoislnd he oan afford to 1ive in his own hired
house at Rome for two yearsfgﬁbreover, apart from his probgble renewed
afriuenoq it is extremely unlikely that S.Paul's wealthier donverts in suob

_comeroial centres as Corinth and Ephesus would have failed to provide t h e {
Apostle with financial support fdi‘his work, and among his necessary expenses
would almost ocertainly have been the fses of professional amanmehaea. T h o
cumlative force of thess oonsiderations surely justifies the assumption that
S.Paul, at ieaat somotimes, employed paid professional scribes to write down
the Epistles as he diotated them. '

But what degree of liberty or disoretion did the Apostle aiiow to these
amanuenses in the ffaming of sentences and the insertion of particles a n 4
other conneotives? It is hard'to give a oconvinoing answer to this question
beoﬁuuo oontradiotory answers are proposed by soholars of equal oﬁmpetenoe;
For example, ons high authority oontends that "in the practice of dioctation,
espeoially if it were  acoompanied by the use of shorthand on the part of th;
reoéiding soribes, we should have a ready explanation of some o f t h e
(1) Cp. Sir William Ramsay, "S.Faul the Traveller eto",(1902),pp 36-37.

(2) cp. II Corinthians XI/8.

(3) sir Willlem Ramsay, op.oit., pp 311-312.
(4) Aots XXVIII/30.



peoculiarities in language and style amongst the New Testament writings whioch
have often oaused diffioultiea.g gere there is a olear hint that the personal
peouliarities and-tha professional oompetence of a soridbe might affeot his
recording of a message diotated to hin, '

Ahd two other soholars assign to the amanuensea.definite influence upon

the text of the Pauline Epistles. "Soms soribes would be more expert than

otheérs, and would reproduce what was distated to-them more exaotly."..., But

"an inferior soribe would got down the main words oorrectly, but the little

(2)
oonneoting links he my have filled in for himself." Another speoulates on

"how muoh Paul aotually diotated ....... and how far he may have given, general

(3)
direotions.

In opposition to these viéws we'f;nd an equal authority writing: "It ie
not Iikaiy that Timothy here (1.0. in II Cor.I/l). or Sosthenep in I Cor.,
or Silvanus and Timothy in ITand II Thess., had muoch to do ﬁith the
composition. Whoever aotod as amanuéneeé may have-made an oocésional
suggestiun, but in every case we may be sure that the letter is S.Feul's
and not a joint produotion.” (@)

And the force of this ocontention is somewhat inoreased by the p;aotioe,
.éveb bg those who insist on the posaible influence of amanueneeé on the text
of the Epistles. In hénv cases, after deolaring that this possibilify mst
not beioverlookad. they then prooeed to £reat tﬁs text as really coming from
51)~G.Milligan, "New Testament Doouments",(1931), pe247.

2) ‘Sanday 'and Headlam, ."Romans",(I.C.C.),(1911),p.LX.
(3) J. Armitage Robingon at the Church Congress, 1907. (Quoted by M.Jones in

"New Testament in the Twentieth Century",(1914),p.288)
(4) A.Plummer, "II Corinthians",(I.C.C.),(1915),p.2.
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S.Pﬁul. It is obvious therefore, that we are without sufficiently o leear
evidence to justify a definite verdiot on this importamt point.

“But 1t may be more easy to assess the balance of probability if we take
into acocount the Apostle's lnown temperamsﬁi)and his experience of life, two
faotors naturally affecting his literary style.

S.Paulfa character was obviously a oompl;oated one, but certain
features ‘of it stand out olearly. His was a deeply spiritual nature united
to a quick and bgilliant intelligence. His strong, even dominant personaiity
made him a natural leader of men and compelled him sometimes to wage warfare
upon ap instinot to dominate otheiii By ;nheritaﬁoe a oitizen of the Roman
Empire, he had acquired a correspondingly wide outlook upon life.

He had thrown all his gifts into a campaign to persuade others, over wide
aroas of the Mediterranean world, to share his own oonvictions. And these
Epistles are the direot product of his inoessant work. Thgy often tel1l of
his racking anxieties about the fidelity and oourage of partioular ohurches
and 1nd1v1duals.

"The oare of all the Churohes" was obviously -an incessant drain upon his
strengég{ From every quarter oame appeals for advioe, for interpretations of
‘dootrine, for fresh viaitbatrom himself. And these calls oame to a man whose
1ife had been one of incessant strain, both mental and physiéal. Added ¢t o |
(1) sanday and Headlam, "Romamns",(I.C.C.),(1911),p.LIX.

(2) Bven so hostile a witness as J.Klausner has to own that though ?Saul-Paul
was laoking in humility, exoeedingly oconfident of himself, and boastfully

"oondescending”, he none the less knew his own shortoomings, fought against

them, and sometimes oonquered them." ("From Jesus to Paul"”,(1942),p.42¢).
(3) II.Corinthians XI/28.
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this, his health had never been robust and yet po never spared himself. H e

had tramped the endless ribbon of the Roman roads and dared the dangers of

the sea. He had kmown all too well the physiocal and msntal exhaustion o f
ooaseless travel. He had tewen shipwreoked and nearly drowned, he had suffered
judioiél s&onrgingvand had been stoned by angry orowds. And all the time h e

was oontinually burant up with the inner fire that oonsumed the devoted b o n d- |
servant of Jesus Christ.

Hore it may help us if we try to imagine the soene when one of t he s e
Epistles was first written. The situation in one of the ochurches s a 11l s
urgently for a letter from the Apostle and he sends for his amanuensis. The
Apostle perhaps paces up and down tho room; atitimes, his words pour out in.
impetuous eloquence, at others, his course is interrqpted by parenthetio
romirks or by expressions of the human affection which oontinuail&- rilses
spontaneously from his heart. Sometimes his diotation can soarocely be written
down quiokly enough even by a professional soribe, sometimes it is slcwer,
but sudden breaks in sequenoce attest the tumult of his soul. At last t hoe
letter is ended, the final salutation perhaps added in his own hand. T h e
Epistle is ready to go forth on a 3burney which was destined to be far and
long, beyond the writer's utmost imagination.

But. surely, the soribe was not permitted to make a fair copy from his
own ahorthnnd end then despatch it at once, as it were upon his own irmmediate

authority? Is 4t conceivable that S.Paul did not scan the fair copy w i th

anxious sorutiny, oooasionally weighing up @ phrase or sentemoe? Were there
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not ocoasions when he had the whole Epistle amended and re-oopled before he
éllowed it to-go‘ouﬁ tqii£9-destination?

In faot s not the who;e balanse of probaﬁility against the supposition
that the amanuensis was ever permitted to do more than pefhaps hazard a n
oooaeionalvélighf suggestion?

After aii.‘S.Paul wes not only. a dominantfoharaotor but also a trained
theologlian fully eaware of the meed for preoislon’in languege. His experiences
ﬁad brought this home afresh. A letter sent to Thessalénioa had partly missed ‘
the mark end he Ind Iad to write a seoond letter to make his meaning olea;x(-f) |
No one had better reasson to know the iﬁportanoe of preoisiocn and-ths difficulty |
of attaining it. |

All these oonsiderations make it very difficult to.imagine t ha t an& _
amaenuensis would be allowed to assume responsibilities for the form of S.Paul's
letters whioh could only rightly be exercised by the Apoétbliq writer himself.

In short, we would pieadrtgat the oiroumstances and the charaoter o:f
S.Paul rake it extremely unlikely that the style and langﬁége of the Pauline
Epistles owe any debt to the amanuenses other th§n~aLpr0per debt of grﬁtifude

for the accurate recording of words which thereby oome to us from S.Paul.

(1) The writer of II Peter III/16 was probably expressing an opinion shared
by many early reoiplients, as well as by later readers, of S.Faul's letters.
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PATTERNS OF GRITICISH-
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Chagter Ve
The Searoh for Prinoiglea of:Agpgglpg}:

L S P ENEE X

A threefold oord 1s not quickly broken and the proverb is ome which has
its oonsolations for the atudent of the New Testament. Froﬁ its nature as an
exprossion of the human spirit literature is é form of art thraoterisad by
a oertain dolioaoy and elusiveneea. It deala with qualitiea rather than with
quantitles and therefore doss not eaaily submit to tests of a material type.
The things of the spirit mnst be epiritually apprehended and also tested and
oompared on the spiritual plane.‘None the less it is desirable that  such
aubjesﬁive judgémenta\éhcul& as far as‘poaqible'bé.buttreseed ﬁy objective
evidenoe. Where then is the neoessary élemght to be found in literary oritiqism? "
Sﬁrely in the application to a given dooﬁmept of mltiple tosts. in eve r'y
subjeotive,judgemént there is some degree of the objective, and ‘s we inorease
the number of the oritical tests employed we ensure the presenca of 8 om e
degree of that element without whioh_souna judgement is 1mpossible..
| Fortunately the Pauline doouments. themselves seom to suggéat at least
thrse lines of oritical approach to their problems; the threefold cord 1 s

ready to hand.
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In the first place, we are oonfronted with the results of general
oriticism of the New Testament. This is as broadly based as possible, taking
into acoount every relevant faotor, whether of a chronologiocal, linguistio,
dootrinal, ecolesiastiocal, psychological or other kéié. From a great ma s s
of work certain agreed results have gradually emerged; partiocjlar scholars
may record their dissent from some details of these but the general trends
'~ of thought are quite clear.-Tha majority of critics now aoccept eight Epistles
as genuihe works of.S.Paul. There 18 some hesitation about the‘Seoqnd Epistle
to the Thessalonians and somewhat greater doubt about the Epistle to ¢t hoe
Ephesians. On the other hand, numerous scholars definitely rejeot‘the Pastoral
Epistles, and many others are dubious about them. It must be acknowledged
however, that the names of distinguished men, especially in England, may dbe
quoted in their defence.

A seoond strand in our threefold cord is found in what we have ca l 1l e d
- Pauline oritioism, since it is based upon the very nature of the Apos t1l e's
letters. Cortain definite charaoteristios of these documents w e r e pointed
out in the introduotory ohapter of this essay and it was suggested that they
might well afford us a set of appropriate oritisal principles. Their presence
betokens the authorship of S.Paul and thelr absenoce from & document attributéd
to him forms a first item of presumptive evidence against its authentioity.

The prinoiples of Pauline oritiocism may be summed up under three headings:

Firstly, the aooeptéd Epistles are remarlmble for a consistent revétation of

(1) Cp. P.N.Harrison, "Problem of the Pastoral Epistles",(1921),p.6.



the atrong and vivid personality of their éﬁostolio author. The reader receives
the impression: of a man of great spiritual power and devotion. of the highest
ability and of an ongaging humanity. It 13 also evident that he has the gift
of making an” aoquired language 1nto a vehiole adequate for the purposes of his
spiritual, intellectual, and emgtional genius. The whole affeot produced {1 s
suffioiently strong to invite its use as a prinoiple of oritioal appfaiaal.

| Seoondly, the Pauline writings are charajterised by & unfform elevation
of thought and & ocorresponding quality of style. Each topio is treated on the
highoest possible level, the partioular is related to the general,.ths material

to the spiritual, the ephemeral to the etérnal. Nothing could do mo r e to
eﬁphaaise-ths spiritual power of the Apostle than the reflection that an y
deolension from these high levels or thd'presenée of anything trite or
mean in a dooumsnt would at once make us ask whether it could possibly. b e
attridbuted to S.Pauls’

Again, there are oertain outstanding féatures of language whi o h we
reoognise as suggesting the work of the Apostle. This has already been dealt
with in some detii{ and here it may suffioe to recall periodio irregularities
in grammar and expression just of the type whioh betrays the efforts o £ a
writer wh§ seeks toloonvey his torrential thought and emotion through ¢t h e
medium of a language of whioh he is mot fully in command. The Greek ma y be
faulty at times but it is singularly powerful and éuooeaaful in attaining ite

purposes, and above all, it has a marked individual style whioh elevates 1 t

(1) Cp.Chapter I1I, "The Literary Style of S.Paul’, pp.26-37.



to the rank of a means of oritical appraisal.
Finally, we oome té the third strand of our threefold cord. The vooabulary
of the Pustoralé invites oompﬁrison with that of the other ten Epistles both
as to its range and quality. The same is also true of many details of syntax
such as the use of partioles and of the éefinite article and the methods o f
oonneoting sentences as well as other grammatioal usages.
But is it a sound prooedure to épply such tests in an eoffort to decide
thnapbssible ﬁnity of authoréhip of'two doouments by giving attention to their
language? Can the oounbing 6§Hworde and the statistical expression
of vooabulary end syntax give us any olues as to authorship? The answer probably -
is that this treatment of language is saéig'whén it 1s used in oonjunbblon wifh
other mathoﬁé of oritioal appraiaal. but that it 1s soarcely valid if used i n
igolation. Its main value lies in its objeotive naturs, enabling it to édd or
to deny support to judgemenfa mors ligbie to be affeoted by subdb jeo tive
oonsiderations. | |
¥ay we not plead that there is an "anatomy" of language? No doubt style is
the 56£1go£ literature, but in this ﬁaterial world that soul must be expressed
" through a body. Nouns and verbs, adjeotives and adverbs, compose that b o d y
which is indeed "fitly joined together and oompacted by that whioh every joint
supplieth."

(1) Soms justifioation for this contention can be found in "The Statistioal

Study of Literary Vooabulary", by G.Udny Yule, (1944), but the highly

mathematical oharaoter of this book is a grave diffioculty to the ordinary

reader, but it at least shows the need for extreme caution in using this
approach to the study of literatures. Pitfalls are numerous.



It my be objected that if we use this method of literary analysis we find
ourselves dealing not with the body of language but with a oadaver. In answer
to that we may aurély plead thn'analogy of medioal soience in which t he
dieseotlpn of the ocadaver 15 an essential preliminary to the understanding of
the living éubjeot. SOIIong as the anatomy of language is studied in t hi s
spirit it surely has a.vaiid if also a subordinate part to play in fashioning
an adequate instrument of oritioal appraisal.

We thus find ourselves possessed of three sets of oritical prinoiples on
whioh to base a study of the language of the various Pauline Epistles generally,
and then in partiouler be;ﬁﬁblé‘us to make a oggpa;isoﬁ between t he language '
of ths.fhstérale and.that of fhe acoepted Epiatléﬁ respeotively with a view to
determining the probable authemtioity of the former group.

Pbrféot oertainty'oagnot be reached by literary éritioiemfbui results
attained by the use of several diffqﬁepﬁlmethode of approabh'beoomo 1mprea§1vo
as they appear to.converge on a partiéuléi set of oonolﬁéionp. They may
produce suoh a high dogfee of probability that it only just falls shorﬁ of a
oonviction of oertginty. It seems reasonable to maintain that oconviotions of
thia strong oharaofer may be gained from a stu&y of the general critiocism of
the New Testament ocombined with attention to thﬁ'prinoiplea of speoifioc Pauline
oritioism and in combinatlon with the study of the anatbﬁ@giof the language of
S.Ihulé

The applioation of all three sets of prinoiples gives a n affirmtive

answer to questions raised about the authenticity of the First Epistle‘tb the



Theeaaloniﬁns, the foﬁr Major Ebiatles, and three of the letters o f t he
Imprisonment. But thsre As no suoh unanimity about the Second Eplstle to the
Thessalonians and the Epistle to the Ephaaians. Phulins oritioism questions
the level and type of thought found in II.Thessalonians and some d oub t
is suggested as to whether the perasonality of the writer of the Epistle t o
the Ephesians and his literarj sfyle suggest that S.Paul is its author. But
in the en@ the authentioity ofﬂbofh these Epistles, brénght into question by
Pauline oritiocism, is saved by the support of our two other sets of oritical
prinoiple;.

The authentioity of eight of the Rwul;ne Epistles hae been established by
the oonourrence of three aeparatg sets of oritical principles; the threefold
oord has justified itself. But what of & possible similar oompleto-oohdemnation
of the Pastoral Epistles for these doouments are attasked onltho lines of a 11
our tﬁree sets of oritiéal prinoiples?

Before the effeots of those attaoka‘oah be properly assessed we mu s &
oonsider in greater detail the case of the two other letters w hi o h are
assailed on grounds of Pauline oritioism, the Second Epistlé to the

Thessalonians and the Epistle to the Ephesians.



Ghagter VI
'I'wo CIQar Veraiots Aooegta.noe and Re‘,j_eotion.

(1)
It may safely be asserted that the Major Group of Pauline Epistles

oomprising a letter to the Galatig.na » two to tho Corinthians, and another
addressed to the Bc;mans, forms the great bastion of the whole modern oritioal
position relating to the writings of S.Faul.

These Epistles owe their unigque position both to a certain inner integr:lty
and to their undesigned o'orrespondenoes to lnown oontemporary circumstances.
Morsover, this position has been ‘maintained, and even etrengthengd, by thoe
many oritical assaults which have been made upon it. These letteors have been
tried and tested from many angles, but always in the end it has been found
that the doubts and not the :oputation of the docmﬁents have perished in the
course of examination. And now in the opinion of the grqaﬁ mjority of
competent oritios tl\zey may reasonably be’treated as authentio Epistles o f
S.Raul. This statemsnt is unaffeoted by any nscessity " to inguire ﬁhather
every part of the Eplstle to the Romans, as we possess it, was written b v
SePeul, or how many Epistles have been oombinmed in our so-oalled II Corin-
thia.ns. or whethor the editor has added some lines of his own. T h e
poseibility of editorship moluding both arrangement and some a-ddit:lons does
not materially affeot the signifioance of the substantial a n d striking

(1) This title 1s used in preference to the term Hauptbriefe or "Capital"
Epistles, used by Baur..
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consistenoy and complementariness of the testimony of several letters to the
oharaoter and ocareer of their author. f(l)

_But the principal oritiocs of ‘the Major Epistles oall for some mention.
Their work is hardly ever merely ohptio;a and good service to the cause of
“truth is often rendered by oritios ﬁhosé objeotions do not finally meet with
general acceptance.

‘England olaims oredit for producing an cutstanding radical oritic in the
last years of the eigﬂteenth oentury.-E&ward Evanson, writing 4in fhe year 1792,
rejeoted three of the Gospels and then added: "I think it my duty to a d d
briefly my reasons for expunging ale%ﬁout,of #he volume of autﬁontioated
Soripture of th§ New Covenant the Epistles to the Romans, Ephesians,
Colossians, Hebrews, James, Peter, John, and Jude."(g; Romans he observes
that the author "writes in the mame of S.Paul" end of Colossians hs remarks
that it was “manifeetly fabricated by the same opificer who composed that to
the Ephsaiana (3)

Evanson justly enjoys a repute as a pioneer oritic but, naturally, he is
a man of his age. His verdiots are largely based upon alleged historioal
disorepancies in the books of the New Testament and it must be owned that
they often show penetrating insight. But the applioation of further developed
prinniplee of oriticism has not confirmed Evanson's verdiot on Romans.

(1) E.de‘W.Burton. "Galatians",(I.C.C.), (1921),p.LXVII.
(2) E.Evanson, "Dissonance of the four generally received Evangelists",

(1792), pp 267-268.
(3) E.Evanson, op.oit., pp 257 and 263.
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(1)
Baur and many of his disoiples generally lmowm as the Tubingen Sohool

of oritios perceived in these:-Epistles many signs of those tendennies whioh
they believed to have been oharacteristic of the history of the early Churoh
and they therefore gladly acoepted them as gemuine works of S.Paul. It was one
of those ococasions whsn polemical advantage. ooincided with oritical truth. And

the support so gained for these doouments appeared to be all the more weighty

_ _ (2)
from its oontrast with the general negative tendenoy of these scholars.

But presently there arose another school of oritios who claimed t o

(3)
oontimue the work associated with the University of Tubingen. But in going

beyond the position of Baur they ultimately contradioted it, at least in part.
The Dutoh soholar W.C.Van Manén may stand as representing this school o f
thought whioh ultimately reached a kind of literary agnostioism. In his opipion
none of the Pauline Epistles could rightly be attributed to the Apostle:neither

Pourteen, nor thirteen, nor nine or ten, nor seven ?r)eight, nor yet even the
o ’ 5
four so long "univex‘_sa-l’ly" regarded as unassailable." Wo are invited to rogard

(1) His "Paulus" appee.rod in 1845. ’

_(2) G.Salmon mentions the faot that Baur regarded +these four Epistles and the
Apcoalypse as the sole genuine literary remains of the Apostolic age.
(Introduction to the New Testament", (1913), p.20)

(3) Enc.Bib. p. 3622, article by W.C.Van Manen, who wrote extensively in the
period 1886-1900. The late Df R.J.Knowling, somstime Professor o f
Divinity in the University of Durham, devoted many years to refuting the
attaoks of Van Manen, even learning the Dutoh language speoially for this
purpose. Mach of his work on the subject is inoorporated in his books,

"Witness of the Epistles", (1892), and "Testimony of S.Paul to Christ",(1906)

(4) For the names of othor members of this sohool of thought op.Sanday a n d
Headlam, "Romans”,(I.C.C.),(1911), pp. LXOXVI-LXXXVII.
(6) Ewo.Bib. Artiole "Faul", p. 3625.
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these Ep;stles as having been f:_'pm the first books; "treatises for instruction
and espeoially for ediﬂoation. written in the form of letters in a tone of
authority as from the pen pf Paul and other men of note who belonged to his
entourage." ) '

But after reading the objeotions of Van Manen and some of his disoiples
to every single Pauline Epistle we begin to wonder whether they do ;1 ot
deserve the witty warning of Dr Salmon against exvcessive oritical s u s -
p:l.oiousnese. "There are. roguea in this world, and you do well to guard against
them; but if you allow your mind to be poisoned by suspiocion, and take every
man for a rogue, why, the rogues will oonspire against you, and look wou up
in a lunatic asylum.'('lz)' |

It is no doubt true that we owe a debt to Van Manen and his disoiples,
both for fhair sinocerity and for the compulsion which they laid upon moi'e
restrained soholars to examine afresh the bages of their beliefs. It is not
the first time that exoessive agnostioism las caused some reaotion to & h e
advantage of truth. |

The failure of ‘the more radioal attaoks, including those made on t h e

(3)
Ma jor Epistles. 1s attested by the attitude of such authorities as B.W.Baoon,

(¢) - (8)
J Moﬂ‘att. and Kirsopp Lake. These are not men who .shrink from foldowing

(1) Bno. Bib. Artiole "Paul", p. 3626.

(2) G.Salmon, "Introduotion to the New Testament", (1913), p.357.

(3). B.W.Baoon,"Introduction to the New Testament", (1902).pp 656-71 and 80.
(¢) J.Moffatt,"Introduotion to Literature of New Testamsnt" (1918) ,pp 83-148.
(5) .K.Lake, "Earlier Epistles of S.Paul", (1930), pp 102-308 .



trustworthy evidence to its logft"xal oonolusion and their belief that S. Paul
wrote these letters and their adherence to Baur's oﬁinion ﬁbout the Major
Epistles oarries great weight. The fact .that_ oritioal opinion has now
remained substantially unaltered over the hundred years since Baur wrote in
1845 is also in itself a hands'ome tribute to the strength of the case for the
genuineness of these letters. |

The external evidence for all the Major Epiat].es ieboth early a.nd
aatiafaotor,élind it accords well with the internal evidence aupporting the
belisf that S.Faul is their authoz(f Thdre are many small undesigned o o i n -
oidenoces to be fom:;d' __throughout the entire PFauline ocorpus and -a; 114 k‘e
impression is gained wheﬁ the searoh 1is ext;n_xded also to'{:he fAots of the
Apostles. These provide a convincing reinforoement to arguménts ba_aed‘on other
oonsiderations. In spite of their varied oontents, these _lettofa aéoure on
the soore of their own qnality. recognition as being harmonious in character
and language, at omoe the product of a B'Erong and 6r_igina1 mind and a l s o
entirely worthy of an Apostle. |

A charaoterization of the Epistle to the Galatians might be applied with
but slight alteration to the cther thres members of this group.

"The letter itself disoloses, largely .'moidentaiii and without apparent
ef‘for’t or intention, a situation so complex, so vital, Qo self-oconsistent,
so psyohologioally oredi.ble as to make it very improbable that it is a work

(1) Cp.J.Moffatt,"Introduotion to Literature of New Testament",(1918), pp.107,
11¢-116, and 148.

(2) Robertson and Plummsr,”I Corinthians",(I.C.C.),(1914), p.XVIII, an 4
A.Plummer, "II Corinthiens",(I.C.C.),(1916),pp. XII-XIII.
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of art cunningly framed to oreate the impression that a situation whi o h
existed only in the writer's mind was an aotual one. This faot 1s itself a
strong reason for believing that the letter is a natural product of t he
situation whioh it r\efleo.ta‘..'('”
And the same writer has said that: "Galatians has always been inoluded
in the normative group by those who have found in the New Testament collection
any books that were w.hat' they professed to b'e."('z)
When oritioism has had its say and the proﬁlem has all been ‘wei.ghed" up
afrés‘h. the verdiot of the great m;jority of §ompetent authorities today i s
in favour of the bo‘lief that the four M_a.;jor Epistles are genuine work; of
S.Paul. This view has been aptly expressed by Professor Sohmiedel, himself a
radioal ori.t}io, who dismisses the position ta?nn up by Van Manen and others
in these ,to.r‘ms: "In a word, until better reésons are produoed, one mst really
trust oneself to the conviction that ome has before one writings of mul.'('S)
In the face of that deolaration we are surely justified in asserting that
modern oritios generally pronounce olearly in févour of 'l;he oontention that
S.Paul wrote the four Major Eplstles. These letters appear to form a solid
quadrilateral, each of them strong in itself and eao>h adding strength to the

case for its fellows.

(1) E.de W.Burton, "Galatians", (I.C.C.),(1921) p.LXV~LXVI. Cp.J.B.Lightfoot,
"S.Paul's Epistle to the Galatians", (1910), pp.57-58.

(2) E.de W.Burton, opsoit., p.LXVI.

