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SUMMARY OvervIiew and chort evaluation of the iımportant tOpICS
In the debate their relation the hook of their lan-

The Pastoral Epistles dIe mostly assumed he inauthen- and style, their heology and church development.
FC letters. That IS, few scholars helieve these etters e (In surface leve| ıt dDPCAdFS that the ‘data' does nOT lead
genuinely Pauline, however, nOoTt ITanıy of those COTNMETN- inexorabily the conclusion of lack of authenticity. The
tators who reject the authenticity of the PE take the troOu- article also indicates why ıt atters for Current Pauline
hle investigate the HMowever, the r  u debate, heology and Christiani whether Or nOT the Pas-
agalnst authenticity Adre noTt soli This article presents toral Epistles dre Pauline.

ZUSAMMENFASSUNG
Apostelgeschichte, Sprache und Stil, Theologie un die

COft ird angenommen, die Pastoralbriefe seıen nicht Entwicklung der Kirche. on oberflächlich hetrachtet
authentisch. Nur wenige Theologen machen sich die ird Klar, dass die ‘Fakten‘ nicht zwingen die
Mühe, die Argumente prüfen. | )ıese Argumente Authentizität sprechen. |Jer Aufsatz deutet auch d  /
sind jedoch nıcht unerschütterlich. [ Dieser Aufsatz E für die gegenwärtige Diskussion Paulus, für
hietet eınen UÜberblick und eInNne kurze DBewertung der die Theologie und für das Christentum nicht egal ISst, ob
wichtigsten Fragen dieser Debatte: Die Beziehung ZUrT die Pastoralbriefe Daulinisch sind oder nicht

RESUMFE tıon VEC les donnees du livre des Actes, les questions
de langue et de style, aınsı YJUC celles qU! touchent Ia

LEeSs E<  epitres pastorales SOnNt generalement considerees theologie et stade d’elaboration de |’organisation des
[M n etant  LA Dds de Paul PeU de theologiens don- Eglises Une premiere approche ontre deja clairement
nent cependant Ia peine de Dassert crible les Aargu- JUE 1es donnees conduisent Dds inexorablement
ments condulsant rejet de leur authenticite. Fourtant, Ia conclusion YJUE CEes epitres seralent inauthentiques.
CS n  ue de solidite. (C_et article presente ”auteur alt AaUSSI apparaltre 1es enjeux de 1a question de

[OUr d’horizon des poInNts iımportants dans E ’authenticite de ( 68 lettres VOUT les etudes Dauliniennes
et UNe COUrTEe evaluation e probleme de I’harmonisa- actuelles, Ia theologie et le christianisme.

Ihe authenticıty of the Pastoral Epıstles has Arguc theır case *
eecn vigorously debated for centurıes. Durıng Although the debate 15 st1ll Z01INZg O few
the nıneteenth the debate W as lıvely‘ but ATC of thıs Maınstream theology
1ın the twentıeth the debate seemed settled ASSUMICS the inauthentıicıty of the PE > Few scholars
1ın favour of the inauthenticıty ypothesıs. Nev- take the rouble investigate the orıgınal ar‘
ertheless, pr oponents of authenticıty contınue Ihe pseudonymOUuUSs character of the letters
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15 sımply taken tor granted. Some scholars however concluded that they belong rather the vocabu-
Join the debate 1in Al attempt MOVC AWaY from lary of the second lıterature than the
sımple eıther/or dıscussıon. They A iınterested 1ın vocabulary of the Pauline lıterature. Furthermore,
the precıise ofthe claım of Paulıne authorshıp 'typıcal Paulıne) USaSC of partıcles, preposıt1ons
Dy askıng what EPXTENT these letters A1IC Paulıne. and W as ftound be absent from the
Unfortunately, theır esearch has led dıverging In 1959 Grayston an erdan reined Harrıson’s
results.* Ihese dıfferıng VIEWS 0)8| the AI hand method an theır statıstiıcal analysıs confirmed the
an the general UNaWare11Ccss OIl the other hand 16 results Harrıson had publıshed earlier.®
both good [Casons take yveL another O0k Ar the Concerning the style of the etters few CX

arguments for an agalnst Paulıne authorshıp of ples ATC sufhicıent ıllustrate the problem. Struc-
the tural analysıs of the letters, for instance, shows that

hıs artıcle OVErVIEW of the argu- the typıcal openıng of the Paulıne letter 15 absent
MECNTS ftor and agalınst the authenticıty of the trom Tımothy AN! Tıtus and, although OPCN-
'Ihe rst DPart of thıs artıcle wıll CO  te Iıst- ıng 15 PreSsCNt ın Timothy, It 15 unusually short.
Ing the gu  S tor ınauthentictYy. In the second Furthermore, there AaDPCATS be ack of personal
Part these argu ATC investigated SCC ıf thevy ın Jımothy an Tıtus. Next. regardıng the
AdIC solıd AN! ead ınexorably conclusıon of method ofargumentatıon the SCCIN invert the
inauthenticıty. Before the general conclusıion, the rather usual “ethıc-follows-doectrine’ pattern Into
thırd Dart of the artıcle 11l briefly iındıcate why IT “doctrine-follows-ethic” pattern . Also typıcal of the
AA rS for CUrrent Paulıne debate. theology AN! 15 the remarkable eXpression MLOTOC AOYOC
Chrıstianıty whether NOT the A Paulıine. (*here/thıs 15 trustworthy Sayıng,’ 1ım K IS

S51 CEC) hıs eXpression OCCUT'S frequently ın
the an 15 exclusıve these letters. 1ast but NOTArguments for the Inauthenticıity

Hypothesıis least, the MONOTONE AN! colourless style of the
catches ne’s  d attention.

Our ArSumcCNts SUPPOIT the hypothesı1s of 1INauU-
thenticıty: the hıstorical aAargumeNtT; the argument The argument of theology
of language and style; the argument of theology Not only the language AN! style, but also the the-
AN! the argumcent oft church development. Ology 1n the dıffers from the O-called authen-

t1C etters. More specıfic, the theology of the
The hıstorical argument 15 sa1d reflect A later peri0d of or1g1ın than the

(Qne of the dıfAculties regardıng the authenticıty of authentic Paulıne lıterature.? Fırst, the SC{CTER
the 15 hıstorical ® IThe hıstorical ata found iın
the do NOLT CC match the hıstorıical atfa 1n

be strongly orıented toward Orthodoxy. IThe word
ÖLÖCKOKAÄLO ('teachıng” I “doctrine’) 15 mentioned

the book of Acts As CONSCYUCNCEC, the hıstorıcal times 1n the Paulınum, 15 times in the
tramework of Acts O€s NOT provıde fittıng time UOccasıonally the thought 1S C VEn stressed Dy

speakıng of the UDY LA LVOLON SLÖCOKAÄLO (‘sound
other Paulıne letters however do Ht the hıstorıical
an place durıng whıch the could orıgınate.

doctrine,” 1ım 1: 10: TIıt 1 Z Besıides,
framework of Acts the of the word TMLOTLC (:the faıth’)

point “cClosed doctrine’ rather than hıving'Ihe argument of language and style realıty” (SEC: C 1ım o 6:12 ete.) Further,
Ihe language an style of the dıffer from the rather than artıculatıng thıs doectrine 1n the the
Janguage and style of the O-called authentic let- author WAaNTSs IT be handed OWN (e. 1ım
DOrS { hıs devıatıon from the “normal’ language 3-14; 2:2) Second, the orthodoxy in the
an style regıster ftound 1ın the Paulınum 15 ZOCS hand 1ın hand wıth 288! emphasıs orthopraxy.dec1ısıve 1n makıng scholars reject the authentic- Lexemes from the euvse,beıa word-group (GCHES

Ity of the For example Oberlinner concludes: times ın the COTDUS Paulınum, all Instances of
°] )iese Unterschiede 1n Sprache un: Stil zwıschen hıch AdTC the Besıides, the requırements tor
den AST un!: den anerkannten Paulıinen sprechen bıshops an deacons mentioned in these letters
deutlıch> paulınısche Verfasserschaft’.® ALC of "bourgeo1s’ character E apparently [LLLOTC