(3) Quoted by Robertson and Flummer in "I.Corinthians®, (I.C.C.),(1914),p.XVII.



To turn to the Epistle to the Hebrews after reading the I-ﬁuli.m Epistles
is to become oonso.téua not only of a change of environment but of "olimate"
as well. f‘!;;m the first our iﬁpreaaion is almost entireiy one of oontrast and
- 1t becomes i.mportaﬁt to define the .n‘a*bure of the differences between Hebrews
and the; letters of S.mul. |

But this sense of oontrast haﬁ not always prevailed and the t i t 1 e,
retainsd in the English Bible, of "tl;e- Epistle of Paul the Apostle to t he
Bebx*ewé" bears witnsss to a belief long 9urrent in some parts of the early -
Christian Church. |

This letter was obviously lmown to Clement of Romglzmd ithas been
suggested that both c:lloment'a letter to the Corinthians and this Epistle
betrafa signs of the dependence on the liturgical use of the Churoh of Ro:ngz)
It is, therefore, the more interesting that it was at Rome that tl;o Pauline
authorship of Hebrews was most oonsistently denied and for the longest period.

By the third oentury the Churoh of Alexandria held this Epistle to be at
least indirectly tha work of 8. Paulssl)[nto the oonfliot of opinion on this
subject confusion was introduced by the learned Origen who, though of ocourse
oonsolious of the distinotive st{‘i; of Hebrews, once goes so far as to speak

of "fourteen Epistles of S.Paul? This, however, may convey mo more than

"Orig_en's suggestion that the thoughts might originally have come from S.Paul,

(1) B.F.Westoott, "Eplstle to the Hebrewa ,(1892) ,p.LXII, op. J.Moffatt,
“HObrewa (1924) P +XIII.

(2) A.Nairne, "Hebrews",(1917),pp.XXXIV-XXXIX.

(3) B.F.Westoott, ope.cit., p.LXIV.

(4¢) Hom.in Jos.VII, quoted by Westoott, op.oit., p.LXIX.

60
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their aotual expression from a disciple of his. The Afriocan Church contributed
the suggestion that S.Barnmabas was th9 author of Hebrswsfl)

- None the less, the faot that O;ig?n acoepted this letter as oarrying
Pauline authority led to a gradualldg4r1tloa1 acoeptance of Pauline authorship
and in the end the dissentient voioeF;f Rome was heard no more. It was left to
Erasms to set out oritioal views ono; agaih many years léter, but reaction
~ soon set in with great force and even Protestant orthodoxy accepted t h e

Peuline authorship of Hebrewﬁ. Notltiil,tha eightéqnph century, with t h e.
revival of free Biblical oritiolism, was the queétion again reopéned. and now
"soaroely any sound scholar will be foundftovaéoéﬁt Paul as the direct author
of the epistle, though such a mndifiediyiéw as was suggpsted by Origen still
oclaims adhsreﬁts among the lovérguﬁf oampromiée with tradition."(2)

Naturally ehough, speoulation has always sought to identify the auotor
ad Hebraeoafsiut'it is ﬁnliknly that oertainty will ever be reached about the
subject. We may perhaps be satisfied with the suggestion of Dr befatggihat
"he was probably & highly trained Hellenistio Jewish Ghristian, & 13 kahas
of repute, with sfeoulative gifts and literary oulture; but to us he is a
voioe and no more. He left great prose to some little clan of early Christians,
vbut who he was, and who they were, it is not possible, with suoh materials as
are at our disposal, to determins. No oonjeoture rises above the level o f
(1) Tertullian, "De Pudioitia" 20, quoted in Enc.Bib., p.1991.
(2) Eno.Bib., p.1992.
(3) J.Moffatt,"Introduotion to Literature of New Testament".(1918),pp 435-443

summarises many suggestions as to the author.
(4) Je Moffatt. OpoﬁitO. po442-
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plausibility. We oammot say that if the auctor ad Hebraeos had never lived or
'writteﬂ, the course of early Christianity would have beén materially altered.
Ho was not a persomality of Peul's commanding geniua.bﬂe did not make history
or mﬁrk any epooh. He did not even, 1ike the_gnon&ﬁous duthofs oflmatthew'e
gospel and the fourth gospel, snooﬁe&lin staﬁping his writing on the mind of
the early Churoh at large. But the léter Churoh was right in o laiming
a 6anonioa1 position‘?or this unique specimen ef Alexandrian thougﬁt'playing
upon the primitive: Gospel altho%%? the reacons upon whioh the olaim wa s

based were generally erronsous.”

It has been necessary to retail so muoh of the controversies about ¢ h e f

authorship of Hebrews because they are the key to wider oriticism of it. The
 deo1a1oﬁ that this is an anonymous Epistle has been reached in these daya only
gfterloareful oonsideratiéh of various suggeéted authors whose olaims a r e
based upon the mture of the letter itself.

Sturdy independence is oharaoteristic of the author. He is "neither a n
imitator of Paul nor a mere borrower from Hellemistic “ﬁiadomﬁ." And his
thought 6aﬂ be summrised as "a free oombination of the results of Pauline
theology with the ourrent ideas of Alexandrian-Jewish philosophy, produoing
a gemuinely new type of Christian thought." (@)

And the evidence of the literary style of Hebrews reinforces ¢t h e
evidence for a non-Feuline line.of thought. "He has & sense of literary
(1) An attemated survival of Origen'e suggestion may be seen in the opinion

of F.J.Badoook that a group of friends wrote Hebrews, one of them being

the substantial author, but that S.Paul oontributed the last three verses.

" ("The Pauline Epistles and the Epistle to the Hebrews",(1937),pp 199-200)
(2) B.W.Bacon, "Introduction to the New Testament",(1902), p.l42.
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nicety, whioh enters into his earnest religious argument without rendering-it

, artifioial or over-elaborate. He has an art of words, whioh is more than an

(1)
unoonscious sense of rhythm. He las the .style of a trained speaker; 1t is style

at the oommand of a devout genius."Of Bbllenistio writers he is the freaet;from

- the monotony that is the ohief fault of Hellenistio oompared with literary

Greek; his words do not follow each other in a meohaniocally necessary order,
but are arranged so as-to emﬁhaaise their relative importance, and to make the

sentences effeotive as wéiifas'inteiliglble. One may eay that he deals with

“the bidblical 1anguagé (understanding by this the Henex'ustio dialect founded

on the LXX, not msrely his aotual quotationa from it) ceese 82 8 preaoher _
whose first duty is to be faithful,-but hic second to be eloquent.” "(2)

How different 1s the verdiot which 1s passed upon the literary style of
S.Paul: "There 1s a rush of words, rising repeatédly to passages of éplehdid
eloquenoce; but the elogquence is spontaneous, the outcome of strongly mo ve d
feel:lné; there is about it nothing of laboured oratory. The language is rapid,
terae; 1n§151va; the argument is conduoted by & quiok out end thrust o f
dialeotio;.it reminds us of a fenocer with his eye always on his antégonist."(3)

Or again: "Equipped with a language hardly adequate to the rich variety
and subtlety of his thought or to the intensity of his fqeling, he is evef
strﬁégling to express more than he qotually says; the loglcal sequence 1 s
broken by the intrusion of new ideas, feeling supersedes grammar and forbids
(1) J.Moffatt, "Hebrews“,(I €.C.),(1924), pp.LVI-LIX treats of the deliberate

rhwthmioal cadences of the auctor ad Hebraeos.

(2) J.Moffats, op.cit.. p+LXIV - the enolosed quotation ocomes from W.H.Simoox,

"The Viriters of the New Testament",(1890),p.43.
(3) Sanday and Headlam. "Romans".(I.C Ce),(2911),p.LV.
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the completion of a olause."”

There ooula hardly be a greatar contrast than that betweeﬂ the literary
‘styles of the four ¥ajor Epistles and of the anonymous Epistle to the Hebrews.
And the contrast 1s expressive of entirely different, if ultimately oomple-~
mentary, lines of thdught:l"for the one the supreme contrast is between flesh
and spirit, for the other between the image and the reality, the 1mpe;feot
and the perfect: for the one Christ is the direot objeot of personal faith,
for the other the fulfiller of the destiny of.man."(z)

And the differences of style betweeﬁ this Epistle and the writings of
S.Faul cannot be adequately explained by ohanges of subject or oiroumstances.
"They characterise two men, and not only two moods or two disoussions." (sl

In short, the evidence which so étrongly supports the case for t h e
Pauline authorship of the Major Epistles by that very fact oomes to constitute
a powerful oase against the belief that the apostle can also have written
TTPos Eﬁpucus . Contrast can go no deeper than that and it seems to be
ample justification for the assertion that modern oriticism agrees i n
‘aooapting the Peuline authorship of the four Major Epistles and in dénying
a eimilar authorship to the Epistle to the Hebrews.

It remains only to consider the reaction of these doouments to the canons

of literary oritiocism proposed as beilng specially suitable to Fheif nature.

o

(1) Robertson and Flummer,"I.Corinthians",(I.C.C.),(1914), pp. XLVII-XLVIII,
(see also p.35 of this essay.)

(2) B.F.Vestoott, "Epistle to the Hebrews", (1892).9 LIII.

(3) B.F.Westoott, op.cit., p.LXXVII.
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Thb oontrasﬁ in the personalities of the two authors, as revealed in
their writings, is oomplete and tho evidence for this statement has b e en
already adduced. TWo men are'indicated, not varieties of mopd and oiroumstance.
The signs of the presence of S.Paul in the Major Epistles aoebrd ‘with the
pioture of him which we derive also from his other letters and from the Aots
of the Apostles Such evidence is entirely wanting from the Epistle to t h e -
Hebrews and indeed is repeatedly contradioted by it.

Again, while both sets of writings are marked by a high.level of natural
grave dignity of thought there is a complete contrast of atmosphere between
the Pmline letters and the Epistle to the Hebrews. It is the différonoe
between a Christianity taken into the market place and that same religion as
viewed devoutly and'philosOPhioally by a student of letters in the calm o f
his. study. |

And lastly, language and style differ'in,tps;hgggéét degree. Voocabulary
and syntax here proﬁi&é d contrast aiso'fbuﬁd in gehgral style. Ths-langﬁage
of 8.Faul shows a limited command of Greek made suffioient for its. purpose
by the powerful personality and the torrential zeal of the Apostle. In
contrast with this the author of Hebrews has & delicate preoise sense o fl
'atyle, of balance ahd rhythm, saved from artifiociality by his sinoere devotion
and dsep plety.
| ~ The olear verdiots of general oriticism acoepting the four Najor Epistles
as bélng authentio letters of S.Paul and rejecting the Pauline authorship of

Hebrews thms find oonfirﬁation from the examination of the same documents by



the literary tosts peculiarly applicable to them. And from this coinocidence

of results we may aurely derive new oconfidenoe in the literary oriteria which -

are presently to be applied to the pro'biem of the Pastoral Epistles.

66
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Chggter VII _
wen Questigng: Verdiots of
If 1t is ever deoid:éd ﬁ.nally that the lottors to Pimothy and T 1 tu s
oannot have been wriﬁten by S.Paul it may well be olaimed for the _Epis@les to
the Thessalonisns that they are the true heirs to the title of Pa s tor a
Epistles of S.Paul. They .é.re not indeed ooncerned with the ministry of t he
Church but they roveal S. Paul in a pastoral rela.t:lonahip\ with the people o f
what was presumably a smali(llt)}hriat:lan community. There are in them many signe
of that mitual affection and trust whioh are the invariable acoompaniments of
the existenoe of happy relations between the Chriatia.n miniatry and the lalty.
It 18 true that many pasaages in the Ma jor Ep:latles also betra.y the Apostle's
pastoral apirit. but on the whole they are “the lettera of an aMnistratqr,
ivhereas these are the letters of a pastor, ‘16ﬁng and beloved. |
Now it happans that the Sooond Epistle to the Theesalonia.ns is one whioh
still fails to ocommand general aooeptanogze)md the question of its authentioity
-gains in 1mportanoe from the rioch human interest of the Thessalonian letters.
Tho problem of II Thessalonians admits of fairly easy statemont b u t
hardly of equally faoile solution. During his second missionary journey, about

(3) : .
the year 651, S.Paul had founded a cluroh at Thessalonica, a place of strategio

(1) J.E.Frame, "Thessalondans",(1912),p.5.
(2) M.Jones, "New Testament in the Twentieth Century",(1914), .264.
(3) G.Milligan, "S.Paul's Epistle to the Thessaloniana",(moas),p.



1ﬁportanoe in the eyes of a missionary. The Acts éf the Apostles suggest a
sojourn thsrefof only soms three weeks but it is probable that S.Paul's visit
lasted longer than thii{ It was brought to an end by the turbulent opposition
of oertain hostile Jews; there had been riots and S.Peul had to withdraw ¢t o
Beréea and then to Athgii. Naturally, he afterwards felt anxiety abou t
the oconstanoy of reoent oonverts under oontinued Jewish enmity and from Athens
Timothy had been sent to rally and strengthen the Thessalonians. Fortunately
he was able to send to the Apostle a reassuring report of the affeotion and
constancy of his'people.

The Firat Epistle to the Thessalonians then ocame to them, a happy
expression of S.Paul's relief and pride. He seizes the opportunity of refuting
some allegations made agﬁinst him by enemies and then goes on to warn h i s
readers taotfully against ocertain mQral dangers, including indolence. Their
expectation of the speedy return of their Lord mnét not;reault in any pious
idleness. Some of the Thessalonians were worried bsoause friends and relations
had died before the seoond coming of the ngé. They supposed that none would
have died before then and wondered_whethef death would deprive them of their
full reward. Bearing in mind this anxiety éa well as the tendenoy of some of
the living to be idle, allowing the community to support thgiz S.Paul lays
great emphasis on the suddenness of the seocond coming of the day of the Lord,
(1) J.Moffatt,"Introduction to Literature of New Testament",(1918),p.66.

(2) Aots ZVII/1G.

(3) I.Thessalonians,IV/13.
(4) E.J.Biocknell, "First and Seoond Epistles to the Thessalonians",(1932),p.XXI.
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(1)
"as a thief in the night". Let toil and vigilance mark them as Christians;

let not idleness and sloth spoil their witness. But the whole first Epistle
is a happy one, characterised by mingled friendliness and that extra j oy
which oomss with the removal of anxieties previously felt.

It 1s, therefore, with some degree of shock that we first read the Second
Epistle to the Thessalonians written soon after the earlier lettéi{ The light -
. of easy friendliness has somehow died 6ut; there is in it a certain stiffness,
a faint frigidity, in sharp contrast with the easy informality of the éther
lettor. The administrator begins to eclipse the pastor..

Moreover, there seems to be at least a superficial doctrinal contradiction
between the two letters. In the earlier dooument emphas1s is laid upon
the suddennegi)of the'nigouoj&, and at least by inference it is represented
as imminent. This is at once a reason for hope and for watchfulness a n d
vigilance. The emphasis is here upon the sudden and unexpected coming of the
Lord, but the faithful being ever on the alert will not be caught unprepared.

In contrast with this, the second letter deolares that before thé}w&pouoﬁ*
there will be a falling away and thé'bomingrdf the J&JQFLQQ with all power and .
signs and lying wonders, and with all deceit of unrighteousness for them that

(4)
- are perishing.

(1) I.Thessaloniens,V/2. S
(2) E.J.Bicknell gives Harnack's opinion as "at the same time, or only a few

days later."("First and Second Eplstles to the Thessalonians",(1932)p.XXXI.)
(3) I.Thessalonians,V/2~3:.

(4) II Thessalonians,II/3-10.
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| (1)
But apooalyptic temohing is always fluid, "signs and suddenness are not

incompatibles" '1n it and a tendenoy to foreshorten timé is ever ome of i t s
principal featuz(-il. It seems that ocertain readers of the earlier Epistle had
forgotten that while the Tn,\pouc'{o\ was doubtless near it might well be preceded
by signs significant to the faithﬁ(g)if unregarded by the wiocked. In t he s e
‘people a state of morbid fanatical emiteinent had been produced. They we r e
' negleoting oivic duty and daily work, and their concentration on the thnﬁght
of'a_x; imnﬁnent second ocoming was not showiné good results in the sPir-itual
sphere. A sharp corrective was called for and S.Paul's Seoond Epistle i s
designed to administer it. There is a shiftiné of emphasis but not @ o on -
tradiotion in teaohing. | |

In ‘both Epistles, but espeoially in the seocond, we oan see the toroh of
apﬁoalyﬁtio enthusiaaih, streaming out with emo'k:a as well as w:lf.h rod flame,
which Paul and many Jewish Chfistiansin the ea;rly Church employéd in order
to light up their path through the dark providenoes of the age. Paul i s
prophesying - none the less vividly and effeotiyely that he do.es‘ 8 0 £x p,z/eous
The ohief elemont of novelty whioh he introduoes in IT Thessalonians from
Jewish tradition (cp.Dn.XI/ﬁé) into the primitive Christian eschatology, is
the ;omepti.on of a s;xpernétural an&gonist, a final pseudo-messiah o r
antichrist, who shall embody all that is profanpé and blasphemous, and w h o
(1) "J.‘E.F\'ame,"Theesaloniane", (1.C.C.),(1912) .15.44. _
(2) Cp.S.Mark XI11/6-37, with its possible double application to the fall of

dorusalem and the final end of the ags.
(3) E.J.Biclmell,"First and Second Epistles to the Thessalonians",(1932),p.XXVII.
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‘ , (1) (2)
shall be weloomed, instead of repudiated, by Jews as well as pagans.”

But even if the eschatologies of the two Epistles oan be regarded a s
oomplementary there is a oonaiderable.differenoe of tone to be observed i n

them. And in this connection Harnack ?ffers the ingenious suggestion t ha t
. , 3) ‘
there were two ohurches at Thessalonioa, ‘a main body of Gentile origin t o

whioch the firat letter was addressed and a smaller body of Jews to‘whom the
second was sent. This theory has the added advantage of also aoobunting for
some mingled elements in the esohatologies of the two doouments. Other testimony
to the reality of the diffioulty:mﬁy be seen in thé suggestion sometimes made

that the order of the Thessalonien Epistles in the New Testament should b e

(1) J.Moffatt,"Introduction to Literature of New Testament",(1918),p.78.
After some hesitation R.H.Charles ("Esohatology",(1913),p.438) uses both
Thessalonian Epistles as evidenoce for what he terms the first stage i n
S.Paul's eschatological views. But he insists that "soms time" elapsed
between the composition of the Epistles. The present tendency however,
seems to place the two Thessalonian letters close together in time.
Indeed, Harnack suggests that both letters were written on the same day,
or that at the most only a few days elapsed between their despatoh.
(BeJ.Bioknell,"First and Second Epistles to the Thessalonians",(1932),
p«XXXI) An interval of five to seven woeks is favoured by J.E.Frame,
after a consideration of the contents of the two letters.("Thessalonians",
(1912),p.29)

(2) The suggestion that the "Nero Redivivus" myth lies behind II Thessalonians
II/1-12, is not favoured by such authorities as Gunkel, Bousset, a n 4
Charles. Schmiedel's suggestion that these verses embody a Beliar-Neronic
myth is expressly repudiated as unwarranted by the evidence.(R.H.Charles'
"Agcension of Isaiah",(1900),p.LXII)(Cp.J.E.Frame,"Thessalonians”,(I.C.C.)
(1912) ,pp.¢0-42) : : ,

(3) E.J.Bicknell, "First and Seoond Epistles to the Thessalonians",(1932),
pp XXXI-XXXII. Cpe. JeHoffatt,"Introduction to Literature of N e w
Testamsnt™, (1918) ,pe621.
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(1)
reversed, II fhessalonians being actually the earlier in date. But though this

idea still finds soms modern supporters it may safely be said that they a r e
(2)

But when every difficulty has been recognised II Thesqaloniana seems t o
oling to the first Epistle and, similarly, I Thaasaloniéﬁe seems t o boe
'lndtssolubly conneoted with the four Major Epistles. It has even been said of
F.C.Baur and the Tﬁbingon scholars generally that they were right i n
recognising the four ¥Major Eplstles of S.Paul aé authentio but wrong in not
oarrying their admissions further. "Their error was not in inocluding thése
four in this group, nﬁr chiefly in beginning with these, but that in having
begun with these, they exoluded such other letters as I Thessalonians,
Philippians and Philemon on dnsufficient grounds.” @ |

The same prinoiples of oéﬂtinn;ty of literary struoture which compel
eritios to refér tb the Bexatéuoh rather than to the rbntaﬁeuohkin the 014
Teﬁtamsgi)tend to bind the Thessalonian’ letters together and to the rest o f
S.Paul's Epistles. Today th?gs are not many serious scholars who deny the’

genuineness of I Thessalonians and a majority also acoept II Thessalonians.

The latter has been tried, and on the whole not found wanting, so it h a s

(1) J.Moffatt quotes support for this suggestion from Baur and van der Vies,
on the supposition that both of the Epistles are sub-Pauline.
- ("Introduotion to Literature of New Teatamont",(lQlB).p.?B)
(2) One of the few is F.J.Badoook, ("The Pauline Epistles ete”,(1937),pp 46-52)
3) E.de W.Burton, "Galatians" ,(1.c C.),(1921),p.LXVII.
4) S.R. Drivar."lntroduotton to Literature of 0ld Testament”,(1892),pp 4, and
9 - 150.
(5) H.D.B.,Vol.IV,p.745, article by W.Look, mentions Holtzmann as an exveption.
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been ao?g%tteq, mainly.on the grounds of interngl evidenoce alr;ady here
indiocated.

The literary cormexion betwneﬂ I and II Th;asalopians is very .o lose
indeed, so olose in fact that the allegéd "dependence" of the language of the
lgter_Epistlé on its forerunner has been seriously urgeﬁlaa evidence against |
its genmuineness. "Muoch more sericus sieee 1s‘the objeotion drawn frém 1ts
¢lose resemblance to I Thessaloniana, ‘amounting at times to an almost.slavish
dependeéil.“ And the same oritio 1ndioates that a oharge of such undesirable
dependence oan only be avoided on the supposition that S.Paul had retained
and consulted a ocopy of I Thessalonians shortly before he edded another letter
to 1t.

As this partioular charge has now been abaﬁdénéd by most oriticos t he
efideﬁoe supplied in its favour may serve t6 Bﬁpport_the very oase which it
was designed to dlsprove. A curious oase of irbny in the oritioal wofld.

But even if each difficulty about the dﬁthantioity,of IT Thessalonians
can be met, 1f eschatologies oan be reoonoiled the unity of the Thessalonian
Church ba taelken as established and the resemblanoes in style be quoted 1 n
defence of this letter instead of in its disfavour, we need to find s ome
unifyﬁﬁg principle to olear away difficulties and to offer rational support
to tﬁe case in favour of II Thessaloniens. This may perhaps be seen i n a
(1) External evidence is reaaonably good, thb second Epistle hare being

slightly the stronger. Both letters are included in Mhroion'a canon,

(0.140 A.D.)
(2) Article by A.C.MoGiffert in Eno.Bib.,Vol.IV,p.5044.
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relatively simple explanation of the ocontrasts between the two Epistles. Let
it be supposed that the i&lers and unruly in thé oity were not only ocausing
spiritual harm but were obstinate in their faulgt{_They ﬁiaunderstodd or
despised the exhortations of I Thessalonians and S.Paul had to reoégniae that
he had failed to seoure the effeots whioh he had hoped to produce by t ha t
letter. He has to write a seoond time and naturally the tone of this letter
answers to the ohange of oiroumstance. It is no longer the beloved pastor
writing easily and without reétraint to those who, he kmnows, will.g}v; ready
heed to his words. It is now & somewhat alarmed Apostle who writes a second
time. Self-conaoiqusnaes has orept into his style, words must be chosen, not
to oxpreéa oonfident friendly admonition but to rule but the possibility of
their being misunderstood or perverted by'peopio'whé have already proved
intraotable. Ths‘balanoe of dootrine must be seoured by warnings of "signs"
which the wicked will be in denger of overiéoiﬁng‘aiﬁégether. Inoreased
anxiety and a sense of the failure of hié egrlier Epistle may perhaps aopount
suffioiently for the change of tone to be felt in the second B p i e tll ]
in oomparison'ﬁith'its foréfunner written only a few weeks earlier. |
These. and similér oonsiderations probably explaih why the majority o f
soholars seem inolined now to ascept both the Thsssaloniah letters as coming

(2) ~
to us fron S.raul, referring to II Thessalonians as acquitted after due trial.

(1) E.J.Bioknell,"First and Second Epistles to the Thessalonians",(1932),p.XX.

(2) cp. J.E.Frame,"Thessalonians”,(I.C.C.),(1912),pp.37 and 42. It is intsresting -
also to note that so radical a work as the Enc.Bib.(p.5041) owns that "if
ons aocepts any of Paul's epistles there is no good reason for denying the
authentioity of I.Thess."™ In the ocase of II ‘fhess. the same writer ddds
this comment:"The present writer is inclined to think that the evidenoce
pointe rather in the .direotion of the Pauline authorship of the Epistle,
but it mst be récognised that its genuineness is beset with ser i ous
difficulties, and that 1t is at best very doubtful."(Professor A.C.MoGlffert)
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The problem of the Ep#stle»to the Ephesians presents more diffioulties.
These are noﬁ oconfined to any one aépeot, suoh as the eschatologiocal question
in II Thessalonians, but they extend to the very nature of the=whole letter.
Moreover, there is no similar Epiatle with whioch Epheaiane may be compared for
oritioal purposes.

In one of his letters S.Paul refers to the Jewieh traditigi)thﬁt after
Moses had been in the divine presenoo he had to vell his face when he spoke to
the. children of Israsl. From that mysterious oonverse his oountenanoe bore
away an unearthly glow upon whioh men dared not look. And ths Aposfle goes on
to say that'hiaiJewiah oomp#tridta still wore a spiritual veil which prevented
them from recognising that the Law found its Pulfilment in Christ.