In 1972 1 Harrıson publıshed pıoneering work concerned wıth ıdeas of cıtızenshıp and partıcıpa-regardıng the Janguage of the He notiıced the t10N 1ın soclety than wıth holıness AN! abstract ethı-
huge AMOUNT of hapax legomend 1n the etters and cal standards). For example, these PCISONS AIC
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Iıve sober and steady lıfestyle, an they should be proposed solutions. Fırst, 4A5 noted above, the
hospitable an moderate. Furthermore, the Chriıs- COIMMNIMON assumption NOWadays 15 the inauthentic-
t1an ıte 15 described 1n of certaın StO1C virtues Ity of the etters. If the ATC ınauthentic jetters;
(JTit: Z 12) hıs so-called 'bourgeo1s’ character of then, because of theır late or1g1ın ıt 1$ NOLT surprI1s-
the contradıcts the LMNOTC usual ethıcs of Paulıne ıng that they do NOL fit the hıstorical tramework of
Iıterature AN! 15 viewed 4A5 attestatiıon of late Acts Second, SOIIIC proponents of the authentic-
Org1in. Thırd, the strongly OPPOSC false teach- Ity hypothesıs that the letters 114y ar been
C155 aM ‘heresy”. In the p218t thıs heresy W d ıdenti1- wrıtten 1ın the peri10d after the closıng chapter of
hed 4S 9N0SIS, especıally because of the OCEGEiHFENGE Acts !4 Ihev arguc Daul W Aas released trom prıson
of the word YVOOLC 1n 1ım I hıs ıdentifi- AaN! restarted M1SS1ONAFY actıvıitıes ın the EelSt of

the Roman Empıre. In that per10d the apostlecatıon also iındıcates late time of or1g1n. Fourth,
the theology of the dıffers from the Pauliıne Timothy an 1ıtus Ihe second letter
heology ın ItSs colourlessness A in the absence Timothy W as wriıtten durıng second Roman

imprisonment.“* If thıs hypothesıs 15 thenof ımportant Paulıne themes such 4S the emphasıs
the Spairıt. Other SCCIN be sed 1n the Incompatıbıilıty of the wıth the hıstorıical

dıfferent WaY CVENn in opposıtıon Paulıne framework of Acts 15 also NOT surprisıng. Thırd,
theology. For example the present the concept other PI‘OPOIICI]?CS of the authenticıty hypothesıs
of ÖLKXLOGULN (*rıghteousness’) 4S ırtue that has tend place the Oor1g1ın of the durıng DPaul’s

be attaıned (1 lLım 11 AaN! T1ım ZÖLWKE thırd M1SSIONAFY Journey AN! durıng the (aesarean
SE ÖLKALOOULPNV "pursue rıghteousness’), rather than Roman Iımprisonment AS described 1in the book

of Acts .14 hıs last proposal explicıtly that4S JrACIOUS gift of God
there 15 hıistorical incompatıbilıty of the PE and

'Ihe argument of church development Acts
Wıth I'CSPCCt the proposals 1n favour fIhe (especıially Tiımothy an Titus) SC

be vC concerned wıth church order. Ihe etters authenticıty, although the second optıon 15 NOT

contaın A surprisıng number of rules tor U=- ımpossıble, the thırd optıon deserves IMOTC COIN-

NıLy ıfe 5A19 for eaders of the COomMMUNLItTY: elders/ sıderatıon tor AT least CasOomns Fırst, thıs PIO-
bıshops and deacons. hıs tendency Organısatıon posal cshows that the book of Acts and the AIC

wıth STIrONS FOCUS leadershıp reflects, accord- NOLT incompatıble AS 15 often stated. Second, thıs
Ing MOST scholars, post-paulıne of church proposal demands less speculatıon than the second

option S1Ince It Call be checked agalnst the ag 1ndevelopment. “ Ihey that It contradıcts the
Acts full dıscussıon of the detaıls of the dıfferent“charısma”" of the orıgınal Paulıne COMMUNItY. Ihe

reveal the beginnings of the instiıtutionalısatıon proposals 15 NOT possıble wıthın the Iımıts of thıs
artıcle. It 15 ımportant notıice, however, thatof the early church.
comparıson of ata between Acts ANMN! the eed

Maın Question NOLT ead A hasty conclusıon of inauthenticıty.
After lıstıng the u  S 1n favour of the INauU-