The figure of a veil whiﬁh prévénta speedy recognition is mo ba d
ropresentation of the present state of the problem of the Epistle to t h e -
Ephesians. If we read a vivid letter of S.Paui.'suqh as Galatians, and then
.turn to Ephesians, w§ get an impression that something vague and termous has
been 1nteréosed between the author, if he be S.Paul, and ourselves. He seems
to speak in slightly muffled accents as if through a veil.

How then is this difference of style to be sumarised? The letter olaims
to have been w:itten‘by‘s.faul so it invites comparison with other Pauline
Epistles. ;t immediately becomes clear that the style of Ephesi&ne differs
greatly from what we have been accustomed to f£ind in the earlier Peul ine

(1) II Corinthians,II1/12-16.
(2) cp.Chapter III, "The literary Style of S.Paul",pp 26-37.



writinga. "The old, orisp sentenoces have given place to long, involved para-

graphs, in which olause follows olause, and thought 1? drawn out of thought,
1)
as if the writer did(net know how to oome to an end."
2 .
Another commentator has well said of Ephesians: "Ne cannot speak here of

vivaoity, hardly of energy; if there is emergy it is deep down beiow the
surface. In ite place we have a slow-moving onearde advaﬁoing mass, 11 kie
a glaoder working its way inoh by inoh doﬁn=a.va11ey. Tﬁe periods are o f
umrieldy length; the writer seems to stagger under his load. He has weighty

trutha to express, and he struggles to express them - not without success, but

(3)
certainly with little flexibility or ease of composition.”

It 1s only fair to say that the(same ‘writer also finds some resemblanoes
4)
in style between Romans and Ephesians. And another discovers almost poetiocal

form and balance among some of the long and oumbrous sentences. This 1g 1 o
doubt without parallel in the other writings of S.Paul, but "it is very resh

to make assumptions as to(the possibilities of 8o mobile and pcwerful an
5) .
intelleot as that of S,Paul." Moreover, this Epistle has a number of oharaoter—

istiocally Pauline expressions. inoluding some which do not ooour(i? Colossians,
"and at every step genuinely Pauline turns of thought are recalled.” And from a

21)'G.M1111gan,"ﬂew ‘Testament Dooumente ,(1913) ,p.98.

2) Sanday and Headlam,"Romans", (I.C.C. ),(1911),p.LV.

(3) sanday and Headlam (op.cit.,p.LV) consider that Romans and Ephesiams etand
'at-opposite,ex$remes among the literary styles of the Pauline corpus. They
add that the differemce is even greater than that between Romans and the
Pagtorals. ‘From Dr Headlam the writer has an assurance that his opinion on
this point had not altered as late as 1944.

(4) Sanday and Headlam, op.oit., p.LVI.

55) Dic.of Apostolic Church, Vol.I,p.348 - artiole by L.W.Grensted.

6).Artiole in Eno,Bib.,by A.Julioher, p.867.



(1)

'modern Jawish soholar. no admirer of S.Paul, we lsarn that he 88638 no reason
to rejeot Ephesians as unauthentilo albeit in the letters of S.Paul he always
allows for possible addi.tiox_m to thé text of verses and even of seotions made
by disciples of the Apostle. It is well, however, to bear in mind the prinociple
"timgo Danaos et dona ferentes" when Dr Klausner oommenda.any'of’the Pauline
Epistles,

There is then little question that the literary style of Ephealans raises
many doudbts about its authentioity. But one particular fact has often been held
to throw muoh light upon this type of diffioulty. It has besn observed thﬁt
from some manuseripts of the highest repiztatlon the.worc‘la %V’Ecbwclo ar e.
missing from the fi‘rst verse of the Epistlgz.)'This has suggested to ma n y
soholars-that_Ephesians is really a oircular letter; perhaps sent round to a
numbe? of olmrches in the Lyous Valley, end that in ,oqnformif.y wiﬁh its nature
a blank space was loft whers some manusoripté:naﬁ_have the words 2v'Edyiocw
It is suggoested that the readers filled in the space with the names of looal
churohes suoch as Laodicea, Hiarapolie. Ephesus, and ot_heraSS)

The weighty support of Dean Armitage Robincon was given to the theory of
a oiroular letter and he deolares that most of the diffioculties surrounding
thia Ep:lstle disappear once it is regarded as an enoyoli.oal rather tha.n as a
oongtegational Eputle 54)

(1) J.KlauSner..“From Jesus to Paul",(1942),pp.242-244.

(2) e.g.Nand Barby*, Lightfoot points out that a reading in S.Faul's Epistles
whioh enjoys their support almost always represents the original text.
(T.R.Abbott, "Ephesians and Colossians",(n.d.),p.l.)

(3) But J.Moffatt holds that "the notion of oopies with blanks for the looal

address is not. true to ancient methods of epistolography. ("Introduotion to
Literature of New Testament",(1918),p.392)

(4) J.Armitage Robinson,"St Paul's Epistle to the Ephesians",(1909),pp. 11-13,
)

and 292-295.0p.Westoott and Hort."The New Testament in Greek - Introduotion.”"
(1882).pp- 123—124.
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The diffioulties referred to are oonoerned'mainly-with the pereonal;ty
of the writer; oan he really be identified with S.Paul? After all, the Apostle

(1)
had spent three whole years at Ephesus - and even on the theory of a oiroular

(2)
letter Ephesus was one of the Churches addressed. With his genius for gaining
friends and his warm affeotionate interest in his oconverts oould S.Paul, as
we lnow him, have written in the cold, aloof, impersonal style of Ephesians?
Would not his humanity have broken-irresistably through the barr i er s
interpbsed by the faot that he was addreséing other ohuroches too? Would there
not have been an emotional anacoluthon oomplementary to the syntaotioal
anacolutha found in many of his letters? |
While it is true that many authoritios consider that the peouliar tone of
Ephesians is sufficiently explained by its being a oiroular letter, others are
losa>i§tigried. An Ameriocan. scholar believes that the publication of S.Luke's
work in two volumes was follqﬁéd'by the formation of a collsotion of S.Paul's
lotters, gathered from various churches which had received them. He suggests
that the Acts of the Apoetlea had stimlated interest in the person and work
(3)
of its central figure and that some Asian Christian gathered nine Epistles
together and then himself wrote Ephesians as a preface to the oollection on
its publication. This explains its general, emcyclical, nature "so unlike
Paul's practioce or situations, but so appropriate to his first publisher, who
. - | (4)
naturally wishes to introduce PFaul as a writer, to God's people everywhere.”
(1) Aots XI/SI words .taken from the farswell address to the dlders of Ephesus,
a passage full of the deepest mitual affection.(Cp.verses 37 and 38)
(2) J.Moffatt denies this, so far as internal evidence is concerned.
("Introduction to Literature of New Testamsnt",(lQlB).p-391 )
(3) E.J Goodspeed, "Christianity goes to Press ",(1940) ,p+53.
(4) E.J.Goodspeed, opeoit., pe54. Dr Goodspeed suggests that the oolleotor of
the letters and oomposer of Ephesians was Onesims, Philemon's former
slave and ﬁossibly later on Biahop of Ephesus.’ (p.58)

e
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This theory has gained admiration for its ingenuity but has hardly brought
conviotion of its truth. ‘
Another high authority who accepts thehauthentioity of Golossians removes

Ephesians from the list of the "sorrespondence of Paul" and puts it among a
(1)
mumber of "Homilies and Pastorals". Its tone presupposes that its Christian

(2)

reoipients were personally unknown to the writer and "there is no internal

evidenoe to prove that Ephesus ?as the church (or even ome of the ohurchee)
3)

addressed, and moh to the contrary." It is best understood as "a catholicised
version of Coloasians, written in Paul's name to Genﬁile Christendoﬁ (II/ll.
III/1): the solitary reference to concrete conditions (VI/21-22) is adapted
from Colossians in order to lend vraisamblance to the writing, and the general

traits of the homily rank it among the catholic epistles or paatoralé of the
(5) or P ‘
early Church."

As against this it must be aclmowledged that while the indications of the
writer's peraonalit& are not easily reconciled with what we know of S.Paul,
and while the literary style betrays marked idioéynorasies, the theory that

this letter differs from SePaul's other Epistles in being an e?oyoiioal heips
< 1t ‘ 6)
many oritics to accept Ephesians. Harnack, Julioher and.Deissmann all acoept

(1) J.Moffatt, "Introdustion to Literature of New Testament",(1918),p.l0.

(2) J.Moffatt, op.oit., oites Ephesians I/15, III/2, and IV/21.

(3) J.Moffatt, opeoit., p.391. But Dr W.Look reminds us that we learn from
Tertullian that Marcion and some other heretios had the title " a 4
Laodicenos", whioh implies the absence ony’E¢acg) from some copies: "but
it is equally probable that the alternative title 'is a real faot, and that
the Epistle was originally sent to Laocdicea."(Article in H.D.B.,Vol.I,p.718)

(4) On the olose "struotural" resemblances between Colossians and Ephesians see
artiole by W.Look,"Epistle to the Ephesians", in H.D.B,,Vol.I,p.715.

(5) Je.Moffatt, opsoit., pe393.

(8) M.Jones, "New Testament in.the Twentieth Century",(1914),p.271.



80.

, (1) | |
it and in England Dr H.D.A.Major who speaks for the Modernist school o f

thought unhesitatingly accepts it; Bven Dr A.C.Bouquet of Cambridge confesses
to noimore than "considerable doubt. as to the Pauline authorship of Ephesézis."

But doubts about the'authantieity.of Ephesians arise from two mor e .
geheral questi§ns: Why does S.Paul, who genorally contents himself wi th
incidental allﬁsiohs to the great destiny of the Ghuﬁgg, here devote to the -
subjeot a minor treatise of dn-;ncyolical natufe? It must be remembered that
to S.Paul there was no Pauline corpus of letbters which together expressed his
..system ofrthaology; his letters immadiately served only pastoral a n d
' administrative ends.

And seodndly, how is ik thatlEphesigns presents suoh a shaép'contrasﬁ, in
style and thought, from Colossians oomposed & short time beforshand a n d'
Phiiippians written only a little afterwaégi? The sudden completé ebandonment
of é recently adopted style is even harder.to account for than is its tampor;}&
adoptione. | ‘
| For the pfesent the mystery of the authorship remains unsettled..Grave
doubbs are felt about its possible Peuline authofship but Ephééians has
‘ doughﬁy defenders. No one is quite satisfied about his own case and everyone
is conscious of the oaée_eppo;ed to his own. But the‘champions of Ephesiéns
are neither so numerous nor so couvinced and convincing as those who ba#tle
(1) In a letter to the writer, April,1943.

(2) In a letter to the writer, April,1943. ,
(3) I.Corinthians,IV/17, and XV/3-11,(unity of the Church)

I.Corinthians,XII/27,(Church is the body of Christ) J
(4) Cp.Jd.Moffatt, " Introduotion to Literature of New Testament",(1918),p.388.



for the authentioity of II Thessalonians. The Epistle to the Ephesians is not
vindioated as a gemuine letter of S.Faul, but the oase against it 1s adjudged
"non—proven“'. | | | -

From this drief roview of somes features of the ten Pauline doouments we
have found four genéfally #ooepted Epistles and two disputed letters. W e
have observed the oritical grounds on which the four are aoéepted and the
reasons for varying degrees of doudbt about II Thessalonigns‘ and Ephesians.

Moreover, when general oritiocism is supplemented by prinoiples derived
from the speoial nature of the Pauline writings similar results are ;ttained-,
The representation of the pgrsonality of the Apostle, the lofty level of the
teaching given and the type of language all agree in vindioating ¢ h e
authentioity of the four Major Epistles. A ocertain ambiguity in regard to
the thought seen in II Thessalonians corresponds to a degree of hesitancy
on the part .of general. oritioﬁ. And laStly, in Ephesians somewhat greater
doubt is felt whethor the ‘lperfe_qz_m'l,'i#y of the writer suggests S.Faul a ﬁ d
whether the literary atqu ocan bje.- réoonoiled with his. Here again general
oritioism e.nm_-:eré olosely to the ohallenges raised by prinoiples of appraisal
based on the special nature of the Pauline letters. The task now befo_:;e us 1is
to apply these same prinoiples to the Pastoral Epistles, seeking to determine
from the language of the Pauline Epistles generally whether their number 1 s

ten or thirteen.
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PART III

THE RELATION OF THE LANGUAGE OF THE PASTORAI EPISTLES .
7 OF THE ACCEPIED PAULINE. LETTERS.

LR e E RS- F- WS B B

" Chapter VIII .

fThe Prinoipal A{gqﬁenggimﬁha Jury still undecided.

The oritiolsm of the Iﬁstoral Epistles is a subjeot of wide range and

of long history. For the purpdae of this essay it must thbrefﬁre be treated
on a selsotive basis. The bntatanding_oritiéﬁiﬁﬁohievoﬁants of the past may
woll serve as explanations of the present state of the problem. | |

" Modern oritical study has extended over a period of some 150 years and in
that time a great mass of material has been acourulated. The wisest oourse
now seems to be that‘éf 1ndioatihg the work of five or six ocutstanding oritilocs
of the Pastoral Epistleé and then of oonsidering the main subjeoté round whioh
oontroversy still rages. In this oconnexion it should be notioced ¢t hat the
development of the problem of the Pastoral Epiatleé has been determined by
the attacks made upon their authentioity. One doubt after another has been
éxnreaeqd and butfresaed by good arguments. But in most oases defenders o f
the Pﬁstorals_hava soon rallied their forces, often produoing good defensive
arguments in turn. It has been a ding dong battle with vistory oscillating

betwsen two foroes by no means unevenly matohed.



. Tﬁs oontrovars& has genserally been donduofed on tactiocal réthsr than on
strategioal linés. It is easler to appreciate the separate battles than ¢ o
deteot the outlines of any general oampaign in which they have played,
consoiously or unnonéoiouaiy,-a neoessar& part. It was only in the year 1921
that the publication of & book, small in compass but influential in emiif
raised the problem of the Pastoral Epistles to a strategical levsl. To that
book & whole ohapter must be devoﬁed because of its quality and iﬁfluenoe.
Thgt is not to say that the iastrword‘hag ﬁeen said on this subject; the
truth has not yet been demonstrated beyond all further question, but ocertain
positions have been taken and held andfit‘seomé unlikely that they will ever
again bé at the merey of the hazards'of war. Wo at least begin to see t h e
general lines along which the diffi&ult problem of the Pastoral Epistles is
1likely eventually to be solved.

- The results so far attained have been arrived at only slowly and in part

63

thia is due to the nature of the work of English ritios. The nationa l

instinot of fair plgy finds its oounterpart in a eharaoterist16 attitude to
oritioal problems of the New Testament. This finﬁs its expression i n a
determination. not. to be dazzled by any new piece of brilliant writing.
Justioe 1aﬂdon§ to 'it, tribute paid to its merits, but there is no tendenoy
to minimise the sﬁrength of old positions whioch may be assailed in the new

work. Patience and the lapse of time are usually deliberately invoked a s

(1) P.N.Harrison, "Problem of the Pastoral Epistles",(1921)



neocessary agents to enable .the new contribution eventually to make its own
preoipitation of agfeed truth. Suoh a sorupulous attitude 1n-reaearoh comn -
tributes greatly to confidente in the results finally attained. Happily these
general prinoiples find illustration in German as well as in English soholar-

ship in the case of the Pastoral Epistles.
(1)
Credit is rightly given to Edward Evanson as the pioneer English oritio
(2)
of the New Testament. He often ezpressed his views in vigorous d i reo t

language but he deals gently with the Pastoral Epistles. Of the Epistle to

Titus he aaya that "the very introductory address excites in my mind a strong

(3) .
'suepioion, that it was not written by S. Paul." But he hesitates about t h e

lotters to Timothy, finally leaving the decision to the Judgement of others.
The next development in modern scientific oriticism came fifteen years
1a§31 when Sohleirﬁaohsr insisted on the great importanoe.of collecting,
sifting~an& analysing the lexical and grammatical facts underlying the
problem of the Pastoral Eplstles. He started with a study of I Timothy on

the?e lines and finally roejeoted it as a oompilation based on II Timothy and
5)
Titus. The supremacy thus given to I Timothy as the most "awlkward" of t h e

(1) 1731-1805, Vicar of Longdon, Voros, proseouted in the oonsistory oourt
for Unitarianism 1771, ohaplain to the Solicitor-Gensral 1775, opened a
,aohool ‘at Miphem 1778.

(2) a sample of Evanson's vigour of expression is to be sean in his "Dissonance
" of the four generally received Evangelists" ,(1792), where he denounces the
author of the Fourth Gospel for representing, in S.John IX/6, our Lord's
use of spittle in anointing the eyes of a blind man, "an unguent worthy

only of a mountebank." (p.245) _
(3) B.Evanson, op.oit., p.267.
(4) In the year 1807.

(6) P.N.Harrison, "Problem of the Fastoral Epistles”,(1921), pp 18-19.
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. ' (1)
Pastorals has often been affirmed by other oritios, and by 1830 we see t h e

" influence of Sohleiermacher's work in the question of another oritic who asks
%quo sensu Paulinaet" in reforence to the "Epistolae Paa£o:a§§i." '

Further déveiopment cems with the publiocation, in 1880, of H.J.Holtzmann's
book "Die Raatoralbriefe“-. This has besn desoribed as an ‘epoch-malding w o r k
which "still holds the field as a olassical statement of the case against the
Fauline authorship of these Epist;.lea » and of the reasons for placing them in
the seoond oentt(xgs)rl." It is from Holtzmann's armoury that very many later
oritics have drawn ﬁheir most effective vllveapo;-s . |

The ohiefldefeot of this work was :!:h‘e -author's ffailute'properly f;o aococount
for the faot that the language and the substance of séxﬁe passages in II Timothy
and Titus are thorcughly Pauline in every respsot. Holtzmann dismissed these
passages and all the Personalia as fictions invented by a.n "auot‘;r ad Timotheum
ot Titum" to give oolour-ahd verisimﬂ:lltude'to his work. The suggéatad souroes
of these pa,seagea were the*Aots’ of ths A o's.tles, the genﬁine Pauline Epistloes
and some soraps of sedond—oontury traditiﬁx)x.. But this- Ldefeot in his work does
little to lessen the debt of latar. scholars to a great oritic for his out-
standing work. - | _

The n;xb suﬁstantial ocontribution to the study of the Pastoral Epistles
was made by Th.Nageli, in the ysar 1905, This was in the form of a new study
(1) M.Jones, "New Testamsnt in the Twentiéth Century", (1914) ,p.277.

(2) H.A.Schott,"Isagoge Historico-oritica in Libros Novi Foederis Sacros”, .

(1630) ,Chapber VI.

(3) P.N.Harrison, "Problem of the Pa_atoré_l Epistles", (1921),p.19.
(¢) P.N.Harrison, opecit., pp 19-20.
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. (1)
of the vooabulary of S.Paul. He examined the oharacter and the quality o f

the Apostle's stook of words and disseoted out elemsnts derived £ r o m the
olassioal vag'e of Greek and from the literary sphere generally. Among o t her
elements troated were words to be traced to juristia gources and to I on i o

poetry. Attention was also drawn to othiocal terms :!.nherited from the
(2)-
Septuagint.

Nageli treated the four Major Epistles as the main source of information

(Hauptquelle) about the nature of the Paulix(ze)vooabulary and measured
3
resemblances and di.vergenoies by thet standard. ( )
4
In the oase of the Pastoral Epistlea he came to speak of their composer,

who, he declared, incorporated genuine Fauline fragments 1nto his omm wo r k.
The richer voocabulary of these letters is acoounted for by his wider reading
in secular literature, beyond +that enjoyed by S.Paul. And Nageli also discovered

in the Pastoral %pxatles signs that the oomposer had reoently read the Epistle
5)
to the Philippians.

Another advanoe was made in 1917-18 )whan Fe.Torm published some articles
(6
"Uber die Sprache in den Paa'boral-Briefen. After commenting on a relatively

infrequent appearanoe of the definite article in these letters and a negleot

o
of ocertain partloles, usually moh favoured by S.Paul, Torm proceeds % o

(1) .Th.Nageli, "Dor Wortsohatz des Apostels Paulua“,(1905)

(2) Th.Négeld, op.oit., pp.12-68.

3) Th.Nageli, op.oit., pp.76-77.

4) "Ver/#fassor".

(5’ Th.Nagel:l., OpoO’-to, p088-

(8) In the "Zeitsohrift fir Neutostamentliche Wi.saensohraft",(1917—1918) R
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indioate & valuable oritical prihdiple. Even among the gemuine letters of a
partioular eutﬁor there are mmerous undesigned but striking divergences and
this tendenoy is 1likely to have full play in the case of a writer of genius
1like S.Paul. It is advisable therefore, to supplement the oomparison of the

. language of partioular Epistles by an examination of the linguistio features
of the four grouéz)into whioh the letters of S.Paul are naturally divided.

Evidence based on the language of whole groups of Epistles might we ll
oheck the formation of over hastj Judgements derived from the 1nspeofion of
individual lettgil in relative isolation. Torm pronounces that the transition
from the four'nhjor Epistles to those of the Impriaonment‘is no less abrupt
than the transition from the language of the latter group to the. Pastoral
Epiatggl. His work moreover, is so carefully and so judiolally expressed that
the English oonservative scholar Dr W.Look 1a enoouraged fo claim him as an
allys4) .

In the year 1921 there oame from éhe‘Oxford}ﬁhiveraity Press a 1little
-book of only zdo pages whioh has ﬁrofouhdly 1nfluéneed_all subsequent wor k
on the Pastorals. The author, Dr P.N.Harrison, set himself the task o f
studying the problem afresh, startiqg from the standpoint of Holtzmann, and
then seeking to frame a theory whioh would explain, as Holtzmann's t he s 1 s

(1) F.Torm, in "Zeitsohrift fir Neutestamentliche Wlssensohrafﬁ" (1917-18)

o pozza. ‘

(2) F.Torm, op.oit., p.239 endorses Nageli's emphasis on close resemblances

- between the Fastoral Epistles and the Epiatle to the Philippians, ope.
footnote 1 on page 86 of this essay.

(3) F.Torm, opecit., p. 233.

(4) W.Look, "The Fastoral Epietles“.(I c.c.), (1936), peXXX.
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falled to do, the existenoce within some of the Pastorals of fragments o f
undoubted gemine Phu}ine material. By an additional study of the language of
those seoond-oehtury writers who belonged to the second and third gemeration
after S.Ihul'ﬁ death, he at onoe broadened the basis of his study and found
arguments ocorroborating his theoﬁils. On any estimate, Dr Harrison w a s
largely sucoessful in his quest and his influenoce is now so great as to make
it necessary to devote the next chapter to an outline of his thesis.

The foregoing historioal skatoﬁ hag drawn attention to the salient
feétﬁres of the historical developmsnt of the problem of the Pastoral Epistles.
Yore ﬁhan that it is impossible to give here within a reasonable oompass, but
.thé general pptiihe needs to be filled in by some indiocations of the speoial
questions oomprised in the wider problem round which oontroversy has been

most vigoroﬁs; promihent among these are the following:

I. Was there any "ssoond" imprisonment of S.Paul at Rome?

The Aots of the Apostles endb‘ébtﬁptly and affords us a last glimpse
of S.Faul awaiting the trial before the Emperor whioh he had olaimed i n
virtue of hia status as a Roman citigzz. It seems clear that while t h e
other Pauline Epistles can be fitted into the oiroumstanoes depioted in
the latter part of the Aots there is no possibility of finding room for
the Pastoral Epistles.
So it has of ten been argued that the aoccount given in the Aots leaves
us free to assume that S.Paul was acquitted at the trial impending i n

(1) P.N.Harrison, "Problem of the Pastoral Epistles",(1921), p.20.
(2) Aote xXV/9-11,



S.luke's narrative. It is then reasonable to suppose that the Apostle

was sot ffee and that helmade furthsr journeyings, perhaps in the West

as well as in the East. burther oorresbondenoe would then naturally'have
followed and three lstters from that périod have survived, two aent' to |
‘Timothy at Ephesus and another addressed to Titus in Crete.

In the iﬂeﬁo'nd Epistle to Timothy S.Paul clearly regards himself as
being on the bfiﬁk of death, so it is suggested that he had been arrested
a seobnd time and was enduring a second imprisonment from whioch only deagh
would release him. For a long time the #ruth of this oonjectural seoénd
imprisonment was taken to be an essential support to the belief that
S.Paul wrote the Pastoral Epistles, so this queation has been discussed
in endless detail and with great 1ngenuity. |

The ﬁamas of very great authorities appear in the 1list of those w h o
believe in this alleged second imprisonment. If anything oould add weight
to the testimony of the great German aéholar Theodore Zaln it would be the
verdiot of the late Professor William Sanday: "it is no disparagemesnt to
other workers in the fisld of early Christian litera%ure to say that Dr
Zahn is the most learned of them gii." Zahn argues with immense learning
and endless 1ngenﬁ§:;'that S.Paul journeyed both in the West and in the

East after being aoquitted at his "first" trial, that he was afterwards

(1) W.Sanday, "Critiocibm of the Fourth Gospel®, (1905),p.8.
(2) The.Zahn, "Introduction to the New Testament",(1909),Eng.Trans.,
Vol.lI, pp-14- eto. '



imprisoned again at Roms and that II Timothy is his farewell letter written
on the eve of his seoond trial and his martyrdom.

A similar opinion 1s expressed by the famous Provost of Trinmity College,
Dublin. Dr George Salmon. Baur's rejection of the Pastorals is met by a
charaoteristio epigrem: "Baur has given étudenfs of early Church History
80 many new ideas, thét they would have great cause to be grateful to him,
if it were not that those ideas are for the most part wréz;.“ After giving
details of the aérength and oonsistenoy of the external evidemnoce for the
Pastorals Salmon argues with great foroce 1n.favour of his beliefs that the
language of the Pastorals does not forbid us to accept their Paul ine
authorship, that the oontroversies depioted are not those of an age later
than S.Faul gnd that there was a second imprisonment, leaving room for the
work whioh resulted in the writing of the Pastorals. Dr Salmon refuses to
believe that S.Paul was not aoquitted at his first trial: "Paul's release
from his‘Romaﬁ 1ﬁprisammant, we are fo}d; is unhistorioal; 80 is his non-
releabe. In otﬁsf'worda, Iuke's history of the life of Paul breaks of ¢
without telling us whether he was released or gii."

Dr A.E.Hiilard holds that the Pastoral Epistles imply reoen?4?ourneys

(3) -
in Asia and Maocedonia, in Crete and Epirus. He believes that Spain a n d

(1) G.Salmon, "Introduction to.New Testament", (1913),p.398.

(2) G.Salmon, opecite, ped04. '

3) A.E.Hillard, "Rastoral Epistles", (1919), p.X.

4) Cp. the hope of visiting Spain expressed in Rom XV/24 and 28.
J.Moffatt ("Introduotion to Literature of New Testament", (1918),p.417)
points ocut -that no tradition exists in Spain that S.PFaul ever visited
that oountry. Cp.Eno.Bib.Vol.IV, p.65088.



Crete were also visited and. that S.Paul fulfilled his expressed intention
of revisiting some of the churches of Asia and Maoedonj(.:l

| Sir.wﬂlia.m Ramsay adds the support of his high authority to & second
imprisonment of S.Peul, between two trials. In his opinion "FPhilippians
oooup:le- the vsa.mg place in the first as II Timothy in i:ho second tﬁal
but Fhilippians looks forward to a fresh career among the churohes, while
11 Timothy ie the testament of a dying man. "(2)

Another Provost of Trinity College, Dublin, Dr J.H.Bémara, reposing
on the strepgth of the early external evidenoe for the Pastoral Epistles
warns us that "it is not a sound max.lm of law that a single witness must
neoeesarﬂy misleaug?')' In faot the Pastprale may provide trustworthy
evidence fér a period of the 1ife of S.Paul for whioh we have no o t h er
witness. Bernard accepts the tradition that when Clement of Rome refers to
S.Paul's journey Zii To szw.ms Sicews & visit to Spag)ia implied and
he olaims Ligh‘b'f_oot’a Support for the statement that among anoient
géogiaphexfs- T{Pl**"‘ is used to indiomte the Pillars of Hefoules at the
Straits of Glbraitar. .Bernard summarises hies main afg._mient in these words:
© "if the only objeotions to the genuineness of the Pastoral Epistles were
derived from the novelty of the information that they give» us as to the
11fe of S.Paul, there would be very little question as to their authorship.

| (8)
The really grave objeotions to them are based on their style and language."

(1) Cp.Philemon, verse 22, Fhilipplans 1/25 end I1I/24.

(2) Sir William Ramsay, "S.Pa.ul ths Traveller and Roman 01t1zen",(1897)p.360
3) J.H.Bernard, "Pastoral Epistles",(1899) »PeXXVI.

4) Cp.Rom XV/23-24.

(5) J«H.Bernard, OPQO’.to, pe«XXXIV.
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| From a -Cambridgé soholar, Dr R.St John Pa;rry, comes the olaim that a
second mpria‘oiiiﬂé‘tqt‘-gf S.Feul is not inconsistent with his known
oirou'mst;a_nd,es at the end of Aots and an acknowledgement thai: none of thé
Pastorals can be fitted into the soheme of that bookfl)

Parry mkes two _f‘resh points of some importanoce. He argues that t he
usé: of the éorist tense in Aofs XXVIII/30 mst not be misoonstrued: evipzivsv
"desoribes the period as past: the verb means not that he dwelt in his own
hired lodging for two whole years, but that he stayed in Rome for t w o ~
whole years dwelling in his own hired lodging: and it is therefore implied
that at the end of the two years he left Rome. This is the natural auggesb:lcﬁ
both of the 'iv_qu évépznvw and of the order of the words in the sentence.

If the faot was not so, and S.Paul never left Rome 111 bis death there,
th‘en we aﬁould have to explain the suggestio falsi of the‘writgi);" This
nakes a seoond imprisonment an almost inevitable deduotion from the words
of S.Luke, but surely it is a heavy weight to depend from a singie' verb in
~ the aorist? .

Anoth-ér point made by PFarry is that S.Luke is too good e literary artist
to oonvey an atmosphere of serenlity and confidence in the last chapters of
Acts if it adia nof in faot really exist. The absence of any note of tragedy
would throw the narrative completely out of gear if in point of faot. ¢t h e
 situation so calmly depioted actually ended in S.mul'sboondemation and

(1) R.S.Jom Parry,"Pastoral Epistles",(1920),pp XI,XII, and XIV.
(2) R.S.Jobn Farry, opeoit.,pp.XV-XVI.
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(1)
death at the end of those two years. Parry shares the belief of Zahn and

Lightfoot in a second imprisonment and would £it the events implied in the
Pastorals end Clement of Rome into the years 62-67.

Though there is intellectually no inevitable comnexion between belief
in a second ;mprisonmant.and in the Pauline authorship of the Pastorals,
in praotice that position is generally maintained. The two positions may
be heid qeparategsi but they are usually oonjoihed. The ﬁamas of suoh
oritios as Holtzmann, Baoon, Jﬁliohgr. and Pfleidersr convey the implioation'

of a dual rejection, alike of the Pauline authorship and of a oonjectural

second imprisonment of the Apostle.

Qan_thé Fastorals.be fitted into the scheme of the Aots of the Apostles?

"Filigree Critiocism” 1s e mordant expression used to degoribe an over-

preoise literary analysis of existing dooumente of the New Testament, based

(3) _
largely on subjeotive grounds. But the same term may well cover the building

up 6f elaborate oritical positions with insufficient attention to the need
for objeotive evidenbe.}Pbint is given to this sugpgestion by several attempti
made to prove that the Pastoral Epistles oan be fitted into the sohems of

the latter half of the Aocts of the Apostles. Gemerally this carries with it
the implication that the author of the Fastorals is S.Pul.

(1) R.S.Joln Parry, "Pastoral Epistles",(1920),p.XVI.

(2) as by Harnaok, op. R.S.John Parry, op.cit., R'XVI' and J.Moffatt,

"Introduotion to Literature of New Testament",(1918), p.416.
(3) J.Moffatt, opeoit., p. 157.



In the year 1900, W.E.Bowen published & book on the "Dates of & h e

Pastoral Epistles . In this work I Timothy and Titus are dated o 1 0 § o ly
(1)

together, just after S. Raul'a farewell to the elders of Miletus, B o 1(7 )e n

. 2 )

declaring that I Timothy was "not likely to have been written on shipboard."”

And IT Timothy is held to have been sent off from Rome just before t he
despatoﬁ of Cdléasians. Ephesians and Philemon. Fhilipplans 48 t h e n
treated as the latest of tpe Pauline Epistles, written some time af t e r
IT Timothy. |

But even the judicial Dr W.Look firmly rejects Bowen's oontentions,
deolaring that "the historical situation (of I Timothy) oamnot be fitted
into the mooount of S.Paul's 1ife in the Acté. This is true in spite of
recent attempts to place it at the t!:.me_ of Aots XX/38." |

In a study oalled "The Apostolic A'g_e;“.. J.V.Bartlet pflaoe&-tha writing
of I.Tiﬁotlv. just after 'S.Paul‘s dep‘artura from Lﬁ.le(it)xs and suggested that
the Epistle Jl:o Titus was written at Fair Havens, in Grete, where S.Rul
was aheltering from a st‘()xs't)n. Finally he traces a deaoending scale o f
hopefulness through the Epistles to the Ephesians, to the Colossians, and
to Philemon, on to the "more dubious tone of Phiiippians" aend finally to
the settled foreboding of II Timothy as a who](.g). '

Some thirteen years later Bartlet returned to this subjeot in an artiole
~ on "The Historio Setting of the Pasteral Epistles", published i n "Theoe
(1) Acts n/rr-se. _

(2) An opinion flatly contradicted by the ocontemporary J.V.Bartlet, w h.o
deolares that I Timothy was "written on board ship soon after leaving
Miletus." ("The Apostolio Age".(1900) ,p.180)

(3) In H.D.B., Vol.IV, pe 772.

(4) J.V.Bartlet, opscit., ps180.

(5) Aots xxvn/e
(6) J.v.Bartlet, op.oit., p.198.



Expositor". Here he makes an elaborate attaok ﬁn the suggestion t ha t
II Timotuy has been built up on the basis of certain Pauline reliquiae, a
position surely subsequently made untenable by the wérk of Dr f%N.Hnrriaon.
He also modifies his eaflier‘auggestions as to the time and place of the
writing of the Pastorals. Both I Timothy and Titus are here hald to have
been uriften iﬁ Rome, rather earlier than fh§ four-letﬁeré of the
Imprisonmenﬁ, and I Timothy is dated abqﬁt the year 62, early in the

"~ third ‘;vear in Rogiu |

Two later attempts to bring the Pastoral Epistles within the schems
of Aots also ocall fo:_notioé, but it is Qery doubtful whether they have
Seen accepted as more convinoing than earlier atteﬁpts to support t he
aam; thesis. Both of the books in question were published in 1937,
guaranteeing that the questions raised and»answefqd at the beginning o f
this century have been examined again nearly forty yearé later.

An intricate arguﬁent is worked out by Dr F.J.Badoock in favour o f
his theory that S.Paul Quffered an imprisomment at Ephesus in the year &
which lasted till the next ygil. S.B&ul then visited Crete and went on to
Corinth whenoe he sent off the Epistle tovTitus.'Ihe three lettoer s
to FPhilippians, Colossians, and Philemon were written qlightly earlier
than this, and II Corintblans end Romans a 1ittle later. I Timothy was
then sent off from Philippi early in the yeaf\ﬁ?.'and II Mmothy an d
(1) "Expositor", Eighth Series, Vol.6,(1913),J.V.Bartlet, artiocle

"Historio Setting of the Fastoral Epistles", p.330.
(2) P.J.Badoock, "The Pauline Epistles eto", (1937), p.74.
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(1)

Ephesians from an imprisonment at Colossae later in the same year.

Badoock is immensely patient and sets out a moﬁt carefully planned
argument. But it is almost too perfect and confidence in the writer 4 s
apt to be shaken by a subtle piece of special pleading in which he indulges
to prove that the author of II Timothy originally wrote the word "_Ant(;iooh"
in Chapter I, verse 17, whereas every reputable xf;andaoript reads the word
"Rome" in that oohteit. |

Criticisnm of the New Testament involves a delicate balancing of many
probabilities. Much of it is sm'round.ed by the gentle shadows o f a n
umertainty due to paucity of evidemce. Consequently the glaring "certainty"
produced by Badcock's methods of oriticiem tends from its very na ture
inevitably to exoite susplolon of its scundness. And that suspicion is nbt
lessened by the reflection that Badoook's effort at textual emendation is
peculiarly eonvbnieht. if not »eesenti’glz.'to the support of his ver y
‘dnvolved lines of argument. | |

Another study of tha problem of the Pastoral Epistles was published,
also 1n 1937, by Sir Robert Falooner. formerly B'esident of the University
of Toronto. This is a return to a preliminary atudy made many years earlier.
The work of other modern scholars is taken oarefully into acoount and w e
‘thus gain the advantage of watohing the effects ‘produoéd on a keen mind by
their work.

(1) F.J.Badoook, "The Pauline Epistles eto",(1937) p.X.
(2) F.J.Badoook, . OpoOitc, pp-150'154.



Titus is héfe regarded as the e£r11est of the Pastorals, itself the
outooms of a mission of S.Paul in Grete.sometimb during his two years stay
at Ephesus. But surelj in that case the nmission of all mention of this
Gretan mission in Aots is hard to explain?

II Timothy is dated beforse Philippiéns "the last extant letter of the
Apostle“ and in‘II Tiﬁbthy Sir Robert finds two oomponents, the work of a
odmﬁoaer and other mﬁtter, some ofliﬁ ooming from S.Paul himself. Finaliy,
the author 6f I fimothy is said to have used the other two Pastora;s and
1n.addit1§n ;ertain materi#l drawn from uﬁkncwn sources.

The olear signs'of unity aﬁong the three Pastoral Epistles are éa;d
to be due to their hﬁving been worked over by a later writer sometime
before the Epistle of Clement of Rome was sent to the Churoh of Corinth.

~So onoce again, a skilful attempt to plﬁoé the Pastbraia iitﬁin the
seﬁting 6f‘the Aots produces an impresslon of excessive subtlety. S ilr
Robert Falconarvis ferhaps more of a "judge" and less of an.“advooate"
thah Dr Badoook, but will he eventually be rated as any mo;e*persuasive?
Moreover, it will be very hard to oonvinoé most people that tﬁe'féfewell
in II Timothy is of earlier date than the Epistle to the Fhilippiana.

These attempts to_find room for the Fastorals within the sohams of
Aots have now lasted for nearly fifty years. The arguments have been set
forﬁh, in some cases at least, by,oompétant'aoholars. But have they not
all failed to produce a oénriotion of their truth? And donot t heir

excessive subtleties only strengthen the belief that the solution of the
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problem of the Pastoral Epistles mst be found in some direotion marked
by less subtlaw and by greater simplioity? |
It must huwever be owned that Dr P.N. Harrisc():.l), whose work ocannot well
be oalled simple, is utterly opposed to the suggestion of & 8 e o ond
impriaonhent and brings the Pastoral Epistles within the ambit of the Aots
of the Apostles. He 1s, of ocourse, firmly convinoed that S.Paul did no ¢t -
_write fhe Pastoral Epistlea and Dr‘Harrison is always a very weighty
champion of any oritical cause which wins his allegiance.

III.Can the dif‘ferenoaa between the Pastoral Epistles and the rest of t h e
Tauline Tetters be_explained By ohanges In au‘Bieﬂf-ma.tfer? '

It is a serious matter to suggesat that the acknowledged oqntré.sta

beﬁreen the Pastoral Epistles and the other letters attributed to S.Panl

. oa.nwh_élly b'e‘ explained by changes in subjeot matter. That is a‘ntecédently
unlikely to be a 6omplete’1y satisfactory answer to the problem, but on the
other hand, it is a faotor to be taken into aocount. It may explain mmoh,
it mst not ezplai’n tﬁo mwoh.

If the Pastorals are accepted as genuine they are at the same time to
be dated one or two years after the latest of the other ten Epistl'e_s. 1e
S.Paul is their aﬁthqr hig experienoé has grown in the interval and perhaps
.his sufferings for the Gospel have also miltiplied. Some time previously he
hed referred to himself as an old mgi), but that in a oonte.;xt wh:lqh certainly
bet'rajed none of the feébleneas of old age.

(1) P.N.Harrison, "The Problem of the Fastoral Epistles",(1921),pp 102-115.
(2) Philemon, verse 9. '
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It is true that the Fastorals deal with new subjeots and n e w
ciroumstances. The ministry of the Ghurch is not dealt with in any other
of the Epistles on a severely practical and administrative pl:ii and the
regulation of tgaohors is also a new subject. It is mofeover. true that
these letters are addressed to. individual friends and fellow-workers of
the Apostle thouéh it mst be owned that when they are read publioly we
" do not feel that we are violgting the privacy of pesrsonal correspondence.
When S.Paul writes to individuals or to olurches on particular topice he
is at ;east conscious that ofhar eyes may scan his words, other .e a r s
listen to them being read aioud. v

| But the versatility of S.Paul is very great and his pen has dealt from

‘tima to time with many and varied topios wifhout producing & s en s e

of "difference" at all comparable to that which we feel to exist betwesn
the Pastorals and the other Epistles. Among the latter fhsre are also
differences of design leading to.different toplos, differemnces in t h e
pafties addressed and differences in the relations of the writer'fo those
parties. But for all this the other Epistles retain their substantial
identity of langugzg. In oontrast, one of the great diffioulties i n
attributipg.the Pastoral Epistles to S.Paul is the large number of words
in them whioh are not f&;nd in the other ten letters. If S.Paul is right

in oalling himself™the aged" it mst be remsmbered that "it 4s not t h e

(1) A marked contrast in tone is to be seen in II Corinthians VI/3-10
and Ephesians IV/11-12.

(2) S.Davidson,"Introduction to the Study of the New Testament",(1868),
Vol.II, p.186.
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oustom of old age t§ oreate a new stook of words."

It is when differences of subjeot matter aré added to differenoes of
style and 1angﬁage'that it bpoomaé harder, not easier, to believe that the
Pastorals are works of S.Felil. How deep ;hése differences go is we 11
expressed by Julicher's comment on the Pastorals: "their words are many

_ (2)
and their ideas few; pf Paul one might say exactly the opposite."

IV.Evidenos derived from a study of the Pauline clausulae.

FPurely objective evidence 1s always a valusble ally in a ocontroversy
naturally affeoted by individual reaotions to evidénoe of a more subjeotive
type. Certain evidence of this former type has been found by Professor H.J.
Rose in a study of the unstudied rhythms ofIS.Paul'a literary stégi. Thése
are unoonscious preferences, unlikely to be noticed or imitated by a ny
other writer. |

The rhythms of S.Phul'satjlerare olearly marked: ho uses a series of
short pointed sentenoces, not periods, somewhat after thb_sfyle of Seneca ‘
and other agthofa of the Silver Latin age. These short sentences are often
combined into ldng. loossly oonstfuoted, compound éentenoes. Of parallelism
and antithesis S.Peul makes constant use. They are outstanding features of
his thought and style. '

(1) S.pavidson, "Introduction to the Study of the New Tbatamenf“,(less),

Vol.II, p.l86. v :

(2) A.Julioher, "Introduotion to New Testament",(1904), p.182.

(3) H.J.Rose, artiole on "The Clausulae of the Pauline Corpus®, published
4n J.T.8. (0ot.1923), pp 17-20 and 34, '
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- In these wgyﬁ S.Paul was conforming to a tradition of the Greek of
the Helieniétio period, that good proselﬁﬁqnid.be rhythmiéal; It should,
howevér, be emphﬂsiﬂe& thatvtheée rhythms in S.Paul's oase are largely
unoonsoious and so to 5e distinguished from oonsoious, stylistioc, rhythm.
o -Roqé mentions. the work of Zielinski on the clausulae to be seén 4in
cioero and adopts 'a 1ike division of five classes of these features o £

1gngqgge. The resﬁlts of this objeotive evidence bearing on the-Pﬁétorals

are intereatihg. On rhythmiocal grounds alons I Timothy is non-Pauline.

' II Timothy, though shorter, oomss cut muoh better: "so far as rhythm goes,

we are at liberty to believe, what I personally hold to be right, that we
have here substahtially-a genuine Pauline Epistle, though probaﬁly edited
for publication after the writer's death cecc..e. Titus is too short to
give ény very da§ided res&iil." | '

The relation of these results to those attainediby'Dr P.N.Harrison is

interesting and suggestive.

Evidence offered by the Pauline prologues to the Latin Vulgate.

Th§ short arguments or prolognes which appear in the latin Vulgate and
in many printed editions of the Bible have been minutely studied by =a
léafned Benediotine scholar, Dom de Bruéil, who has ocome to the oonolﬁsiqn
that they were origihally composed by Marcion as headinga for the Epistles

(1) B.J.Rose, Article on "The Cleusulae of the Pauline Corpus", published
in J.T.S. (00ta1923), pp. 31 sto. .

(2) "Revus Bénéddictine", Jamary 1907.
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(1)
in his Apostolioon. Dr F.C.Burldtt has drawn attention to this line o £

argument thereby giving it his general approval. Dom de Bruymne points out
that the set doss not 1nolude an argument to the Epietle. to the Hebrews |
and alao that those prefixed to the Fnatoral Epistles, as well as’ & o
II Corinthians and II Thessalonians, are of a different oonstruotion from
the others. Once more the Pastorals display their usual tendenoy towards
"difference" and the veriation in the disputed II Thessalonians is also

_ interesting. May we perhaps hazard a guess that the anomalous position of
II Corinthians is due to ;ts unusual editorial history, as incorporating

‘two- letters, Chapters X-XIII and Chapters I-IX, respectively?

VI.Evidenoe derived from the Chester Beatty Papyri.

A modérn disoove:y of papyri has been held to provide évidenoe un-
favourable to the Pastoral Epistles. This oomprises somo 96 leaves, now
imown as the Chester Beatty papyéfz and both Sir Frederiock Kenyon a n d
Professor U.Wilcken, the great German papyrologist agree in dating them

(3)
about 200 A.D.

Sir Frederiok is of the opinion that, while the appropriate leaves
" might have left room for I Timothy, there is no possibility of there
having been room for all the three Pastoral Epistles. He believes that

aotually none of the Pastorals was inocluded but that a few leaves were

El) F. c.Burkitt. "Gospel History and its Transmission",(1911),pp 553—354.
2) Or"pP 46

(3) Sir F.G.Kenyon, "Story of the Bible",(1936), p.118.
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left blank at the end.

This evidence is not oonolusive against these Epistles as a whole

since it may only amount to signs of a loocal "fluidity" of opinion about
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canoniocal books. We know that in the second oéntury various Eastern Churches

aooépted the Apocalypse but that a oentury later it was questioned a t
(2) :

Alexandria and definitely rejected in Asia Minor. In the West there wa s

long hesitation about II Peter and the Epistle to éhe Hebrews, and, on the
other hand, the Epistle of Clegent to the Church of abrinth nearly gained
entry to the canon; it is aotually attached to Codex A, though in a n
inferior positigi{

It is clear that local acoeptance of partiéular books might precede
their general aoceptance. But paturally an omission of books from a
partioular manusoript gives added weight to any other objeotions raised
against them on oritical grounds. The exaot wéight to be attached to the
absence of the Pastorals from the very early Chester Beatty papyri may be
disputed, but it cannot be deprived of all eignificance, and that is of &
kind unfavourable to'the early acoeptance of these letters. S igns
of hesitation cammot altogether be disassociated from doubts about their
Pauline authorship.

(1) sir F.G.Kenyon, "Recent DeveIOpmsﬁts in the Textual Critioclsm of the

Greek Bible", (1933), p.6l.

(2) P.Gardner, "The Ephesian Gospel",(1915), p.45.
(3) F.J.Foakes Jaokson, "History of the Christian Churoh", (1909),p.109.
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In this ohaptér we have reviewed briefly the ohief landmarks in the
developing history of the problem of the Pastoral Epiétles and have a 1 8 o
dwelt upon the outst;nding aspects of it whioh are still debated today. The
main queetion, that of the possible Pauline authorship of the Pastorals i s
still undeoided. The jury has not yet roturned its final verdiot, it st 111
hesitates. |

Three further matters perhaps here éall for notice. In the first place it
mst be remembered ﬁhat in the 150'years'of the deveioymant of the critioism
of the Faqﬁoral Epistles the oritios have constantly been given new and better
éoolﬁ.for their taSk. Really trustworthy texts of the New Testﬁmant have been
produced 15 this time, based upon the best mgnueoriptb and the finest
scientifio prinoiplgf) ' |

Then there has been an immense advance in the soionce of philology,
especially in the oomparatiﬁp study of languages. We have been enriohed with
mich knowledge of the hlstory and the quality of the Greek of tha.New qutamnnt.

And 1a§t1&,_that form of Greek has peén‘prbperly estimated as t h o
oontemporary'language of th§ maaées of'the people after the ocareful soientifio
study of vast numbers of papyri énd other similar material.

It must not be overlooked that the long delay in the solution of the
problem of the Pastoral Epistles has had its natural oonsequenoce. In default
of oonvinoing proof thﬁ—verdiot has been slowly going against the authentioity
(1) Dr F.J;A.Hort's own eatimate of the margin of possible error in t h e

Westoott and Hort text is 1/1000 th of the text - one tenth of one per
cent. ("The New Testament in Greek", (1881-2), Introduction, p.2.)
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of the Pastorals. 4 number of critios in despair of being able definitely to
prove what they none the less felt to be true have omitted the Pé.sto_rals
altogether from their reokoning of the books of the New Testament.

"No modern oritio is quite happy in treating these lettert(s_a;s Pauline in
AR - 1)! |
their present form" is the judieial verdict of Sir Edwyn Hoskyns. And Professor

Anderson Soott, in a book dealing with S.Paul, writes: "That the Pa s t o ral
Epistles are not dealt with is due in part to these oonsiderations of s pa o o,
but also to the faot that those portions of the Epistles to Timothy and Titus

which oan with any oonfidence be atiu(ﬂt)mted to the Apostle add 1little o r
2
nothing to our knowledge of his teaching." And then in another book, dealing

with "Living 1551(195 in the New Testament", he omits even to mention t h e
| 3)
Pastoral Epistles.

A Scottish B-iqhbvp; writing in defenoe of Epies'oopaoy is bound to mention the

Pastoral Epiatlea, but He owns that he cann¢t make much use.of them beoa‘use( )
their authentiocity is disputed; he then passes on to consider other evidenca.

An inoidental comment made by Dr Percy Gardner is that he oamnot attach mch
weight to a oertain passage because, though it ooours in a Péu_line Episetle,

"4t is the First Epistle of Timothy whioh‘oahhot be regarded ‘as fair ovidence

. (8)
for the views of Paul himself."

(1) Hoskyns and Davey, "Riddle of the New Testament", (1931), p.287.

(2) c.A.Anderson Scott, "Footmotes to S.Paul",(1935), p.VIII. :

(3) C.A,Anderson Soott, "Living Issues in the New Testament",(1933)

(¢) Dr E.D.Maokenzie, Bishop of Brechin, "The Case for Episcopacy",(1929),p.20.
(5) P.Gardner, "Myth, Magio and Morals",(1909), p.XVII.
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From a list of "letters" of S.Raul, Dr G. A.Deiasmann omits a11 mention
of the Pastorag). and his fellow-ocuntryman, Professor Pfleiderer. dis‘binguishes
betwsen genuine Pauline Epistles and thoge addressed to Timothy and Titus which
he cannot re’obo_g as genui.t(xz‘).