The problem of language and stylethenticıty hypothesıs, the poss1bilıty of alter-
remark about the afa 15 1ın order CI As TLICI-natıve 1eW wıll be consıdered. Hence the maın

question for the followıng part of the artıcle: do tioned above, scholars arguuıng for inauthenticıty
generally refer the work of Harrısonthese fOUr ArgUMeNntS EPMAN: the assumptuon of ınau-

thenticıty? AN! the statıstical analysıs of Grayston AN! erdan
JOS Although the statıstıcal analysıs 15 Clearly

iımportant method for quantıfyıng the languageAlternatıve View of the R  5 1T nonetheless has ICS limitations. !> Eırst,
kach of the gu  S tor inauthenticıty wıll be the do NOLT delıver enough mater1al tor A rel1-
investigated wıth I‘CSPCCt theır probabilıty. Are able statıstical analysıs especı1ally g1ıven the fact that
thev buult clear observatıons? Do these Observa- the three etters AÄTC NOT HE document, something
t10NS admıt other lınes of argumentatıon: scholars tend forget. Second, the method

A rng1d CONSIStENCY in USCcC of vocabulary
The hıistorical problem AN! style Thırd: the EXTANE statıstıcal models enN!

Ihe hıstorıcal problem CoNcernınS the INnCOompat- wıth dıfferent results. In 1986 KennYy presented
ıbılıty of Acts and the has generated several revıised AT LMOTC advanced statıstıical analysıs of
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the He alllc the followıng conclusıon: S opınıon these partıcularıties perfectly fit the
dıifferent cCcCOommMuUunNıItIES the etters WETC SCNT to 2415 only Titus which 15 shown 4A5 deserving the SUS-

pıcıon C4SE the Pastorals the basıs of the Certamly Fuchs’s observatıons ATC of value,
evidence ın thıs chapter tor part SC LTCASON contrıibuting AS thevy do the recognıtıon of the

reject the hypothesıs that twelve of the Paulıne separate ıdentities of the three letters that 15 uUuSsSu-

Epistles AIC the work of single, unusually versatıle ally overlooked * However, the assumptıon that
author)?.!/ Fourth, the mathematıcal character of the commuUunNıtıES constıtute the ıntended audıence
method GreGates ıllusıon of EX4ACENESS AaN! objec- OS NOL SCCIH VCLY helpful ın explaınıng the SPC-
EIVItYy wrongly S because the method 1gnOores cıfic characterıistics of the compared other
the complexıty of the phenomenon ‘authorshıp" letters of the Paulıne On the CONLFAFV, inter-
completely. preting the openings of the etters Aa they stand

hıs last remark needs SOTLIC explanatıon. Sta- (TlxDdAoc XTOOTOAOC APLOTOU Inocou TLuLOOEQ anı
tistical analysıs CAHM easıly OC lose sıght of I1wxDAOC Ö0OVDAOC OEOD Tito) LNOTC helpful in
SOTINC factors that INaYy AaVe iınfÄiuenced the Jlanguage explaınıng the dıstinctiveness of these three letters.
AN! style of the SE factors ATC connected Ihese letters, unlıke all] other Paulines. WEEIC wrIit-
1SSUES of authorshıp the TI TI (a); an the CR indıvıduals, LNOTC specıifically co-workers of
audıence ON the ther hand (b) DPaul .26 It 15 be expected that these letters would

(a) Wırh regard authorshıiıp: Dıd DPaul uUuSsSc be MOTC concerned wıth regulatıons of specıfic
secretary? Rom 16:272 indıcates that he sometımes kınd than the usual communıty letters AaN! that,
dıd In what WaYV dıd hıs co-workers iınfÄuence hıs A4AS result, DPaul’s language and style would dıffer
wrıtings? Both etters the Thessalonıuans, for from the other etters of the COVYDUS Paulınum.
InStanceE: mention three senders aMn dIC written Ihe above mentioned tactors wıth regard
in the TrSt PCISON plural. Ihe poss1ıbilıty of authorshıp An audıence ATC NOLT al of equal SIS
authorshıp MUSLT NOT be ignored. ® Prior offers nıffıcance the question of the authenticıty of the