F‘o_r meny years the problem of the Pastoral Epistlea thus appaafed to most
atuaenf; to be.a baffling one. The swaying battle of attaok and defence ha d
gone on so long with no very decisive results. These letters indeed showed
many oharaoteriat:los whioch made it hard to acoept the claim, expressly made in
each of them, that S.Paul was their authnr. But thore was little difference,
if any, in the ability and orifi&gl equipment of attackers and defendefs. It |
seém_ed that little progress was possible unless new evidenoce was discovered to
olear up the mystery of the style and language of these Epistles, for t ha t
appeared to be tha‘ orux of the problgti But sﬁ‘oh & oonvenient d:l.éoovery wa é
unlikely and in 1ta absence the problem of the Pastoral Epi.s'bles seemed to be
loft in a state of 1nevitable stagnation.

There was one other remote hope of progrhesa being made. Was it possible
that, some dey, someone might ﬁmkn a fresh survey of the evidence already so
of ten aiffed and draw out from it hitherto unsuspscted truth? Or might suoh an
one perha_pa a’rrang-e existing kmowledge in new patterns, so giving light where

.A.D'eieerﬁa.nn. "S.Paul", (1912)

(1) @ _
(2) 0.Pfleiderer, "Christian Origins", (1906), p.281..
(3) J.H.Bernard, "The Pastoral Epistles", (1399,5’,p.m1v.



darkness had so long reigned? These somowhat exaoting conditions we r e
suddenly and unexpeotedly fulfilled in Dr Harrison's small book whose general
natufe has already been indicated but which must now be oconsidered in s o m e.

detail in the next chapter.
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Chapter IX.
Tho'work of Dr P.N.Ehrrison.

iRt % R A 8 55X )

It would be diffiocult to find.any oompetent scholar willing to d e ny
_that Dr Bﬁrrison has mde a oontribution of ontsténding importance to t he
study of the problem of the Pastoral Epistles. In faob 80 great has been his
influence on all subsequent work in this department that it is neoeasary to
devote this ohapter to an outline of his work.

With engaging frankness Dr Harrison tells us at the outset the genorglb
results of his prolonged research in the Pastorals. This prooedurse betokens
his om oonfidenoe in the soundness of his methods and at the same t i me
enables his readers to sorutinise his work sfep by step. Thsir.forekﬁowledgo
of the oconolusion Qnables them the better to appreciate every detail of the
process by which it is finally reached. The whole series of intriocate
arguments reaohes its olimax in three stages:

In the first place, the alleged‘reloaae of S.Paul after his trial at Rome,
followed by another period”of work during which the Pastorals were said t o
have been written, must be definitely dismissed as a logend without valid
historical basis. This i3 the oase despite the ingeniocus arguments of ¢t h e
great scholars who favour the theory. In Harrison's opinion the Personalia in
tha,fastorals provide bqnolusive evidence against the supposed s e o ond

1mpriaonm9nt and other theories founded upon it.
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Secondly, a oomprehensive triangular comparison of the language of the
Pastorals with that of the ten P;uline Epistles on the one hand, and that of
the Apostolioc Fathers and early Apologists on the othar.hand, inevitably
attacheas tham to the latter group and to a groat extent detaches them f r o nm
the ten Pauline Epistles. The case in favour of this conolusion is stronger
than has hitherto been supposed either by attaokers or defenders. The style
of the Pastorals is radioa;ly different from that of S.Paul and they refeal
" the vooaﬁulary of early seocond-oentury Christendom as known tous f rom
writings of that period. At the same time the Persomalia in II.Timothy a n d
Titus when examined in iaoiation and subjeoted to the same tests are f ound
to be thoroughly Pauline in vocabulary, idiom, and style.

Lastly, Barrison deolares it to be péyoﬁologioally inoonceivable t ha t

S.Paul oould have addressed Timnthy and Titus in the terms whioh the Apostle
(1)
uses in these Epistles.

Acoording to Harrison's estimate the author of these letters wa s a

fervent admirer of S.Paul devoted to his name and memory, but his character

(1) P.N.Harrison,("Problem of the Pastoral Epistles",(1921),p.7) here adds "for
purposes of orientation and as an expression of personal opinion" h i s
oonviction that:

(a) The false teaohing seen in the Pastorals was not a danger to the Churoh
in the 50 years or so after S.Paul's death.

(b) That the positive dootrine of these Epistles is the Paulinism not o f
S.Faul dbut of the second and third generation of Christians. Ceitain
elements betray this date and othsr elements vital and oentral to the
Pauline gospel are missing.

(o) The epolesiastioal organisation implied and the stress laid on Church
polity are foreign to S.Paul's kmown ideas on such matters; they belong
to a state of affairs later than Clement of Rome but earlier than the
Ignatian Epistles.

These points are not developed beoauae the ovidence on which they are based

falls beyond the BOOpe of Harrison's purpose.
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and spirit were vei-y'diff'erent from what we see in the genuine Pauline Epistles.
This author too had great qualities and high gifts but he was not S.Paul. H e |
was in faot a devouﬁ sinoere, and earnest Paulinist, who lived at Rome o r
Ephésus and wrote during the later years of the Emperor Trg:.n and perhaps
also in the early years of Haéf'!).an. Ho had a olose knowledge of 8 Pa u l' s
gonuine letters and had acoess to several brisf persocnal notés written by the
Apostle to Timothy and Titus on various oocasione and stil-l preserved after
their deaths. In addition there survived S.Pe'.t'zl'; last letter and farewell to
Timothy perhaps written on the very day of his martyrdom.

The auotor ad Timotheum expa.gded this last letter of S.Paul, add!.ng to it
three genuine shorter notes written at earlier dates, and this resulted i n
our II.Timothy, t‘:he-"fiz.-s;: of' the three Rastorals, at once an amalgam and a n
expansion of early material.

Next oame tha Epietle to Titus wh:loh inoludes another genu:l.ne n ¢(>31): e of
S.Paul's, dating from about the time of II. COrinthians‘

Finally oame I.Timothy. Apparently the author had used up all his store of
genuine PFauline notes and had not the ability to frams similar doouments for
hi.m.egi)‘. In this Epistle there is a marked advanoce in the pioture of Church
organisation and of the opposition to heretios.

51) Trajan, 98-117,4.D.
- (2) Hadrian,117-138,A.D.
(3) Titus IIT/12 eto.

(4) P.N.Harrison oites I/3, IIT/14, V/23, as half-hearted experiments in this
direotion. ("The Problem of thes Pastoral Ep:latles",(wzﬁ.p.e )



The author of the Pastorals knew the Synoptio tradition and a 1.8 o
perhaps Aots, I.Peter and I.Clement. He believed the Pauline gospel whole-
heartedly, as he tmderétood it, but inevitably though unoomsoiously he had
been affeoted by those oontemporary influenses favouring formal oreeds amnd
a developed ecclesiastioal organisation. He himself still believed that he
was paseing on the teaoiﬂ.ng of S.Paul.

The 'oomiitiona around him weré enough to ocause anxiety to such a man of
genuipa pilety. He might well_have felt that a desperate situation called for
deap-ez\'ate remedies. Christisnity was being buffeted from without by 'b oth
pagan and Jewish 1nf1uenoesa Agcetio tendenoies werd at war with pa gan
lioent!.ousneu. Within tln Churoh Spwulation in dootrine was leading ¢t o
'fqugrrela- and eager propagandists were teaching ngi.sh_ myths and oeremonigl
restriotions based on a dualistic phiidsoPhy. lastly, _t.h;o p'réotioe of Qooglt
arté bad beooms a means to ma;id,.zi.g 'm‘ona‘y'. All this made for despair-in t he
heart and mind of a 'devoted'followe} of S.féﬁl. Moreover, i.neubo;dinaticm and
moral laxity in the Church were not likely to be 'overlookeﬁ by jealous enemies
outside and 'oéntinually invited socandalmongers and persesutors to do the‘ir
| . foll work. |

Either the author's own devoted impulse or even possibly -the demand of
othor anxious Christiens led him to work up S. le'a farewell letter together
with some other suoh fragments into a "traot for the t:&éa e« Pregantly t h e

(2)
author had to oompose more freely and here inevitably he fell out of t he

(1) J. H Newman's. "Traots for the Timea" were also the outooms of fi.ghtinga
within and fears without.

(2) The ethios of pseudonymity are disoussed in P.N.Harrison,"The Problem of
the Pastoral Epistles”,(1921),pp.12-13, and J.Moffatt, "Introduction- ¢ o

Literature of New . Tes,tapent", (1918) ,pp .40-43.
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Pauline style and phraseology 4nd into his own looser, less nervous, 1l e s s
rugged style, and into the current vooabulary'of his own déy.-The-faots of
the literary origin of the Pastorals mg& have been well kﬁ&ﬁn among Christians
at first but wefo speedily forgottep with the lapse of some ygile.

Such are tﬁélconolusions at whioh Dr ﬁarrison has arrived after 1 on g
"intensive research into the language and stxle of the Ihstorai Epistles and
our present task is to estimate the value of these results by oonsidering the
methods by which they were originally attained. This is the more 1m§ortant
beoause of the generally favourable verdioct passed on Harrison's wor k
whatever qualifioations may be exp;eesed by particular oritios. But even if
this were not the oase, tribute would have to be pald to the quality of his
scheme of researoh. It resembles a beautifully articulated military plan and
seems to advanoe irresistably towards a successful conolusion made all b u t
inevitable by its own breadth of oconception and attention to detail. The whole
"plan of oampaign” unfolds itaelf in the establishing and maintenance of four

main propositions, eaoh strongly based on objeotive evidenoce and each leﬁding

additional strength to a greater whole. Theses are the propositions in .question:

I. Cortain un—-Pauline elements are revealed in the Pastoral Epistles when

their language is compared with that of the accepted Pauline letters.

(1) This undermines the force of Ramsay's oitation of the degradation from
office of the Asiatioc presbyter who composed the "Acts of Paul a n d
Thecla". Ramsay maintains that this was definitely punishment for having
attributed to S.Paul sayings which were not really his. ("First Christian
Century",(1911),p.81) Harrison thinks that the true authorship of t h e
Pagstorals was in the earliest days no seoret kept from the lknowledge of
looal Churoh circles.
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IT. None of the explanations usually suggested for the linguistioc
pecﬁliarities of the Pastoral Epistles really makes it possible for us to-

believe in their Pauline authorship.

III. thh a triangular cOmparisonlis méde between the language of the
Pastoral Epistles and thaf of the accepted Pauline letters on the o n e
hand, and that of certain early second-century writers on the ot her
hand, the Pastorals temd to attach themselves fo the latter and to detach

themselves from the language of S.Paul.

Iv. The linguistic tests already used reveal the presence within t h e
Pastoral Epistles of passages written by S.Paul and this fact, together
with the three previous propositions, shows the way to a solution of the

problem of the Pastoral Epistles.

To appreciate thé strength of Harrison's case it is essential to consider

‘these four propositions in some detail.

I. Certain un-Pauline elements are revealed in the Pastoral Epistles when
their language is compared with that of the accepted Peuline letters.

Like his great predecessor Holtzmann, Dr Harrison first turns his

attention to the numerous hapax legomena to be seen in the Pastorals

(1)

which are oftten the first source of suspicion about their genuineness.

The main facts can be simply stated.

(1) G.Udney Yule shows the high proportion of "onoce-words™ to be found i n
most literary works. The significance of the hapax legomena of t he ,
Pastorals lies both in their mature and in their number.("The Statistical
Study of Literary Vocabulary",(1944),pp.286, 289, 292 etc.)
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A oount of the hapax legomena in the ten Pauline Epistles shows a small
proportion of thes@ words in ths earliest letters ahd a gradual inorease to a
modest tofal in Philipplans, ths latest of them. On the whgle the ris8e in
freqﬁenq.;y approximates td the ohronological ofder of .tho appearances of the'so
Epistlés,. but the oorrespondence is not exaot. For each page pf II—.ThésaaLloniana
there are 3.3 hapax- logomena, whereas the highest figure is-6.2 for each page'
of PhiiipbiapsiWhen théee i‘aoté- are shown in a graph they .are expressed by .a-'
line rising gently and evenly from II.Thessalonians to Philippians. Between no
pair of these Epistles is there an inoreased frequenoy of even one word per page.

But the moment that the Pastorals are inmoluded in the comparison the whole
piocture olﬁnges abruptiy. From the highqgt figure for the other group, of 6.2
hapax lego.mena per page of the Epistle o the Philippians the figures jump up
to 12.9, 16.1 and 16.2 for each page of II.Timothy, Titus and I.Timothy
respeotively. The actual inoreases-ov_ef the figures for Philippians are 9.0,
6.7 and 9.9 per page redpeotively. The line.‘.c-sn the graph suddenly breaks off
at the end of one series and starts a new series on a muoh loftier mathematical
lovel. Thé"wholo_impreasion given by this ooﬁxparison is one of abi'upt omtﬁst.

Moreover, this sense of 'oontraet oontinues even when we turn to words used
in common by the ten Epistle§ and the Pastorals. When we disregard tho commonest
w'ords, nouns, verbs, and prepositions without whioh it would be impossible to
write at all, liberal diaooﬁpts in respeot of the reconoiliatory signifiocance
of. the residue lmve to be mde. Some of them whioh make a single appearance

in only one of the Pastorals are found in passages which Harrison himse 1 f
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aoknowledges to be genuinely Pauline. They thus lose their itenic powe r.
Others of these words used in oommon similarly lose their influence because
they are used in the two sets of doouments with different and even oohtr;sting
meanings. For example, in Titus I/14, the word koivds has a "good" meaning
referring to the universal faith of the cﬁuroh whereas in the other group, in
Romans XIv/14, it has the "bad" sense of levitiocally unclean. There are numsrous
examplea of a similar variety of oonnotatisil.

A odmplementary proocess is seen in a tendency to use different words t o
express the same mg:! Thus S.Paul consistently uses £onaplcﬁlm to expréas his
. thankfulness to God, whereas in the Pastorals the "Latin" expression Nipn,znm
1s used with eéual oonsistenoy. The 1mpreaéion made by this is only deepened by
the discovery that these "new" words and phrases used in the Pastorals t J
expreaa Pauline ideas are frequently also found in the works of the Apostolio
Fathers and of the early Christian Apologziis. |

" Tot less signifioanﬁ'bf oontrast in 1anguage is the absence f r om the
Pastorﬁla of numerous Pauline terms, even of wholebgroupp of suoh terms. N o
writer uses all his vooabulary in each of his works but questions are naturally
lraised when his oharaoteristio expressions are suddenly absent from oertain
writings attributed to him. Harrison deolares that grave-aignifioanceé'must be
atfaohad to these faots: "Not only does it go far and away.beyond enything for
which the variations in the ten Paulines had prepared us; it implies a change
(1) P.N.Harrison, "Problem of the Pastoral Epistles" ,(1921),pp.27-28.

(2) P.N.Haprrison, op.cit., pp.28-30.
(3) P.N.Harrison, op.oit., p. 28.



of perspective, a shifting of horizons, a profound modifioation of the whole
mental and spiritual outlook for which two or three, or even five years would
hardly be suffioient in any man, lea..st of all an old man, such a one as this
Paul the aged, with such deepe-ro'oted conoeptions, and so definite a system of
thought and expression as we know him to have reached, for all his receptivity
and weraat:llg;)r n

.The oontrasted uaest particles, enolitios, prepositions and pronouns in
fhe ten Epistles and the Pastorals respeotively have long beqn a subject of
oomment. But Harrison maintains that the contrast is more startling than has
mtherto been recognised. He examines 112 of these words .and then asks us how.
are we going to reoconcile their total absence from the Pastorals with the faot
that they oonstitute a vital part of S.Paul's habitual modes of thought and
expression as seen in the ten Epistles? One or other of these 112 words “has
hitherto appeared on the average nine timea to every page that Faul ever \sf-c))te
yot they are totally absent from the Pastorals.

COrr_eaponding,grammtioal contrasts lend force to the evidenoe derived from
vooabulo(.f-})'. but more important still are signs of differences of style of a
radioal kind. The ten Epistles have taught us the'literary style of S. Pa u l.
We look for his irregularities and abruptness, "the tendenoy to fly off at a
tangént, the a;xdden turns and swift asides, the parenthesps and anacolutha,
the frequent inoursions of the unexpeoted - which mark the produots of a mind
oarried along, and sometimes oarried away, by the intensity of its ow n
(1) P.N.Harrison, "Problem of the Pastoral Epistles", (1921),p.34.

(2) P.N. Harrison. °p001t.. P035¢
(3) P.N.Barrison, OPQO’.tQ, p.SB.
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(1)
thoughts." Such writers tend to be oblivious, rather than soornful, o f

grammatioal rules and precedents as suoh. But the strong thread of logical and
reasoned argument charaoteristio of S.Paul is bound together into an articulate
unity by the unobtrusive but faithful servioce of particles and prepositions.
Contrast goes even deeper when we survey the style of the Pastorals. I t
rominds us less of a lving organism, and more of an edifice. It is i n
oomp'a.riaon sober, didaotio, statio, oonscientious, domesticated. In place of
(2)
the Pauline impetus and surge of thought we have the words of a man "greatiy
oonoerned to preserve intaot the correot pattern of sound words, whioh must be
diligently memorised, end falthfully recited, and so passed on from lip to 1lip
as the ane duly authorised expression of saving truth." From this writer's work
the Pauline ternlqpiupésand its oognates are significantly entirely missing.
Then the Pastorals show ths use of Pauline prepositions and conneotives
theré is a vagueness and looseness in their use. S.Paul always has e f i rm
grip of his language even where it is most unconventional. Even an apparent
anacoluthon such as that in I.Timothy I/3 eto, is as unlike the true Pauline

(1) P.N.Harrison,"Problem of the Pastoral Epistles",(1921),p.41.

(2) Cp.E.Jaocquier, "Histoire des livres du N.T." 4 vols, (1903-8). This Roman
Catholic soholar examines the language of the Pastorals in minute detail,
oharaoterising it in these words: 11 n'a pas la vigeur et la foroe, 1 a
vivaoite et 1'1mpetuosite, la vie et la variete l'apre rudesse de celui
des ep1tres aux Romains ou aux Galates. Il est lent, monotone, pesant; -
diffus, decousu; en certaines parties, terms et incolore." (Vol.I,p.366)
Uith amzing ingenuity Jaoquier summarises all that can be said in favour
of a Pauline authorship of the Pastorals, but he pays involuntary tribute
to the great oontrasts between tleir style and that of the ten Epistles by

falling baok on the suggestion of "un autre seorétaire" for the former.
(Vol.I, p.364)
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type as the slow windings of a stream through flat country contrast with
the headlong rush of a mountain toiilnt.

Another.idioayﬁoraay_of the author of the Pastorals is his liking for
certain fypea of compounds involving prefixes such as «- privative a n d
¢nho-,both of thos; are also to be found in the ten Epistles b u ¢
infrequently..whereas here they appear with marked frequenoy.

A carefu1>oonsiderafion of the force of these masapd.arggmenﬁs ooﬁpels
an aoknowledgement that Harrison has justified his first ocontention that

.an éxnmination of the language of the whole thirteen Epistles attributed
to 8.Paul révééls'the presence of oertain un-Pauline elements in ¢t h e
Pastorals. So.ha now seeks to oonvinoce us of the truth of h&af_a eoond

prOpoaitiény'

pIs
Thelr Pauline autho?ﬁ_ig

Harrison takes no less than ten of these suggestions, considers them
one by one and rejeots them all. This oalls for a brief summry of this
part of his work.

Progress and modification are pnaturally to be seen in the t hree

(2)
groups of letters oonstituting the ten accepted Epistlee. It has been

argued that a period of two to five years then elapsed before the Pastorals

(1) P.E.Barrison, "Problem of the Pastoral Epistles",(1921),p.43.
(2) (a) T and 1I.Thossalonians:

sb) Galatians, I.Corinthians, II.Corinthians, Romans:

o) Ephesians, Colossians, Philemon, Philippians:



were written. These added years and further experience naturally affeocted the
Apostle's diction, but there is a oontinuocus process to be seen at w o r k
through all the f.cmr groups of letters. The fourth group it is suggested, does
not in any'wa.y oonstitute a breakaway from the earlier Epistles. |

Harrison doubts whgthor room oan be found in the Apostle's life-'fozf this
devevlbopmgrlxz., but for the moment he waives the point and oontends that the
extent of the departure from S.Paul's u'nnner is too gree;t to be explained in
this fashion.

.T_he wonder of S.Paul's style is that he made his limited command of the
Greek language qut“ﬁoe for his unlimited spiritual purposes. But in language
he moves, oonsoiéusly or uﬁoonso:lously. within certain limits, ;:beying ocertain
"laws" which oonstitute his style and enable it to be recognised. Even geniﬁs
knows its limits of variation and those Iinﬂ.t_s are definitely obseryéd in the
first thres groups of Epilsble'_s ‘and as definitely -eereded‘ in the fourth group.

S.‘ﬁﬁl's‘.xxxipd- is verjr versatile but nb_t 'lih' such a way as to allow him
suddenly at the end of a lifetime to discard a,'.host of his favourite o x -
pressions and to introduce into his letters a mss of new and unfamiliar terms.
Test after i:est of the language of the whole thirteen Eplstles shows that the
Pastorals bring one series of oharsoteristios to an end and start a new one
with its own quite definite features.

If we depend on the evidenoe of language alone the cﬁntrasta between the

acoepted E'p‘is'i:]‘.e'a- and the Pastorals suggest two distinot writers and not two

(1) P.N.Harrison, "Problem of th§ Pastoral Epistles",(1921), p.45.
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stéges in the development of the mind of ome and the sams writer. C a‘n a
ohange of eiroumstances explain the differences to be seen in the Paaforal
Epistles? No, says Harrison. After all, the tem Episfles elso show many
changes of oiroumstances and one of them at least reveals soms of the painful
vioissitéiis of the Apostle's life. Heresies and controversies are dealt with
in Galatians and Corinthians, yot neither heresies nor other ciroumstances
there produee effeots in any wa& similar to those observed in the' Fastorals.

If defenders of these Epistles put forward, as constituents of the alleged
;ohanged oiroumstances, such features as faiae teaohers, new heresies, develop-
menta.tn eoolosggﬁtioal organisation, disoipline and liturgy, Harrison neatly
counters by deolaring that these speoifio cirsumstances ocoupy high places
among the grounds of objeotion to the alleged Pauline authorship.

Or again, can the situation be met satisfaotoriiy by the suggestion that
new topios, derived from ohanges of oironmbtano;e. oompelled S.Paul to . u s e
many fresh terms? The answer comes at ohqeifg wide range of topics produces no
simlar discrepanoies among the aocepted Epistles.

Moreover, the teohnical terms seen in the Pastorals are dealt with vaguely
and in a mannér unlike S.Paul's, aﬁd where soms terms are used with eéxaoctness
they are preoisely those whioh ooinoide with the terminology of writers of the
seoond oentury. The missing particles are by no means normally confined t o
passages of argumont and dialeotigii
(1) 1I.Corinthians XI/23-28.

(2) R.S.Jolm Parry argues in exactly the opposite. direction about the missing
partioles.("The Pastoral Epistles", (1920),p.CXIV.)
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Def;nders of the authentloity of the Pastorals havé sometimes suggested
that S.luke acted as S.Paul's amanuensis in their writing. Tho implication is
that as an acoomplished literary artist and.a close friend of S.Paul t.h e
Evangelist would have been allowed an unusual degree of influence upon t he
. exaot form of the language of these letters. It is in fact suggested that the
presence of S.Luke is the explanation of the differences with whichwe a r e
ooncerned.

Unfortun_ately for this theory the hapax legomsna of the Pastorals are as
foreign to SoLt(l]]; as to S;Paul. The vocoabulary most oharaoteristio of 5.Paul
and_tha partioles most favoured by S.Luke are alike missing from t he s e
doouments. There is a great gulf fixed between the peouliaer grace, the literary
oharm and finish of S;Luke'e work on the one hand and the stylistio divergencies
of.thslPaetorale from the manner of S.Paul on the other hand. Why, asks Harrisonm,
should the bo—operation of two suoh men as S.Paul and S.Lugn.lead to the
1ntroduotion of many terms utterly foreign to them both? Bfiéfiy, thé afflnity
between S.Luﬁe_and the author of the Pastorals is as indisputable as their
identity is inocredible on lingulstic grounds alone.

Again, the reoiplents of these letters have been invoked as explanationq
of their literary oharacter. These doouments are, unlike most of S. Pa u 1's
Epistles, addressed to individuals. But Philemon is also addressed to a single
man and it kesps within the limits of the observed "laws" of S.Paul's style
whe?eaa the Pastorals ignore such disoipline.

(1) Cp.J.ybffaﬁt.'PIntroduotion to Litergtﬁre of ﬁew Testament”, (1018), p. 414
and F.J.Badcook, "The Pauline Epistles, eto",(1937),p.108. Sir R.A.Faloomner,

in his article "Timothy and Titus, Epistles", in "Dictionary of t he
Apostolio Churoh®,(Vol.II,p.591) discusses a less intimate relation with

the Lucan writingse.



122

It would aua.roel& do to argue that the higher' literary style of t he
Pastorals is the result of a éuperior eGuoation enjoyed by Timothy and Titus.
The evidence for that supposition is meagre and it oan hardly be maintained
that these letters show signs of being addressed to people of a hi gher
mentality than the first readers of the Epistle to the Romans.

But there is also a serious fsyohologioal diffioulty about believing that
S.Paul ﬁote these letters to Timothy and Titus. They were his old assistants
and familiars and yet Timothy seems to be addressed as if he were an immature
youth. On the other hand, it is hard to understand why Timoﬂw's old master
and friénd should protest to him so vigorously his own apostleeﬁp and personal
vera&iy. Something seems vaguely to be interposed in these letters between the
personality of S.Faul and those of Timothy and Titus. Perhaps it would be more
correct to say somebody than something? In that oliroumstance rather than in
any speolal pe&uliayit:lee in the readers of the Pastorals it 1s probable that
we met seek the solution of our problem.

It has been argued ingeniously that fb oontrasts between the languago of
tho Pastorals and the aocepted Pauline lotters tell in favou.r of the former.
A forger _vould have copied S.Paul's style élavisbly and laboriously; only the
Apostle himself oould boldly indulge in these anomalies. Earrison refuses to
invoke the sinister figures of falsarius or Falscher. These terms suggest a .
moral depravity whioch oontrasts with the lofty .motives of his 'pseudonymous_

author and a seoreoy in sharp oontrast with the probable public contemporary -

(1) I.Timothy II/7.



(1)
'knowlodgo of the identity of the author. To judge the literary ethics o f

early Christian days by standards apﬁliéable to today is to be guilty both of
an anachronism and of an injustioe to a worﬂw g:):. It should also be remembered
that oonooi'danoea were -not then available and that the suoccessful commission of
a orime is even more difficult than the neatest planning of ome. !

In the early Church .books seoured admission to the oanon of the Soriptures
more for their power of ed!.fioation ‘than 4n virt"ue“of any guarantees of their
anthentioi(.zgr. Such faots as the absence of Fauline particles were only rcvealed

(4)
to the colder aoruti.ny of other eyes in later centuries.

Literary analogiea have been uged to juat:lfy belief in the Pauline
authorship of the Pastoral Epistles. May there not for example be seen in the
‘aoknowledged works of -smm.avape'aro variations in language as great as those
existing between the Paatorale a.nd the other loetters of S. Paul?

A det(:ailed examination by Harrison of a study on this subjeot written by
5)
W.P.Workman results i.n a drastio demolitlon of this partioular theory.

The Pauline Epistlos show a gradual gentle rise in the proportion o f
hapax legomena included in them. The earliest letters oontain the lowest

nunbers, the latest the largest totals. The rise in these numbers oorresponds

(8)
fa.irly olosely to the ohronologioal order in whioh the Epietlos were written.
(‘ } i )o")e

"~ (1) CpepsNna of this essay.

(2) Cp.P.N.Harrison, "Problem of the Pastoral Epistles",(1921),p.58.

(3) The passing of the years naturally tends to emphasise authorship as a
guarantee of authentioity.

(4) P.N.Harrison, op.oit., pp.58-59.

(5) Pomoﬂaruﬂon. decita. p.GO.

(8) Cpepetiof this essay.
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There is no oo:;reapond:lng prooess in the works of Shakespeare. Chi'onolog;oal
development has there little or nothing to do with the variations in t h e
numbers of hapax legomena."The latest play stands lower than the earliest, and
the play with the largest number stands next in order of time to that with the
smallest numlgz-." A complete ocontrast to the ocase of the writings of 8.Paul.

Again, if for the moment we treat all the thirteen Epistles as written by
S.Paul the difference between the lowest and hi'ghe'at numbers of hapax legomena
contained in single letters is more than twice the difference to be seen i n

(2)
Shakespeare'! s works.

Lastly, the inorease of_ hapax legomena among the 37 plays of Shalmspeigl
is at onoe slight and regular, whereas in the Pauline Epistles there 1 8 a
rogular slight rise through the ten earliest letters, but in ocontrast a n
extremely violent and oompletely oontrasting rise direoctly the. Pa s toral
Epistles are inoluded in the obmpé.ri_aon. In faot, the alleged analogy Q 1th
Shakespeare entirely breaks down; two odntrasting processes are revga.led in the
works of the two writers and in the hapax legomena of .Shakaepear.e'a plays there
* s no corresponding feature to the sudden violent contrast in nﬁmbere whioh
roveals itself when the Pastorals are ocompared with the other Epistles o f
S.Paul. | |

It has also been argued that meny of the hapax legomera are found in t h e
Septuagint and mst therefore have been kmown to S.Pgui. But oritios ha v e
never asqorted that S.Paul was necessarily umacquainted with all these words.
(1) P.N;Eafrison."Proﬁlem of the Pastoral Epistles",(1921),p.61.
(2) P.N.Harrison, op.oit., p«6é.

(3) PoN-HBrri‘éon. Opocito. po“d
(4) P.N.Harriéon, Opodit-. p065¢
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On the other hand, it is not likely that ho Imew every word comprised
in the vocabulary of the Greek Old Testamsnt. This argumsnt in faot
cannot prove muoch since its baai.a is ultimtely oonjeoture

Among the hapax legomena of the Pastoral Ep:lstles are many classioal
won(ii)and defenders of their authentiocity have urged that this we 11
acoords with the Fauline authorship; the Apostle may well have studied

the olassios during his second Roman imprisonment. The force of this

argument is deoreased by the faot that there was a marked revival i n

the study of the classics, and in the use of olassical words, in t h e
early years of the seoond century, the ve#y period to whioh Harrison
would assign the ocomposition of the Pastoral Epistles. This theory about
S.Panl's use of his leisure in a hypothstioal seoond Roman impriscmment
suffers the usual dissdvantage that a oase built up on a double conjeoture
is even weaker than one based on a single guess.

Dr Harrison finds that mo less than ten lines of argument used 1 n
defence of S.Paul's authorship of the Pastorals are insufficient t o
reconoile the ungu:ls_tic peouliarities of these doouments with that
theory of their origin. It is now time for him to establish the positive

aspeot of his theory and he begins by putting forward his third proposition:

When a triangular oo ari.aon is mde between the languapge of thq Ifg_etoral

,from the 1angua.ge ' P § PauI.

(1) P.N.Harrisbn, "'Probleﬁni of the Pastoral Epiatlea".(lszu.p.ﬁs.
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The position so far reached is this: Harrison regards himself as having
established his oontention that thb Pastorals, when oompared with the ot her
Pauline Epistles reveal many strongly marked peouliarities. Clearly t hi s
situation oalls for explanation, but Harrison has already rejected all ¢ h e
suggestions oommonly put forward. He las now to build up his own oase, t ha t
the Pastorals are the work not of S.Faul but of A second-oentury disoiple. o f
the Apostle. The first step towards this is to demonstfate that w hen the.
language of the Pastorals is oloselj compared both with that of thb ten Pauline
Epistles and with early second-oentury Christian writers the general m a.r ked
tendenoy is for them to draﬁ away from the style of S.Paul's writings and. t o |
shcw that their true literary affinities are found in the Apostolio Fathﬂrs and
qulogiséﬁi If the language of the Pastorals proves to be unmistakably ¢t h e
oommon Greek of the seoond oentury it camnnot be maintained, on grouﬁds of
literary evidemoe, that S.Paul is their authorf

Harrison's intrioate arguments designed to show the affinity of t he
language of the Pastorals to that of the Apé;tolio Fathers and the Apologists
of the second century oem perhaps be summarised in tabular form:

(1) The author of the Pastorals speaks the languaée of the Apostolic Fathers

and Apologlats, but diverges from that of othsr writers of the New Testament

to a degree which finds no parallel in the ten Pauline Epistles. Among words

not found elsewhsre in the New Testament the Pastorals share with either the
Apostolio Fathers and Apologists, or with both t he s e groups,

(footnote (1) It must be emphasised that in the vast majority of oases i n
. which the Pastoral hapax legomena appear in ths Apostolic Fathers

and Apologists the context is such as to exolude any thought of
a quotation or direot’ roference to these Epistles.(P.N.Harrison,
"Problem of the Pastoral Epistles",(1921),pp.68 and 82) It must
also be remembered that these early Christian writers possessed,
studied and revered S.Paul's genuine. Epistles.(P.H Harrison,
Op.Oit-,p.Bl )
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from 7.5 to 8.6 words per page. The oorresponding figures for the Pauline
Eplstles range only betweon 1.6 and 3.2 per page, & marked and mo s ¢
significant contrast. Moreover, most of the words ﬁ question appear
repeatedly in these writers of the seoond oentury. )

(2) Besides hla hapax legomena, the author of ths Pastorals naturally uses
many words not found in S.Paul's Epistles, but whioh are used by other
writers of the New Testament in documents covering about forty years from
the death of S.Paul.

Each genuine Pauline Epistle has its omn hapax legomena shared with ¢t h e
Apostoliec Fathers. These range from 4 to 7 per page, but direotly t he
Pastorals are 1ntroduo?d into the ocomparison their figures are found to be
13.6 to 18.7 per page. )Anoth_nr break-away on the part of the Pastorale.

_If the comparison is made with the Apologists similar results are obtained.
Hore the genuine Fulines show a range of 4.2 to 6.6 per page, whereas the
fi.gurea for ths Rastorals are 13.3 to 16.5 per page.

In summary,it may be said that of the 848 (s%ords oontained 4n the rastorals
211 (24.9%) are foreign to the wocabulary of S.Paul's Epistles and at the
samé time ars found to be part of ‘the working vooabulary of Christian writers
betwsen the years A.D.95 and 170.

(3) When the question is approached. from an opposite direotion it is found that
there ars only 18 words foreign to the vooabulary of these sesond-century
writers whioh are oommon both to the Pastorals and to the acoepted Pauline
Epistles. As 7 of these words appear elesewhere in the New Testament there
is a residus of only 11 suoh words shared exolusively by the writer of the
Pastoral Eplstlea and S.Paule.

(4) If we tal® into oonsideration four olasses of words found in the Pastorals
a very high proportion is found, in each case, either in the works of the
Apostolio Fathers or the Apologietawr in both olasaea'

(a) 50 words found in S.Paul and the Pastorals, but nowhere slse in the
New Testament (78%)

(b) 492 words oommon to S.Paul, ths Pastorals and other books of the New
Testament (68.9%)

(footnote (1) P.N.Harrison,"Problem of the Pastoral Epistles" (1921),pp 69-70.
(2) P.N.Barrison, ope.oit., p.70.
(3) P.N.Harrison, ope.oit., p.73, (Harrison's own oount.)
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(c) 108 words found in all three Pastorals (99%)
(d) 542 words common to S.Paul and the Pastorals (96.7%)

There are 634 out of a total of 2177 words used in tho temn Paul ine
Epistles which have vanished from the ourrent speech of Christendom a s
gseon in these second-oentury writers, (29.1%). Of these 92. 3% are absent
from the Pastorals.

A

P\q\’ ' '

It has been remarked that the Pastore.la do not use many partioles oomnonly
used by S.Paul. There is a distinot tondenoy among Christian writers of the
seoond oentury to hegleot these same partioles, though to a less extent
than th_a',t gsen in the Pastorals.

If we oonsider three groups of. poa‘b—huline Chr%si):ian writings:
1l
(a) the non-vPauli.ne books of the New Teatament,

(b) the Apoatolio Fathers,
(o) the Ap'ologiat-a.
the remarkable faots emerge that:

(a) the largest group and the one nearest in time to S.Paul has t h e
smallest num‘ber of words in oomnon with the matorals.

(v) tho smallest of the groups, but the one ooinoiding with the period to
whioh Harrieon assigne  the Pastorals, has in oommon with them easily
the largest number of words.

®If therefore the Pauline authorship of our Epistles is still to b e
maintained, some explanation has to be produced for the curiocus fact that
the other works not only of the same period, but of the same author, have
oonsiderably less in-common with the Epistles to Timothy and Titus than
have those of the next three generations, and that too, in a degres whioh
inoreases steadily as time goes on, till a olimax is reached in t h e
writi.ng: of the next generation but one after the death of their supposed
author

"While we ransaok the literature of the first ocentury in vain for many of
the oharaoteristic expressions used by this author, we find most of then

If we represent the volume of the ten Pauline Epistles by the figure "I"
the volumes of these other works must be represented as follows:
(a) 4, (b) nearly 2, (o) 3.
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(8)

(9)

(1)
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(3)
(4)
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in the Greek literature of the first half of the ssoond oentury. To find
the rest, all that i necessaryessececcessis to extend our researohes to a
point atul furthor away, by twenty years, from Paul's lifetime - i.e.to
the year A.D.170." d

(2)
Of 113 words in the Pastorals whioh are not found 1n Dr Goodspeed's Indioes
we find cognates of! fully half that number in these Christian writers o f
the seoond-oont'ury

Under the tests already applied to the language of the Fauline Epistles and
the Pastorals, the former have repeatsdly emerged as a conneoted series
with none of its members appearing in an anomalous isolation throwing doubt
upon its common origin with the rest. The Pastorals, however, s tand
persistently outside this series - by a greater distance than t ha t
extending between the most widely separated pair of the ten Eplstles.

The question now arises whether under similar tests of language t h e

- Pastorals fall within or without the series of Christian writings. t o

which on Harrison's theory they rightly belong? When a table is oconstruscted

 showing the number of words per pags.found in only one of the Apostolio

Fathers the extrems range of variation is between 6.3 and 14.6. Und e r
examination the Pastorals fall well inside this series with an average of
13.6 words per page.

"Harrison finally takes his stand on ths statement that he has " f oun d

nothing in the vocabulary of the .Pagtorals to confliot with the op on “tha
that their author lived and wrote botween the years A.D.95 and 145."(3)

' (¢)
There is a residue of 82 words which are not found elaewhere inthe New

- Testament, nor in the Apostolio Fathers, nor in the Apologists - in faot

in no Chrigtian writing prior to A.D. 170.

At least 57 of the words ooour, some of them with great frequency, i n
non-Christian writings of this period. Indeed, the vocabulary of ¢ hoe
Pastorals, espeoially its non~-Pauline oonatituents coincides with that of
non~Christian contemporary writers. 6) Their language in faot is the Greek
of the first half of the seoond-century.

P:N.Harrison, "Problem of the Pastoral Epistles",(1921),pp. 78-79.
E.J.Goodspeed, "Index Patristious” (1907) and "Index Apologetioua ,(1912)
P.N.Harrison, op.oit., p.8l.

P.N.Harrison, op.oit., p.82.

P.N.Harrison, op.oit., p.86.
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Having stated this formi.dable case in fa.vour of his theory that the
language of the Pastoral Epistles finds its natural affinity with that

of the eoolesia—stioal and seoular spheres of a time after the death o f

(1)
S.Paul, Harrison prooceeds to oconsider what he terms genuine Paul ine

olements in the Pastorals. In so dbing he does not feel that he is merely
an honest soholar dealing with an awkward bouldér marring the otherwise
 smooth surface of the Christian landsoape, an ¢batasle to which candour’

. oompels attention. On the oontrary, he makes‘ abold atfaok upon it a nd
the reward of his oourage is his disoovery of new evidenoe supporting
and strengthening his general theory about the authorship of t he
Pastorals. Another satisfactory feature is an explanation of the Pauline

: reliquiae embedded in the Pastoral Epistles, one of a ﬁnd more

satisfying to the mind and to the oonsoience than Holtzmamn's o rud e r
(2)
suggestion of" forgery. Here Harrison seems definitely to excel his great
-(3)
German predecessor.

This stage of the inquiry oan be expressed in the terms of our

fourth proposition:

(1) The Mstorals are linked with writers of the early seoond-century b y
phraseology as well as by vooabulary. In his "Problem of the Pastoral
Epistles",(1921),(p.165) Harrison gives ten such examples of phraseology
all found in non-Christian writers, but sinoe then he has found at least
twenty more examples drawn both from Christian and non-Christian sources.
In a letter sent to the writer in 1943 he gives these facts and adds the
poertinent oomment:"words have a long 1ife and it 1s hard to say when they
were coined. But a dozen phrases like ™up against it","getting the wind
up","in off the deep end" would make us open our eyas if they appeared in
a8 many pages of ‘books or letters purporting to have been written i n
Queén Viotorials day.”

(2) P.N.Harrisen, "Problem of the Pastoral Epistles ",(1921),p.19.

(3) Holtzmann reconciled his belief &n "a perfeotly naive and innccent
psoudonymity® in’ respeot of the Pastorals as a whole with a suggesetion
that the Personalia are "mere fiotion invented bg ths auotor ad Timotheum
'e'b Titum", (p.N. Karrieon, opscit., p.100 and pel
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IV. The linguistio tests alreaguaed reveal the presence within the Pastoral
Epistles of passages written by §.‘muI ang Eﬁe faot tojsoEEr'w_i_Eh t he

@ previous propoaitions shows the way to & solutlon O probiem o
The Fastoral Epistlos. ' . ]

The Pauline faotors undoubtedly present in the Pastoralsoomprise two

distinot elements - in the first p_].a.oe a mmber of Pauline phrases and,
in the seoond, the Personalia.

Harrison finds in the Pastorals an "extraordinary number" of phrases
each of half a dozen op more words ooinoiding more or less olosely, some
of them exaotly, with S.Paul's most oharacteristic expressions in the tem
Epietlg). Do thess indioate merely the normal oorrespondences whioh w e
should expect to £ind between different writings by the same author, o r
do they rather 1nd§.oat9 the intervention qf another mind? In other words,
do they bétray the hand of S.P;ul or the literary skill of the auator ad
Timotheum? ‘ |

Closer examination reveals the 1ntargst1ng faot that these coincidences
of phrﬁaeology exist between the Pastorals and the four ¥a jor Epigaea to
a muoh greﬁter oxtent than between the Pastorals and another gr@up nearer
to them in time, the letters of the Imprisonment. The oonservative theory
would have looked for signs of the prisan—-house as a common influence
affecting the Phatorale. and the third group of Pauline letters. There is
no such natural nexus to be expeoted between them and ﬁhe Major Epistiles.
(1) P.N.Harrison, "Problem of the Pastoral Epistles",(1921),p.87.

(2) Partioularly I.Corinthians, II.Corinthians and Romans. (P.N.Harrisom,
op.oit.,p.88.)
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But this does not provide evidence for a Pauline authorship of ¢t h e
Pastorals. The;e verbal agreements are so numerous and strildng as to make
us ask: would S.Paul have quotgd himself to this extent; indeed, would h { s
memory have been equal to reproduoing so mich of what he had written, o other
people, seven or eight years previously? Instruotions oonveyed naturally end
fittingly to the churohes of Thessalonica, Rome, Corinth, Philippi and Colossae
would soﬁroely be given to S.Paul's oolleéguea.Timothw and Titus in procisely
the phraseology which was so suitable for letters direoted to those commnities,
On the other hand a later Paulinist writing the Pastorals might betray himself
by this very psyohologiocal inoonsistency. .

Then egain, the parenthesis &hvBziav Myw ad ;()zégopu _entirely natural
in its former settings in Romans, Galatians and-II.COrinthiéiL immgdiateiy
sounds a jarring note whsn'wq enoounter it in I;Timoégi. "Now the Apostle is
writing neither to atrgnsers_whn-hayb nevér set eyes on him, nor to foolish
and unstable minds bewitohed and msled by influenses forelgn to the gos§e1
cevvee buﬁ to his true and trusted friend, the loyal ocomrade of so many years.
What was the point; and where the necessity of assuring Timothy, of all people
in the world, that hs really was speaking the truth, end not telling lies,
when he geaerfed that he, Paul, had been appointed an Apéatlé and teacher . of
the CGentiles? By what oonoeivable possibility oould it have ocourred to Timothy
to have denied or doubted that? But as addressed te the Timothys of our author's
time this solemn reminder, in the famlliar phrése of the Apostle, has edge and

(1) Romans XI/1; Galatians I/20; II.Corinthians XI/31.
(2) 1.Timothy II/X7.
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- point. It)waa needed and there was some hope that it would not prove altqgother
ineffeoé:ve." .

This borrowed Pauline phraseology is not distributed evenly. In s ome
places there is a mosalo of Pauline expressions only ocoasionally revealing
the oomposer's‘hand. In other passages the Pauline element reoéd@ﬁénd the
style, syntax and grammar is that of the ocomposer. Here we find the maximum
numbers per.page pf words foreign to the genuine Pauline Epistles. And lastly,
there are plades where Pauline phrases borrowed from the genuine letters a n d
non-Pauline terms in oommon use among writers of the seoond-oentury a i ike
diaa%pear and we find ourselves baok in the authentioc world and language o f
S.Paul. This brings us to-qonsider the Personalia for it is in those passages
that these oha;aotoriatios reappear. _

Hhrfison.éhoosea to start his argument from an agreéd basis; praotiocally
~ all oritics are of the opinion that the personal details and messages contained
in II Timothy IV/6-22 and Titus 1I11/12, eto,vare euthentio. Holtzmann, however,
ultimately rejected these passages, but it is important to notice that he did
so on one sole ground "the impossibility of finding any one situation i n t o
which they oan all be fitégé." Harrison agrees to this ﬁtatemsnt but dénips
: thaf the 1ﬁferenoe drawn frém it by Holtzmann 48 a negéssary one; thes o
passages may still be genuine and Harrieﬁn is prepared to defend them o.n a
hypothesis of his own. They are too vivid to be forgeries and cold objeotive
(1) P.N.Harrison, "Problem of the Pastoral Epistles",(1921),p.91.0ther examples

of such psychologioal inoconsistency are to be seen in II.Timothy I/3,

II.Timothy II/11 etc. _

(2) P.N.Harrison, op.oit., p.93.
(3) P.N.Harrison, op.cit., p.S4.
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tests of th‘eir language, both of vooab_ulary_ and phraseology, bring them into
the olass of authentio Fauline writings. These passages ﬁolﬁde the smallest
number of non-Paﬁline- words in any oomplete page of the'Pasto:;ele and t‘;hey
contain a high proportien of words ooou{ing in the Pauline Epietlee whioh are
found in no other parts of the Pastorals. Language and style join ¢t he s e
passages to the ten accepted Pauline Eplstles and it is their influence alome
which brings II.Timothy oonsistently nearer to the genuine letters of S.II-b..'ul
than the otﬁer two Paetorale. |

Had these Porsonalia been forgeries we should have found them distributed

fairly evenly through all the Pastoral Epistles. An author oapa.ble of inventing

such 1ife-1ike imitatione of S.Paul's manner in one Eplistle oould have repeated

(1)
his feat in two more as well. Moreover, no forger would have perpetrated the

psyohologioal blunder of representing S.Patil as solemnly proclaiming h i s
impending immediate deééh and of: thee proeeed:lng at onoe to give to Timothy
8- sories of small ‘ooxﬁmieelone.,whiqh he could jnet have carried out. till too
Lase.

Somo other explamnation than forgery must be found, but the 'l-;heory of a
second Roman imprisonment following a period of renewed froedom does not meet
the case adequately. This theory depends upon-a report of E\xeebiue, a writer
whose "judgemsnt was decidedly inferior to his erucggi):ion" and who seems t o
have argued thaf the "firet defence" of II.Timothy IV/18, nof only allowed
(1) P.N.Harrison, "Problem of the Pastoral Epistles”,(1921), p.99..

(2) P.N.Harrison, op.cit., p.100.

(3) Barrison (op.oit.,p.103) here gives an opinion of Dr Willlam Bright,
"Introduot'lon to the Historia Ecolesiastioa”,(1872)
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but aotually compelled belief in a second defence after an aoquittai at the
earlier trial,

Harrison rejeots these suppositions and prefers to think of S.Paul a s
having been immred for a longer or shorter time in & Roman pf}son cell after
his trial before Caesar. The end was death, not further Journeyings and t h e
writing of more letters all of ﬁhiéh have _disappeargz SIud.iarly.. Clement o f
‘Rome's reference to a journey to the Ti’PHJ, T?\s Sucsws implies Rome n ot
Gibraltar. This view 1s strengthened by the ocontext of Clement's words whioh

_ (2)
imply a martyrdom following swiftly upon the attainment of this Western goal.

Harrison now boldly attaoks the position of- g’.zm and Barr(:c):k whioh he says
is based upon two inferences ‘drawn from the Porsonelia themselves. Apart from
them, Harnaok's arguments b_a,aa.d on chronology and on Clement's Tilp’,u*'rﬁs dlaews
would not. survive very long. The inferences in question are these, ﬁhat ‘the
Personalia in II.T:.nbtlw and Titus: are ge,;huine and that S.Paul .oan:not have
w:'-:lt_ten them at any earlier time in hi_"a 1ife. On this depends, .ulti-mtely, the
. whole theory of a release, further journeys and a seoond imprisoment.

But, argues Barrison, "on what grounds are we obliged to suppose that these
disjointed sentences were all written at the same time or from the sams place?
Why should they not have been written indeed by Faul, but at different t{ggé?"
Here we reach the orux of Harrison's theory: "Several brief personal n o t e s
‘addressed by the Apostle at various times to ome or another of his friends, are
51) P.N.Harrison, "Problem of the Pastoral Epistles",(1921),p.106.

2) P.N.Harrison, opeoit., pp.107-108.
(3) Th.Zalm, "Introduotion to New Testament",(1809),Vol.II, pp.43-5¢.

(4) P.N.Harrison, op.oits, p.109.
(5) P.‘N.H&l‘riaon, 9p001t0'. p-109.
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.preserved by them and are still in existence half a oentury or so after hi s
death. These are eventually ocopied out from the soattered soraps of papyrus on
to a single sheet, either by oukr author himself or by some other soribe, and so
incorporated at the end of his first twolEpist(:ils. "There were probably n o
headings or explanatory notes attaohed and he had not at his disposal modern
methods of analytioal oritioisme | |

Harrison aoknowledges that this 1s the part of his case most easily attaoked.
But it mst be remsmbered that his hypothesis is not a mere guess for which
- admittedly there is no evidence. It is a reasoned hypothesis designed t o
oexplain the oaprio!.ous appeafanoea and disappea}ranoea of recognised Pauline
charaoteristios of language in .two of the three Pastoral Epistles. It is based
on textual oritiocism, a foundation whioh u»not enjoyed by the al,ternathe
theory of a ‘;eoond Roman 1npriaonmnt.

It is not Harrison's »wair ‘to avold vohallengés and he boldly aoknowledges
that-thin orux of his argument ata.xéda or falls with his success or’ failure in
finding a place for each of these literary fragments within the known lifetime
of S.Paul as recorded in Aots and the other Pauline Epistles.