VC dıfferent, but intrıguung explanatıon: “Since thorough dıscussıon of all possıbilıtıes 15
Tımothy 15 named A co-author wıth Paul 1ın NOL needed, however, notıce that the results of
Corıinthians, Philıppians, Colossıians, Phılemon, "sımple" statıstical analysıs ATIC NOL sufficıent COIMN-
a! wıth Paul an Sılvanus 1n an Thessalon1i1- clude in favour of ınauthenticıty.
aNs, 1T MUSLT be the CAasc that Tiımothy's role ın the
cComposıtıon of the Paulınes W3AaS quıte sıgnıfıcant. The problem of theology

S$1INCE of the Pastorals AL wriıtten DYy DPaul OmMme remarks eed be made wıth I'CSPCCt the
alone Tiımothy, IT could well be the A that so-called orthodoxy of the Hırst, nowhere in
SOINC of the dıfferences between the Pastorals A7 the 15 the dıdaskalı,a 15 presented 4A5 ‘totally
the Paulınes (T be attrıbuted the fact that the closed doctrine”. 19 be SUTC the word 1S NOL wıthout
Pastorals ATC wrıtten Dy aul alone, whıle MOST of CONIENT. Ihe reference., however, could equalliy be
the Paulınes WEIC wrıtten wıth SOMIC degree of °*the Paulıne gospel’ 4A5 or1ginally preached in Ephe-
authorshı1p, partıcularly that of Timothy. .“ Other sus/Grete. Wıth I‘CSPCCt thıs possı1ıbilıty OUNCE
proposed explanatıons iınclude the possıbıilıty that pO1INtS Al interesting parallel ın the letter the
DPaul’s ımprisonment ınfiuenced hıs Jlanguage.““ Or Galatıians: S (LE the gospel) 15 sufficıently coher-
that hıs language register changed wıth age.“ Or eNnt. an consıstent that teachıngs Can be measured
that the ADAX legomena belong tradıtıional Mate- agalnst It AN! cshown be IC CT false AS Paul also
r1al. << SayS 1n Gal 6:6-  _- 1’_27 Second, the word ÖLÖKOKAÄLO

(b) Wırth regard the audıence. It 15 NOL only 15 NOT totally absent trom the so-called authentic
the author wh: 15 responsıble for the language AN! Paulıne letters (Rom 127 hırd, the LLLOTC fre-
style of jetter: the ıntended reader(s) ( All also 1LIS5E of the word dıdaskalı,a, when compared

CVEN ıf only ındırectly ınfiuence ItSs vocabu- the other Paulıne letters, 15 NOLT surprısıng when
lary and style. Ihe question arıses f these letters (OIIC remembers that, AS pointed LT above, the
WEGIE tor Tımothy an Tıtus only, 0)8 ımplıc- dıffer from the other Paulıne letters 1n that they
ıtLy for the communıtıes they worked for AS well WETC explicıtly wrıtten co-workers of DPaul It 15
Some scholars belıeve the latter be the case 4> only natural that these etters WOULU speak about
uchs, proponent of the authenticıty hypothesıs, SLÖCOKAÄLO in tormal rather than explaın-
has shown SOINC interesting dıfferences 1n ıng S theologıcal CONtTENT. Tiımothy aN! lıtus

aV ern well of the of Paull’sAaN! language between Iımothy and Jıtus. In hıs
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gospel. hus the absence of the so-called “Viıvıd thermore, the Strong focus leadershıp O€s NOT
Paulıne theology' ın these etters reqgulres expla- necessarıly reflect Jate, post-Charısmatic, of
natıon. church-development. COn the CONLFAFYV, polarısa-

How 15 the so-called orthopraxXy of the letters t10on of charısma an organısatıon leads rather
be evaluated? Do the ALtest "bourgeo1s’ char- sımplıstıc cOoNnstruction of carly church hıstory:
acter? Wıth I‘CSPCCt the word EDOEBELM (& the charısma of the orıgınal Paulıne communıtıes
nessS’) Wainwright STAateEes that IT eed NOLT SUppOrt ould AaVe dımınıshed iın favour of SOUNN hıer-
the ıdea of bourgeo1s ethıc 1n the Regard- archıcal organısatıon durıng the second an the
less of the authenticıty of the the thırd generatıion. Van Bruggen has quıte rghtly
of eusebe1ia ın the (078 NOT support chrıstlı- pointed ut the superficiality of thıs construction.°