Further, not only is tix'ere no historioal evidence for a seoond imprisonment
after a release and more journeys, but that hypothesis would involve us in a
series of discordames onoe we turned -to the Personalia themselves. We should
have to explain an extremely improbable olose repetition in the Pastorals o f
sircumstances already recorded in Philippians. It is almost inoredible that an -

interval of several years should have passed after the writing of Fhilippians

(1) P.N.Barrison, "Problem of the Pastoral Epistles™,(1921), p.109,
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and that then the APosﬁle should have had to write again and deal with preoisely
the same situation; reproduced in minute detail but dated several years later.
The coincidences are too olose altogether; But if the Pastorals aotually refer
to oircumstances only a short time after the writing of Philippians - as they

do on_Barrison'a theory - then the resemblances in language and oonditions
becoms entirely natural. in contrast with this "Paul's seoond Roman imprisonment,
if he ever had a second, must have been in an astounding numbéer of details a n

(1)
exaot duplioate of the first."”

Ehrrison them prooeeds to disseot oﬁt "the é:le genuine ﬂotes, their
several dates, birthplaces and oocasions.” |
Thﬁsé péaséges have been broadly marked out by their survival of literary
tests designed to aeparate,tho "wheat" of genuine Pauline language from t h e
"ohaff" of the language of the composer of the Pastorals. The latter generally ;
bases his work oarefﬁlly on authentio Fau1§ne Epistles but in response t o
Harrison's linguiétiuﬂteéte he betrays his Eresenoe in thosé:pagsﬁgéé which he
did not inherit frpm the Apostle. It is a great olaimvﬁo-maﬁa thﬁt Harrison'é
methods, summﬁ;ieed in the first tlree of our propositions, enable him ¢t o
"separate off the Pauline eleoments in the Phstorﬁls from the work of t h e
eomposer, but.we oan hardly doubt that this sucoess has been achieved t o a
large extent.
1) P.N.Earrison, "Problem of the Pastoral Epistles",(1921),p.114."
éz) (a) Titus III/12-15, (b) II.Timothy IV/13-15, 20, 2la, (o) II.Timothy
IV/16-184 (718b), (d) II.Timothy IV/9-12,22b, (e) a complicatel pieoin

together of "Feul's last letter":- II.Timothy I/16-18, I1II/10 ete, IV/1,
2a, 6b; IV/6-8, 18b, 19, 21b, 22a. :



But tests of ia.nguag‘e alone oannot enable Harrigson to oomplete the 1 a s t
part of his task, the fitting in of the Pauline reliquiaé tothe known
oircumstances of S.Fagl's 1ife reocorded _,}kn Aots and tl_ze ten Eplistles. These
fragments, it will be remembered, are onTHarrieon's theory not preserved i n
chronologiocal order, but were copied somewhat fortuitously on to a single sheet
of papyrus just as thsy came- to hand. '

So Harrison devotes some t'::r)zty pages to a subtle exegetioal study o;‘ the
oocasions in the Apostle's recorded life into whioh the ioontenfs of the genuine
Pauline fragments ocan be fitted. This part of his book is t;eyond the range of
the present essay, whioh is oonfined to the linguistio aapéot of the problem,
but no reader oan withhold a tribute of admiration from an obviously brilliant
plece of oconstruotive oritioism. It 48 hard tg gleny that Harrison largely
establishes his olaim that "for eve}y personal reference in the paragraphs with
which we have Jjust been cieg]_.ing, there is at least one mqinent in Paul'’s 1life as
kmown o us from Aots and the other Pgulihéa, which fits it like a glgl."

It 1s now time for us to leave Harrison with his t a s k impressively
acoomplished. No final verdiot has yet been passed on the problem of ths Fastorals
but Dr Earfieon ha.a.aohieved the rare distinotion of diverting the course of the
stream of oritical history and theory. He my be open to oritioisnm, partioulariy
as he himself acknowledges, in the oonstruotive part of his essay, but 1 ¢t 1 s
fairly oerte..';.n that henceforth further investigation will be conduoted 11’1' the
new channel whioh he has hollowed out for the literai-y stream and .that it will be
f.he soene of any further progress in work on the .prohlem of the Pastoral Epistles.

(1) P.N.Harrison, "Problem of the Pastoral Epistles™, (1921),pp.116-136.
(2) P.N.Harrison, op.oit., p.110.



Chagter X.

The Languapge of of the Fnstoral . Epistles oompared
T"""with that of tho other Pauli Eettera.

Cbnsiderable signifioance is surely to be attaohad to the ocourse taken
by élmost every disoussion of the authenticity of the Pastoral Epietlés. At
first disputants are qonoerne4 with resemblanoes and ccntrasts in language,
partibuiarly in vooabulary and grammar. Then imperoeptibly the level of the
disoussion rises until finally controversy ocentres round the question whether
‘the authentio note of the greatmess of S.Paul oan be deteoted in the Phstoréls.
It seems that some influence emanating from his personality raises the disoussion
from one of grammar to the level of the highest spiritual issues. Anything less
than this would itself raise doubts about the authentiocity of a doocumen t
attributed to the Apostle.

Thore oould hardly be a more conorete or less emotipnal.study of t he
. prodblem of the Pastoral Epistles than that published by Dr P.N.Harrison yet
that soholar is repeatedly found to be relating vooaﬁulary end grammar to the
sublime spiritual elévatian of S.Paul. It 15 obvious therefore, t hat =a
disoussion of the influence of the evidence provided by the lahguage of the
Pauline Epistles must be conduoted on the broadest possible lines. Literary
style, the spirltual aspest of language, must be oonsidered as woll as t h e
details of vocabulary apd grammar whioh serve’to make possible the higher

expression of language. As always, the oorporeal must serve the purposes of
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the spiritual.

As has already been showmn, for our purposes we can draw on three kinds of
princiéle, the general oritioism of the New Testament, Pauline oriticism based
on the study of the nature of the Pauline writings, and lastly, the pure 1y
objeotive study of the "anafqmy" of language. Any oonourrence in the results
- attained by this threefold system of oritiocism will derive additional force from
their vﬁriety of origin. Similarly, any divergence on the bart of éne or two

of. thqse fa&tofs wiil introduce a oﬁrreaponding degree of doubt i n t o
oonclusions drawn fréﬁ them. The distinofions made between these tﬁree types
pf prinoiple Aannot'always'be striotly maintained - they tend in praotice
sbmgtimss to overlap - but they help us towards an orderly treatment of the
problem of the Fastdrals.

Ganeral.oritioism of the New Testament undoubtedly raises grave doubts as
to the Pauline authorship of the fastoraigz The majority of scholars réjeot
those Epistles; others hesitate but generally show a negative tendenoy. O n.
the other hand, there are still some defenders of the Pastorals as-genuine
lotters of S.Paul. | o

| Tthen we turn to Pauline oritisism three principal questions call f o r

examination and answer:

I. Does the personality of the author as revealed in the Pastorals suggest
that he 1; to be identified with the writer‘of the accepted Pa uline

Epistles?

(1) See Chapter VIII, "The Principal Arguments", pp. 82 - 107.
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II. Do we digsoover in the Pastorals generally evidence of that elevation of
thought and a corresponding grave dignity of expression whioh we have

learned to assooiate with the Pauline writings?

III. Is the literary style of the Pastorals similar to that of the ot he r
letters of S.Paul or does it diverge from it so widely as to suggest a

plurality of authors?

- These queationa mst be examined in order and in some detail:

I. Does the personality of the author as revealed in the Pastorals sug est
that he is to be identif:led with the writer of tho mocoepted P & u n e

EEIs’ETea?
An answer to this question will be found more sasily if we oan find

among the ten Epistles one in whioh S.Paul is oconfronting oircumstances
not altogether dissimilar from those inlplied in the Paptoraia.

That requirement seems to be met by the Epistle to the Galatians
whioh was also written inh a mood of deep anxiety and in the face o f
similar. dangers. The Galatian Christians were Gentlle oonverts made by
S.Paul and he i'ad been jolned with them in mutual éffeotion and esteem.
He had given thém the spiritual liﬁerty of an untrammelled approash + o
God through Jesus Christ and they had been enthusiastio in their faith.
But pre'sently emlssaries from conservative religious ocirecles had come and
taught them a more oomplioated schemo of salvation. Many of S. Pa u 1 's
Galatlan disoiples had beocome convinoced that obedienoe to the ordinances

of the Law was a neoossary adjunot to the Christian faith.



S.Paul then had the agonising experience of aéeing his beloved Galatiens
making shipwreck of the vital spiritual principles whioh he had taught them
and also of realising'that the new dissentiont teachers had had some degree
of suocess in their attempts to disoredit him in the eyes of his whi l om
disoiples. So dangerous was the work of ol Tokpd:cvovrs_g that it provoked i n
the Apostle a rare lapée from that charity whioh was to him the essemce o f
Christ's religigii

Tﬁe Epistle to the Galatians is S.Paul's reaotion to this orit ioal
situation and, as ﬁe should expeot, it is rich in its revelation of important
aapéots-of his personality. A desperate danger leads the Apostle to 0511 on
th whole resources of his strong charaoter and this Epistle is indeed a n
impressive dooumsnt. What then does it tell us of his personality?

The first oharacteristic which we observe is his sublime confidemce 1 n
his gospel and in his own commission to preaoh it. There 1s no faltering in
the faoe of danger, no pleading, no self-justification. Paul @i Apostle, not
of men but of Jesus Christ and God the Father, refuses to reéogniee.any'hazard
to the gospel which he préolaims but sternly warns the Galatians against the
dangeré in whioh their fiokleness is invol%ing them. His handling of ¢t he
eituatlbn is perfeotly sure and unhesitating. Rebuke is oalled for a n'd he
administers it sternly and with no sign of weakening. Thevlawful authority of

an Apostle is implied in every line of this Epistle.

(1) Galatians Vv/12.
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Indeed, that authority is emphasised by a narrative of his equal dealing -
in early days with Jamss and Peter and Jolm at Jerusalem. No Jewish intervention
was for a moment permitted to induce him to waver about the praqtioe of
oiroumsision. Compromise was ruled out because if rightéousness oame by the
Law then Ch:ist had died in véii. '

The folly of the Galatians 1is dencunced unsparingly as they inoline t o
throw away those very elemsnts in whioch the faith of Christ showed i t s
superiority to the Law. Then affeotion begins to battle in the heart of the
_Apost}p with his exeroise of stern autﬁority. They are his ochildren in t h e .
faith, but he insists again that as suoh their duty is to stand faat in the
1iberty wherewith Christ has made them free. The Law would indeed turn them
from the works of the flesh but he ms for them a more exoellent way which
leads in human 1ife to the growth of the rioher fruits of the Spirit, against
wﬁioh there is no law. Ropent they must, amend their ways they mﬁst,’and he
then translates spiritual religion ohgse more for them into-terma of;daily 1ife.
Finally, the Apostlé takes the pen from the hand of fhalam#nuensis and adds a
foew words to the text, perhaps with fingers gnarled with the rough wor k
of tentmaling. Affection is now his motive but even that is combined with an
unbending stern warning against ocompromise with dangerous false teaohing.

Whgt then do we here learn of the personality of the Apostle? Surely in
the face of anxiety and peril he 1s.seen as a man wielding authority with an

assurance based on profound oonfidenoe in his message and his own commission.

(1) Galatians II/21.
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He has no thought of compromise and oalls his converts unhesitatingly back to
the prineiples of his gospel. He shows oourage, oonvistion, and affection, but
never for a moment does he inolins to wéaknoss or hesitation. Confidence,
oonviction an& strength are the hali—marks of his personality.

The Pastoral Epistles are also written by one who faced similar dangers.
Jewish ;ﬁd pagﬁn forces alike threatened the purity and spiritﬁﬁlity of
Christian belief and oonduot and these letters are addressed to two colleagues -
of S.Faul who had to face the resulting difficulties. But they are not private
letterg;-the author writes with Christian commmnities as well as his younéér
disoiples in his thoughts. Hb:deals both with present false teaching a n d
praotiii)and also with impending developments. Wandering teachers, generally
self-commissioned, were involving Christians in a magg of questions an d .
controversies based upon the lore of ocanonists and casuists of the‘Léil
false asceticism, insisting on abstention from marriage and from certain foods,
was being widely taught and acoepted. The outooms wes that many Christians were
abandoning their faith and it was becoming clear that a general aﬁostasy was
more than a possibility of the future.

The situation with whioh the wfitar of the Pastorals sought to deal was
as menacing as that revealed in the Epistle to the Galatians. Moreover, apostasy
on the part of Christians due to false teaching of a Jewlish type and origin is
a faotof oommon to both sets §f doouments. Can it be said that the personality
of ths writer of the Pastorals suggests S.Paul, the writer of the Epistle to

(1) Cp.ReS.Joln Parry, "The Fastoral Epistles” .(1920). pp-LXXXI - CX.
(2) R.S.Jolm Rarry, op.cit., peLXXIV.
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the Galatians? The answer is surely in the negative.

Where in the Pastorals are we to find that confidence, oonviotion a n d
strength whioh we found in S.Paul? In the Galatian Epistle the term Apostle
is a proolamation, in the Pastorals it is a désoription. The unhesitating
oonfidence in his saored oommiaaion and the bold sweeping attack made on
ihe false teachers of Galatia are»wanting here. The writer tends tobeoc ome
involved in the details of heresies instead of boldly enmunciating b a s i o
Christian prinoiples. And we also miss the comstant Pauline appeal to t h e
words and deeds of the Christ as the impelling dotive for pregent'Christian*
action. The writer i1s at pains to identify hiﬁself by recalling details o f
his past travels; a'sligﬁtly nervous apologetioc element orbe?a into his words
here, something in complete ocontrast to the style of S.Eaul. _ |

One of his statements 1§ partiocularly startling. writ;ﬁg in defence of the
reality of his apostleship the writer of the Pastorals aéaures his familiar
colleague ¢}\Y\Q£|¢v )\i\fw oL \Pgu%owl(f)s Paul certainly uses these words
'in solemn assevérations but surely Timothy is the ome.person to whom it i s
diffiocult to 1mag1ne that he ooculd have made such & statement. Had he been a
distant acquaintanoe or had he stood in a oold offioial relation to S.Paul he
might have been addressed in suoh terms but it seems psyohologioally inoredigie
that the Apostle wrote thus-to his olose ocompanion and desn colleague. IQ not
this paesage an example of a pseudonymous author's betrayal of his presence

(4)
by using a oharacteristio Pauline expression in impossible circumstances?

(1) I.Mmothy II/7.

(2) eegeRomans IX/1.

(3) P.N.Harrison,. "Problem of the Pastoral Epistles",(1921),p.

(4) Was the writer wholly or partly 1gnorant of the ociroumstances related by
S.Luke in Acts xv1/1-3?
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There are also other inoompatiblilities. It is worthy of note that S.Paul
does not usually mention the names of his theologloal oppononts. fhe& are
1ndioa£ed by such expressions as o?TukanrovTie or thoir identity is concealed
beneath the anonymity of‘cbnq4v(%)1t'seems as if S.Paul forgot the heresiaroh
in oombating the heresy, but in the PastoraI? such names are freely given,
Phygelus and Hermogenes, Hymenaeus and Philetil. The sinner is remembered as

well as his sin. There seems once more to be a departure from the methods of

S. Paul.
At times there is also a "prudential® atmosphere in the Pastorals i'n
(3) :
contrast with the bold offensive spirit of S.Paul. There isa oertain

. (4)
nervousness in the author's attitude to the coming perils whioch he foretells.

And how great the difference in the mental attitude expressed in the injunotion

to Timothy to keep that whioh is committed to his trust and in the oharga.to

(8)
the Galatians to stand fast in the liberty wherewith Christ has made them free.

It is often argued that a oomparative feeblemess of language in t h e

Pastorals is due to S.Paul's inoreasing years. In the Epistle to Fnilemon, at_

(s)
an earlier date, he had referred to himself as "Paul the aged", but t ha t

oharming little letter shows no sign whatever of any deolining powers. It is

in faot full of a delicate sooial skill and is remarkable for an unu s ual

(1) Galatians I/7; II.Corinthians X/10.

(2) IX.Timothy I/15, and II/17. The montion of Alexander in an acknowledged
Pauline fragment, II.Timothy IV/14, is scarcely an exoeption, since he
seems to owe his inoclusion to the 'testamentary” nature of S.Paul's
fareweli.meseage. He is also mentioned with Bymenaeus in the non-Pauline
passage I.Timothy I/20.: '

(3) e.g I.TMmothy VI/17-29.

(4) e.g.1I.Timothy III/1-9.

(6) I.Timothy V1/20; Galatians V/1.

(6) Aocepting the contention that the rendering "ambassador” does not seem
quite appropriate to a private letter.(M.R.Vinocent,"Philippians a n d
Philemon™, (I.C.C.),(1902),p.184. '
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felioity of language. Men are moreover, most ready to call themselvés aged
when their inner conviotion is that the desoription is still premature and
inaocurate, and S.Paul was probably no exception to this general rule.

May it not be maintained that any comparative feebleness i n t he
language of the Pastorals is more reasonably explained by a difference in
authorship than by a deoline in S.Paul's mental and bodily powers? A study
of the revelation of personality made respeotively in the ten acoepted
Epistles and 1n the Pastorals certainly lends some force to this queéi‘:lo_n.
And when this is added -to oevidence derived from other sources its influence
becomss considerable.

It 15-1;61& time to turn to the seocond question raised by the prinoiples
of Pauline oritioism. | |

II. Do we discover in the Pastorals generally ev:ldénoe of that elevation of
' ' —of expression whichwe._ ha v e

Of soms people it is -said that they view everything, even t h e
trivialities of daily 1ife "sub speoié aeternitatis®, and 1t 15 o f t e n
| assumed, perhaps over readily, that this 1s an attitude to life v}hioh 13.4
incontestably worthy of commsndation, perhaps even of imitation. 'It m ght
be argued that a less oonsistently grave outlooi: would result in a better
balanced human nature and that a wholesome attitude to life mst pa y -'
atteni:.ibn to the whimsiocal and to the ephemeral as well as to 'the serious

and the eterna'l.
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But whatever our_opinion of this grave outlook on life, fhare is no doudt
~ that i1t sets a strong mark on ocertain personalities, among whom is S.Paul.

Vle may therefore reasonﬁblj look for signs of it in the Pastorals if they are
rightly to.be attributed to the Apostle. '

The Christian ministry is inoevitably an important subjeot both in 't he
Pastérala and in some 6f the ten Epistles. The treatment of a common subjeot
in these two sets of doouments fortunately provides an opportunity f o r
asoortaining whether there is also an equal elevation of thoﬁght and expression
in the treatment of it. |

Ro one can read S.Paul's letters without realising that his s ol emn
oommi ssion to offioe derived from the experience of his oonversiii was to him
supremely important and a source of spiritual strength and oonsq;ation. This
naturally oomes out strongly when his work is under severe oriticism and he is
personally attaoked. -

Writing to his4fr1ends in Corinth the Apostle does not hssita&e even to
compare his work to one aspeot of the divine prooesses. God wvas in C hr i s ¢,
reconoiling the world to himself, and S.Paul and Timothy are as it were God'é
ambassadors to whom it has been given the ministry of reoonoiliéiion. Such a
lofty oommission lays upon its reoiplents an almost overwhelming responsibility.
The loftiest standards of oonduot are required if the mlnistry is not to b e
vilified. A long list of essential spiritual qualities follows and the amazing
experiences and the profound sufferings of the Apostle are recognised as being

(1) Aots IX/6, 15, 17. Cp.Galatians I/15-16.
(2) II.Corinthiana v/18-20, op. I/1.
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more than worth while so long as they are part of the prioce paid for t h e
faithful performance of the ministry conferred on éii. He had already once
~ohallenged thé Corinthians in these bold words: "let a man so acoount of us
as of the ministers of Christ, and stewﬁrds of the mysteries of éié." And the
subsequanf iniquities and misrepresentétions which he had suffefed only served
to emphasise S.Paul's unswerving loyalty to this sublime conception of t h e
minist%y. Ho proslaims that the jJudgement of men upon his work matters little
to him sinoe the judgement ever before his mind is.that of our Lord.

In the enoyoliocal Epistle to the Ephesians when he writes of the wonderful
revelation of God'é purpose of uniting Jew and Gentile S.Paul spontaneously
rejoloes that he was given:a share in the ministry oharged with the duty of
preaching among the Gentiles the unsearohable riches of Chﬁiit. And the
splqndour of the plan is matohed by the rich variety of posaibie'fesponse by
hnngnity - goms are oalled to be apostles,'aomé prophata. some evangelists,
some pastors and teachers. And in serving God in the ministry of the Churoh
they are all to benefit mankind by promoting the éerfeoting of the saints till
men £ind their testing and their full stature in a unity of faith in the Son
of Goé%)

S.Paul thus appears as a man almost overwhelmed by the privilege and tﬁe
reepona?bility attaohing to the ministry to whioh he has been oalled. T h i &
work is part of the very soheme of salvation and he will willingly endure all
(1) II.Corinthians VI/3-10.

(2) 1. Corinthians IV/1-3.

(3) Ephesians III/238.
(4) Ephesians IV/11-13.



things on its behalf. But it nnksg him happy too, for he is fulfilling h i s
glorious destiny and quite naturally he bids his young friend Arohippus, a t
Colossae, give heed to his lofty ocalling and fulfil it to the uttermgzi.

If we pass swiftly from these writings of S.Paul and read those oonsiderable:
seotions of the Pastorals which deal with the ministry of ﬁhe Church we seem
to pass from the rare atmosphere of a mount of Transfiguration to the mundane
oircumstances proper to the valleys at its foot. What a ohange it is to ﬁasa
from reading the éﬁblims oonoeptions of the ministry given us by S.Paul to the
somswhat pedestrian direotions about the qualifiocations for office and t h e
style of 1life appropriate to bishops and deacons. These men are indeed bidden
to strive after high moral standards and to conduot themsolves with dignity
and gravity. The deacons are reminded that the faithful performanoe of their
. work will bring them opportunities for wider serviii and they and t he i r
fam;liéa mst oonduot themselves with proper piety and aobriety#

Similar direotions are given for the Church in Creig. The Bishop's domestic
life must be above roproaoh. He must be a man self-controlled and ocalm, no t
self-willed, neither over fond of drink or of momey. His 1ife must be ; holy
one and he is to be given to hoépitality. The pioture 15 one of a man of solid'
‘qualitiea. sound in life and dootrine , perhaps not one to take risks or to be
adventurous but decidedly a man on'whom others may depend.

(1) Colossians 1V/17.
(2) . B¢6+Log (I.Timothy III/13) ocan refer to promotion to higher office. Both

R.St John Parry and W.Look in their ocommentaries prefer a less. material“

oonception (pp.19-20 and 41 reapeotively) but when every allowance is made

in this sense the use ofl&;ﬁpgs jars on an ear attuned to the language of
S.Paul.

(3) Tirus I/5-q.
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But as we read on in the Pastorals we suddenly o<l>me' upon two
exprossions which sound more like the earlier more exalted attitude of
S.Paul to the ministry. He exhorts Timothy: "do the work of an va;ang'eliat._
make full -proof of tihy mini_si(;:';'." A 1ittle further on with charaoteristioe
delicacy of feeling he oemﬁnté his reconciliation with one who had omoe
deserted him in these words: "Take Mark and bring him with thee: for. he
is profitable to me for the ministry."(Z)

But the discovery of these words redolent of the earlier Epistles
gives no support to belief th-at-s.PauJ.. is thﬁ author of the Pastorals for
they hoth ocour in a section whioh oritics agree to be one of the genuine
‘Pauline fragments incorporated in the Pastorals. They were indeed WI#één
by S.Paul, the oritios would say, and you notioce a contrast with the rest
of the Pastorals presisely beoause the 1§tter doouments are for the most
part written by someone else. |

May we not then olaim that the éssenfié.lly mndane. view of . t h e
ministry made possible by the Pastorals is an indication of their having
been written by someone other than S.Paul? This verdiot is-based on the
belief that at least in this part of the Pastorals the elevation o f |
thought and expression oharaoteristio of the Apostle Beems to be laoid.ng.

We now oome to the question based upon the third érinoiple of Pauline
oriticism: |

21) I1. Timothy Iv/5.
2) II.Timothy IV/1l. .



III. Is the litera style of the Pastorals simllar to that of the other
BELors of S.Paul, or does it diverge from it 80 widely as to suggest a
glpralityh—f'authora?

Difforences of literary style are always difficult to ostimate in a
oonvinoing fashion because there is 1hev1tab1y a large subjeotive élement
in any judgement formed on the subjeot. But opinions on literary style
gain in weight when they_are‘assooiated with a oonsideration of .o ther
factors involved. The different elemsnts then reinforce one enother & o
their mutual gain in strength and in the paw;r.to oonvince.

It must be aoknowledged thaf even the style of the ten Epistles 1is by
no means homogenegil. The Epistle to the Romans, for example,i nc lude s
argument, exposition and appeal, each in varied form. S.Paul there seems
sométimea to be addressing a group of people, at othof times in the same

- letter to be appealing to an individusl. And such variety of style oan be
found in many others of the ten Epistles. In fact, homogeneity of style
may be said to be oheraoteristio of the Pastorals in oontrast with the
oonstant and great variety to‘be seon in the style of the other groups.

No doubt it 1s true that the character of the recipients of letters
often provides olues to variety in literary style. Dr St.John Parry argues.
that the encyolical charaoter of the Epistle to the Ephesians aoooﬁnts for
a oortain ooldness and impersonality so different from the other Pauline
Epistles. He then prooeeds to defend the Pastorals urging that t h e

different literary style seen in them is due to their being addressed to

(1) Cp_.'R.'St Jolm Parry,"The Pastoral Epistles”,(1920), pp.CXI-CXIV.
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individuals. Moreover, as the reoipients were olose frionfle and diseiples much
could be taken for granted and mere allusions would oonves' that wh 1 ch
ordinarily would have required explicit statemsnt. These are among the factors
which in Dr Parry's opinion explain the oontréate betwoen the style of ¢t he
Pastorals and that of the other Pauline letters. .

But adaptation to ths mind of their readers is instinotive in all who.
praotice the literary art; it 1s part of the oraft. This skill is rapeatbedly
shown by S.Paul in all his writings. Doubtless there are speoial features in
the Pastorals, but. tixe same is true of the Major Epistles and of other letters
too. This adaptation as seén in the Pastorals is thus a partioular example of
a general principle, not a phenomenon peculiar to three particular Epistles.

When every allowance has been made for a skilful writer's adaptation to
the oha.raoter of his prc;speotive' readors there mst also be a residual oonstant
elemsnt whioh expresses his own personality. In this a writer'a'style surely
_consists. _ |

In S.Paul this settimg of his own stamp upon his writing is olearly marked.
The msntion ',o'f his name 1n connexion with a given Epistie is enough to set us
looking for signs of a certain quick instinotive response to circumstances, a
sensifiveness to oritioism or hostility, énergs; in the face of threat o r
danger, and above all, a tendenoj to swing off at a tangent in his torrential

(2)
rush of thought. "The tangent pervades his writing."

(1) But J.Moffatt bluntly states: "The Pastorals are not private letters."
("Introduotion to Literature of New Testament",(1918),p. 407).G.A.Deissmenn
calls them Epistles but oonsiders that fragments of genuine letters of S.Paul
may have been worked into them. ("Bible Studies", (1903),p.54.)

(2) T.R.Glover, "The Mind of S.Paul®, Hertz Leoture,(1841), p.l4.
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But these vivid characteristiocs of S.Paul seem to be dulled and subdued in
the Pastorals. It carmot be said that there are no signé of the Apostlg in these
Epistles, but blurred outlines have taken the place of olearly d.e fined |
pereonality, apprehenaivanees. laﬁ roeplaced audacity, a certain triviality of
detail has taken the p1ao§ of the i)road sweeping prinoiples‘ of & master mind.

It is specially significant that the paragraphs in the Pastorals which‘deal
with the ministry, a oentral theme in theeeiletters, show unmistakable ‘aigna
of divergence fron the standards oha:‘aoteriatio of S.pPaul.

It 1s indeed possible to trace resemblances between the style of the
Pastorals and that of some of the less oontroversi(.ﬁ. and more praotioal sections .
| of other Epistles. A tendenoy to adapt the language of the 01d Testament, certain
personal touches and the habit of basing practice on dootrine are ocommon t§ the

Pastorals and to some parts of Ronnﬁa and Corinthians. But t.hose features ooour
in the quieter seotii.ona‘ which least suggest the oharacter of S;Paul'.

These however are minor details and their lesser defences seem repeatedly
to be overwhalnxéd by the force of broad sweeping prinoiples of oritioism. I n
| partioular, differences of style support th_e contention, dev310pad in this
ohapt‘ér, that the Pastorals betray a personality oontrasting with that ° f

S.Paul and a level of thought and dignity of expression 1nferior 'bo his.

Support for this v:lew is also offered by a spsoial type of oriticism whioh
is based on literary criteria. Form Criticism depends largely on the sgnsitive—
neés o‘f-the oritic's eye and ear to every refinement of 1litérary style. 4nd a

gréat ‘exponent of this type of oriticism ms passed this verdiot on <t he

(1) W.Look, "The Pastoral Epistles, (I.C.C.),(1936), p.XXVIII.



Pastoral Epistles: "In my view the charaoter of the language, which can only
be demonstrated in the Greek text, is deoisive.for the unauthentio character

: L

of thelEpistles."

May we not pause for a moment at this point to olaim that Pauline oriticism
of the Pastoral Epistles has shown a general tendenoy_to reinforoe the doubts
about their authentiéity whioh épring from the application to them 6 f th é
general oritioism'of the New Testamsnt?llt remains to oonsider whether a thirﬁ
line of oritiosl prinoiples, those based upen what we have called the anatomy
of language, sorves to inorease those doubts still further.

Justifioatiqn for 6onsideriﬁg this anatomy of language asa ori tical
prinoiple comes from h%gh authoritiesf Professor A.C.Clark lays it down that
vooabulgry-inevitably auas soﬁe of its variations to ohange of subjeot~matter
-and that therefore too much 1mpoftanoe should not be attached to Hh@ax.Legommna.:
"The most valuable evidence is that furnished by #he use of partioleg,.
prepositions, conjunctions and other smalllpartapg speech - also by variations
in the use of ocommon words and in the.choloe betwﬁen synonyms. E 8 pre cial
attention should be given to archaic idioms which temded to pﬁss out of use in
the xowﬁ , but survived in elegant writors."(Z)

The study of.ths apnatomy of style is not at first sight an inviting one.
Nearly 150 years ago Schleiermacher told the readers of his study of t he
First Epistle. to Timothy that as the first oourse of their oritical banquet
(1) M.Dibelius "A Fresh Approach to the New Testament and Early Christian

Literature", (1936),p«232. Ho had previously argued against the Pastorals,

on grounds of vocabulary, in his commentary "Die Briefe des Apostels Paulus

an Timotheus I,II, an Titus", (1913), pp. 13¢ eto.
(2) A.C.Clark, "The Aots of the Apostles",(1933),p.395.



Lo SR N £ -

he had to offer them no piquant hors-d'oeuvre to whet their _1ntelleotua1 palate,
but a dry list of wogl. And Dr Harrison summarises his valuable stﬁdy with an
apology for having involved his diseiples in the sffting of "many bushels of
the dryegt sand that ever drifted - colleoting Partioles, Prel;ositions, Hapax
Legdmena, pasising these through & sieve -~ calculating percentages, poring over.
diagrams, and striving to wrest from arid pagea of statistios thleir lost
seoref."(z) :

Fortunately Dr Harrison has done his work so thoroughly that muoh of 1 t
has been generally aoccepted. But he has set us an example and has enocouraged
us to feel that the study of the anatomy of language derives a real value .a 8
weli as some degrée of interest from its power of reinforoing argumeﬁts of a
olaraoj;er af onoe wider and more humane. _

So we may ask whether an examination of the "skeleton" of the language of
the Pauline Epistles suggests thmt there are fundamental differences of usage

and structure underlying the more delioai:e and spiritual oontrasts in style

" between the Pastorals amd the other ten letters.

It is obvious that the whble ovidence available on a given point must b;
oonsidered and that discretion in i'ts use is gl'so required. For example, the
need for a cautious use of statistical eviéenoe is shown in 'l;.ha casge of
vc/ap.os. This word ooours 115 -times in the ten Episfleg and only twice in the
Pastorals, but its distribution in the foﬁer group 1s very uneven. It is not
f‘ouné in the Thessalonian Epistles; 1n"che Major Epistles it appears 111 times;
(1) Quoted by. Dr P.N.Harrison in his "Problem of the Pastoral Epistles”, (1921),

p.-18. ' .
(2) P.N.Barrison, op.cit., ps+136.
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in the letters of the Imprisonment 1t makes only 4 appearanoes; and 2 in the
Pastorals. This showa the importance of bearing in mind the faot that vooabulary
is inevitably largely dictated by the nature of the subjeot undar oonsideraéiln. .
* But the evidence of.ths anatomy of language is diatihotly valuable if it is used .
witﬁ a oonsoiousneés of its limitations. We may now turn to oonsider how f a r

" this line of study suggests aimilarity or contrast in the struoture o f ¢t h.e
Pauline Epistles.

There is a marked difference in what we may oall the "demnsity" of vooabulany{
This exprossion is used for the relation between the total number of words in a
given letter and the number of distinot worda, that is the relation b e twe Qn
volume and vooabuléii. Thus I.Corinthians includes 6856 words and a t o t a l .
vooabulary of 933 words; this may be expressed roughly as a ratio of 7.1 : 1. So;
we may say that the density of the vooabulary of I.Corinthians 15 7.1 : 1, i ¢t |
has one "new" word for every 7.1 words in its text. A oomparison of all ¢t h °
thirteen Episégga reveals that the Pastorals 1nd1v1dua11y and as a group hava
the highest demsity of vooabulary, The figures are as follows:

I.Timothy 2.9 : 1
II.Timothy 2.8 : 1
Titus 2.2 :1
The Epistle to Titus tims has a "new" word for every 2.2 wordé in its,texf.

The average densities of the four groups of Epistles also set the Pastorals
apart as far the most richly endowed in reapect of vooabulary.
(1) Cp.R.St John Parry, “The Pastoral Epistles”,(1820),p.CXIV.
(2) Op.Appendix B, p.i7.

(3) The whole of the fipgures will be found in Appendix B ,p.(7i. The Epistle to

Flilemon has the high density of 2.4 : 1, but its brevity greatly deoreases

. the value of its: statiatloal evidence. It offers too small a £ield o £
investigation.
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The average density of the Thessalonian Epistles is 3.6 : 1
" n Major Epistles is 6.0 : 1
° " Epistles of the Imprisonment is 3.5 : 1
" - ~ Pastoral Epistles is 2.6 : 1

Here then 1s a distinot ocontrast between the Pastorals aﬁd the other Epistles.

Again, there are marked differences among the Epistles in the relativ;
densities of Hapax Leéomena. This is. a matter of importance because it i s
usually the starting point of oritiolsm of the Pastorals from the standpoint of
languaé:!

Dr Harrison finds & first hint of thé eventual solution of the problem of
the Pastorals in a table of these words showing'a'oonstant gontle rise in their.
nﬁmber oorresponding roughly to the ochronologioal order of the f;p Paul i ne:
Epistles. A muoh highor figure distinguishes the Pastorals in this respéob. The
average number of Hapax Legomana on each page of Vestocott and Hort's t o x.t
ranges from 6.0 for I.Thessalonians to 11.2 for Fhilippians. The corresponding
figures for the Pastorals are 20.l1 for I.Timothy, 17.4 for II.Timothy, and 16.9
for Tii&s. It is tlus obvious that the Hapax Legomsna of the ten Epfsﬁlés form
one series, those of the Pastorals an entirely neﬁ one. Harrison's own comment
is that "the ten Paulines are seen to form & distinot group by th5m561ves, And
the Pastorals stand right outside that group at such a distance és_to croate
at onoe very serious doubts indeed, regarding the hypothesis of thelr oomﬁon

(3)
authorship with the rest."

(1) Cp. Chapter IX "The Work of Dr P.N.Harrison", pp.113-11d. _

(2) %p.'Diagram 1I, p.23, in P.N.Harrison "The Problem of the Pastoral Epistles",
1921). :

(3) P.N.Harrison, op.cit., pp.23-24.
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Another serioﬁs indiotment is brought against the aﬁtﬁentioity of the
Pastorals on the ground of their neglect of many partiocles whioh a ppear
oonstaﬁtly in the Bpistles of S.Paul. The extent of this contrast is ma d e
clear in a diagram showing the use or negleot of 61 partioles in oommon ugzi
Everqbne of these is uaedhin the four Major Epistles, 12 are missing from the
Thessalonian letters and 6 from the Epistles of the imprisonmant..éﬁt when we
turn to the Pastorals no less fhan 24 Pauline particles are missing.

. The offeot of this wide oontrast in the use of particles is shown both by
the proclamations of the Qritioa and by the ;ngenuity of the defenders of the
authenticity of the Pastorals. One oritio deolares that the oontrast ‘i-s
"staggering"fzinothsr argues that ﬁnny éf the missing words are suited only to
vividly dialectic or argumentative passages which abound in the four Ma j or
Epistles and ooour leaa.fneguently 1n‘fhe;othar letters, and ho deslares that
there is no signifioence in the absenoe of other partioggl. Noﬁdoﬁbt there is
some foroe in this oontention, but when evefy allowaﬁpe 1e.m;de for tlils 1line
of argument it oan'hardly be aaidlto remove tha-aense of‘oonfrast in the uee'
of these worda-wﬁioh is strilkingly apparent to every reader of the Pauline
Epistles.

An attraotive feature of the Greek language is its praotioe of linking one
sentence to another, often by the precise, delioate, mséna of partioles some
of which defy translation into another language. But thelr presence 1 &
toatimony to the Greek sense that language needs to possess "arohiteotural "

) Appehdix D, pp«WA~IY¥.

.(1
(2) B.W.Baoon, "Introduotion to the New Testament",(1902),p.139.
(3) R.St Jolm Parry, "The Pastoral Epistles",(1920),p.CXIV.



form as weil as the power of clear expreﬁsion. Even tl;e' openipg séntenoe of a
' letter or a book is usually providéd with a connective particle which, like a
filnw tentacle, is ready to catch on to some idea already present in t h e

reader's mind. -

If we omit a few rare oomnectives, olassifying them as merely "misoellja':._zeoua.'}
there are 13 othsrs used with the 1368 pﬂnoipal sentences of the thirteen
Pauline letters. A1l of these appear in the ¥ajor Epistles, 5 are not found in
the Thessaloﬁiah letters, 3 are missing from the Epistles of the Imprisonment,
and 6 from the Pastorals.

And it must also be aoknowiedged that one of the details in which t h e
KOINE is inferior to olassical Greek is in 1ts tendenoy to omit conneotives _
from many sentences. This feature, known as asyndeton, is a marked charscteristio
of the Pagtorals in oontrast to most of the ten Epistles. More than 67% of the
sentences in the Pastorals are left without any form of connective, whereas the
Thessalon.ian' letters whow an average of only 30% of suoh sentemces and the
figure for the Major Epistles is ebout the sagi There is thus a decided and
abmpt‘ rise in the peroentages when we turn from the ten Epistles to t he
Pastorals, |

(2)

St Paul uses the definite artiole freely, with infinitives, numerals,
adverbe‘, partipiples, partioleé, and with wholé olauses as well as with nouns.
The Pastoréls, on the other hand, use the definite article oniy with nouns,

(1) Colossians and Philemon form an anomalous oase, their peroentages being

61.5% and 64.5%. The figures for tho Pastordls are I.Timothy 56.67%,

II.Timothy 56.5%, Titus 59.37%. For details see Appendix E, p.176.
(2) For details see Appendix G, pp.178-179.

G
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(1)
adverbs and partiaiples; and are partioularly lavish in their use of ¢t hoe

definite artiole with the last of these. Once more there is seen a .tondency
-for this fourth group to separate itsolf from the rest of fhs Pauline Eplstles.

Again, theée are a number of oontrasts in vocabulary between the'rustéfals
and the other Epistléf) If 1s of oourse true that in a brillient writer t h e
last thing we should look for is consistency in his vooabulary. As has already
been emphasised,'po man.useq|a11 his fooabuléry in even a serles of writings
and we oannot look for other uniformities of practice in a writer who, like
S.Paul, is quiok and sensitive to thgfohalleﬁée of other pe?sonalifies.and to
variety of circumstanoces.

But when every allowance of this kin& has been made wé do finq:that a given
writer unconsciously submits to certain laws of his own praotice. He may vary
his oustom, and vary it with wide bounds, but there are cortain limits.whioh
he does not usually overpass. Examples to the oontfary may reasonably boe
treated as items in an indiotment in a oase of disputed aﬁthorship. and this
of oourse applies to.partioularly marked deviations of the Pastorals {rdm the
other Epistleslin matters of vocabulary.

No dbubt vafiety of subjeot and readers may play a great p;rt in determining
vocabulary, but it is éurprising to £ind that the 1dea of the Clmroh as ¢ h e
Body of Christ is not found at all in the Pastorals. Indesd, the word UQpa
makes S0 appearances in the first three groups of Epistles and nome in the fourthi
And while we oﬁnnot expeot even S.Paul oontinually to refer to the oross o f

(1) A peouliarity which thay share only with Colossians and Philemon.
(2) For a detailed analysis of vooabulary see Appendix L, pp.190-229.
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Christ it is somswhat startling to find that whiléOTAupés and its oognates
appear 20 times in seven out of the ten Epistles it is entirely missing from
the Rustorals.-

Moreover, a considerable number of the favourite words of S.Paul disappear
from the Pastorals, examples of this are o’moevricrum.(%?\i’mo,i&d.y\(a)\(f,opou
Ka.uxo(o,.uumveup.dwnKo/s‘.croc()o’s.xm/pm.

In a number of ocases an éxpression oharaoteristic of S.Paul is replaced by.
another, or it 1s retained.but is slightly altered. ThMS‘nupiﬁocws is replaced
by MP&Q,'\,;“, b diov abvosbecomes & vOv &lcsv  and Por TUMAS 1is substituted
OTOTUTTGTIS. |

Peculiar phrases in the Pastorals suggest new lines of thought: &quﬁ&s éﬁv
S_IQI),Kuv8|_xuodéqu,q;o}\iuﬁlvﬁvn&fggvimv and many new terms are used with reference
to heresies.

The Hapax Legomena have always been an "awkward boulder” in the pa th
of defenders of the Pastorals and great ingenuity has been shown in efforts to
overoomo the diffioultiea ocaused by thsm. Dr Parry, for example, divides tho
words peouliar to the Pastorals into no less than eight olaaséi)and ostablishes
his oontention that at least some of them must be rogarded simply as the results
of the 1ﬁtr0duotion of particular themes. Among these subjeots are heresies,
the Ch:istian ministry, Churoh order and disocipline. But these matters are not
entirely ﬁeouliar to the Pastorals and while Dr Parry gives us a valuable
oaution, not to exaggerate the signifioanoe of the Hapax Legomsmna, it is ﬁot
his quiose,to.deny them their proper orltiocal aignifioa£ce.

sl) For more detalls see Appendix H, p. | ' r
2) R.St Jon Parry, "The Pastoral Epistles ,(1920).pp.cm11-cmr1
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Other attempﬁs to reduce the significance of the Hapax Legomena in the
Pastoral Epistles have been less impressive and less.suooessfui{ Exceasive
1ngeﬁnity in fhis direction gives an impression of what we may perhaps call
"linguistic oasuistry”, and that defeats its own end.

The evidenoe of the "anatomy" of language would not carry great weight by
itself but its effeots beoome impressive when they coincide with thbse produced
by other lines of investigation. Moreover, they cover a wide field including
the relative density of vocabulary and of Hapax Legoﬁana, the methods whereby
sentenoces are linked together, the use made of particles and of the definite
artiqle..and finally, the oompdrisom 6f-outataﬁd1ng features of vooabuléry.

We inherited from the gemeral oritioism of the New Testament oeftain doﬁbts
about the Pauline authorship of the Pastoral Epistles. Some of these arose from
questions of their language. |
_ Specifio Paﬁlins oriticism added weight to those doubts by revaaiing
evidence that the ‘personality of the author of the fhstorais is not easily
.identified with that of S.Paul. And oonsiderable oontrast was discovered in
the level of thought and dignity of expression-seen 15 the ten Epistles and
in the Pastorals respectively whenever the subjeot dealt with was the ministry
of the Church. And similar differences oan be observed with other pubjeota.
Lgatiy. we have seen ooﬁeiderable contrasts in the literary style of the two
sets of doouments under oonsideration. The style of the ten Epistles i s .
oertainly not uniform, but the widest limits of its variation are consistently

exooeded by the Pastorals.

(1) Cp. F.J.Badoook, "The Pauline Epistles eto”,(1937),pp.116~120.



And now an examination of the anatomy of language has 'r evv eale d
oorrespondipg diffioulties in accepting the belief that the Pastorals as a
whole come to us from the pen of the writer of the ten generally acoepted
‘Pauline Epistleé. :

Our thréefold-typas of critical principles appear to unite in establishing
“the authehfioity of eight Epistles of S.Paul and the balanoe of evidencs seems
to favour the addition of two more to this nuubeﬁf)

But the ocase altgrs direétly wo seok to inoclude the Fastorals in the
Pauline canon. Two other types of evidence told against them and now a review
of the anatomy of thﬁgla@éd;gp of the Paﬁlins ocorpus has revealed oonsiderable
contrasts between the Pastorals and the aocepted Epistles of S.Paul.

It romains now to summarise the effects of our evidence and to-state a

conolusion. !

(1) Cp.Chapter VII,"Iwo Open Questions: Verdicts of "Aoquittal™ and of
"Non-Proven",pp.67-81.
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Chapter XI.
Summary and Conolusion.

A final word must here be said to summarise the work embodied in tlﬁa
essay and to sgggest_the general verdict to whioh it points. |

An effort 1s made to determine whethe.r the evidence derived from a study

"of the language of the writings of S.Paul justifies the belief that he wrote
the three Pastoral Epistles as well as fhe other ten letters in the .N ow
Testament which bear his namg)

General oritiocism of these doouments has aoocepted eight Epistles defi.nitoly
and the majority of scholars regard two more as being authentic. But mo s ¢
oritics refuse to accept the ‘three Paatora.ls as letters of S.Paul, though they
acknowledge that genuine fragments of his work are included in the text of the
Seoond Epistle to Timothy and the Epistle to Titus.

Differemces in ianguage play & large part in the objeotion'a raiged to the
Rastora.lé though many other types of evidence also tell against them. It seemed,
therefore, .that it might be a profitable exoroise to examine the langﬁage_ of
the Pauline dooumsnts in temporary isclation from other relevant oonsiderations.
It oould then be observéd whether the evidence derived from their language told
on the whole in favour of a unity or a plurality of authorship. La_ngﬁage is,
of course, regarded as inoluding literary style as well as vooabulé;ryi and

(1) Only in the title of the Epistle to the Hebrews is S.Paul's name assooiated
with that letter and the title is, of course, no part of the text.
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gr#mmar.

Literature is an expression of the human spirit and the way of the spirit
is prb%erbially hard to determinﬁ. As a form of art literature is oharaoterised
by a certain delicaoy and elusiveness. It cannot be weighsd or measured since
it is oénoerned not with quantities but with qualities. It calls for
appreociation and appraisal, not for measurement.

Where then oould we find in the language of the Pauline doouments oritical
prinoiples whereby to assay the oomparative qualities of the Pastorais on the
one hand, and of the other ten Epistles on the other hand? Fortunately there
aré outstanding charaoteristics of_étyle in the latter groué which may serve
as prinoiplea of appraisai.

The strong personality of S.Paul leaves a deep impression on his authentie
work. We are élways aware of the man as well as of his message. Again, a certain
unoonsoious grave dignity and slevation of ﬁhought is found in all his writings.
And both these two faotors; the personaliﬁy and the thought of the Apo.s t 1/0,
combine to produce a vivid and powerful literary style whichwe oan sa fely
regard as charaoteristic of S.Paul.

Does the application of these three oritical prinoiples tend to unite the
Pastorals to the other ten letters or to separate them from them? It ¢ a n
hardly be denled that oontrast and not similarity is thenimpreeeion produded
" by a.study of the personality of the author of the Pastorals, his levels o f
thought and his literary style.

So far the evidence of "Pauline" oritiocism thus reinforoes the verdiot of

general oriticism of the Neﬁ Testament; it 1s unfavou:able to the authentioclity
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of the Pastoral Epistlés. _
But can we find a third type of test for these doouments? A Btudf ‘of the
"anatomy" of style providea this reinforoemesnt. The contempletion of the dry
bones.aﬁd sipews of language may involve the study of a very "oadé@ei? of
lénguhge, but that may well provide olues as to the nature of th§~i1§ihg body
of literary style. Moreover, this fu;nishea an objeotive type offgfidenoe which
is of value as a oheok upon the accuracy of oonolusions reached upbn more
subjeotive grounds. Hero.agpin the evidenoce of the range and nnﬁbérvqf the
words employed, and various details of grammar such as the use of thb definite
article and of ooqneotives. leaves on our miﬁda'a general 1mpréasion t h-g t
ooét:ast preyaiis over resemblance whenever the Pas¥orals are éompared with the

other Rauline Epistles.
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Great attention has been paid to the brilliant'work of Df P.N.Barrison who
seems able to give a satisfactory account of what had been considered ¢ h e
"erratie boulders” of olear Pauline matorial inoorporated in the Second Epistle
to Timothy.and the Epiétle to Titus. These blooks of material ddﬁnbt be fittea
into any one section of S.Paul'g 1ife, but Harrison meets this by a olever -
conjecture. He believes that a number of separate notes were copied somewhat
fortuitously on to a single sheet of papyrus. By a brilliant piece of exegesis
he then prooeeds to identify eaoh several pieceée of material and to attaoch it to
its gppropfiate opisode in the life of S.Paul.

Dr Harrison is oonscious that this oonstruotive seotion is the part of his

work most open to attack since it inoludes a distinotly oonjeotural.elemsht.
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But even oonservative scholars pay tribute to ths value of Harrison's general
oase built up as 1t is upon a careful analysis of the evidence of language. It
mst be emphasised that Harfison's‘vordiot is completely unfavourable toe t h e
theory that S.Paul ocan have written the Pastorals. In his view they we r e
written by someone else in a period after his death. The same e v 1 d enoe
of language whioch tends to separate the Pastorals from the other letters o f
S.Paul tends equally olearly to attach them, in a relation of litefary kinship,
to certain Christian writings of the earlier part of the second century.

What exaotly then 1is the oconclusion at which we arrive after a study of the
language of the Pauline Epistles considered in its bearing on the p o s 5 1 ble
Pauline authorship of the Pastoral Epistles? Surely the verdiot is that, while
no single item of the evidence is altogethsr oonvinoing when taken by itself,
the oonvergence of three sets of oritical prinoiples gains a oumlative force
frqm their number and thei:'variety. Genetéi oritioism of the New Testament;
“"Pauline” oritioism and a study of the "anatomy" of langﬁage are at one in
suggesting that contrast rather than similarity is the pr;per desoription of
the relations existing betwsen the language of the Pastorals and that of the
other ten Epistles.. |

In fact a study of the linguistic aspéots Qf the Pastoral Epistles’ seems fo
reinforoé the objections raised against their authentioity by.general oritioism

of the New Testament. The results obtained seem aoaioely tocall for forma l’

. n '
(1) eugoWoLOOk. nThB Pastoral 'Epistleﬂ .(I.C.C.),(lQSG).pomx.
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correlation, they dovetall one into another. The whole effeot of a study "o £
the language of the Paixlj.ne writings is to make it harder than ever to believe

that the Pastoral Epistles come to us from the pen of the great Apostle o f
the Gentiles. |

TEE END.