Furthermore, MOST of the functions mentioned ınche, bürgerlıche ethıc in the 1L1LOT O€s It merely
iındıcate TE VEGTENEGETE for the established orders; urt the also ın the so-called authentic Paulıne

hıterature.instead, euseche1in exhorts the Christian Uu-

NILYy devote ıtself God 1n CVCIYV sphere of lıte.,
that both beliefs AN! behavıor dIC centered 1ın No solıd ground

Hım).*?? Furthermore, regardıng the requırements Ihe question AS whether the four argu  S
for bıshops AaN! deacons, Fee polnts OurTt that these mentioned 1n the rSt PDart of the artıcle demand

the assumptıion of inauthenticıty MUST be answeredrequırements do NOLT CADICSS dıstinctively Chrıs-
t1an Virtues tor these functions. Rather they a1mM negatıvely. Fırst, the hıstorıcal Incompatıbilıty of

the AN! Acts O€es NOLT SCETHH be the INCON-establısh 70o0d reputatıon of the church MC

agaınst outsiders.°0° trovertible fact that SOMIC regard IT be Second,
Another purported indıcatıon of late or1gın of the problem of language AaN| style, 15 complex

the 15 the so-called Gnostıic heresy of the false that statıstical analysıs alone CANNOT adequately
teachers mentioned 1ın them. Gnosticısm, however, ACCOUNTE tor It Factors connected authorshiıp CT

(078 NOT SCCIN be easıly defined *} Some scholars readershıp MaYy aVeE infAuenced the dıstinctıve
ASSHTTIG that the heresy W as proto-gnostI1c, others Jlanguage an style of these etters. For instance,
ıdentify 1T 4S pre-gnostic.““ In alıYy CASC, the Uusc of the fact that the WEIC wriıtten co-workers of
the word yvu}_0 LC (‘knowledge‘) ın A 6:20 O€es DPaul aM dıffer ın thıs regard from the HAICHE usual

CommunıItYy letter MUST NOLT be ıgnored. Thırd, theNOLT necessarıly iındıcate Gnostic heresY. Pau[l’s uUusSs«c
of the SAamıc word ın the CONTLEXT of Cor. S, for roblem of the orthodoxy ıN! "bourgeo1s’ ethıcs 88!

the 15 cClearly relatıyızed DYy the argumentatıoninstance, shows that YVOOLC had broad of
possıble meanıngs. above. Ihe al gument wıth regard Gnosticısm

Do the contaın theology that contradıcts 1n the 15 a1so NOLT CONVINCINS, L1LOT 15 the alleged
the HH E usual Paulıne theology? Ihe above cıted un-Paulıne theology. ourt. the PF’s tendency
example whereby ÖLKALOGULN 15 SCCI1 AS iırtue that toward Organısatıon wıth SLrONS FfOCuUSs ead-
has be attaıned rather than STACIOUS o1ift of ershıp 15 perfectly explicable ın term of the NAture
God 15 NOLT CONVINCINS. clear characterıistic of of these etters. It O€Ss NOT reflect post-Paulıne
Paulıine theology, namely, 15 the eschatologıcal ten- of church development AT all In short the
S10N ın whıch indıcatıve AN! ımperatıve (gıft and four argu  S do NOLT provıde solıd ground tor

the inauthenticıty hypothesıs.demand) together (e.2 Gal }) hıs applıes
fortiuorı the theme of Justificat1on. Naturally, dıf-
ferent ASDECLS l be stressed 1n dıfferent COMNTFeXTES
Ihıs (017 NOLT, however, ındıcate contradıctory the- Authenticıty: Benefits for Current

DebateOlogy.
I the ATC consıdered be authentic docu-

The problem of church development CFT Paulıne debate could benefit from
Some remarks about the alleged post-Paulıne that fact. I he perspective of authenticıty
hurch CVE. opment ın the ATC also It could provıde tor DE  2 insıghts regardıng AL least
15 undenıuable that the chow Aa tendency toward four top1Ccs. Fırst, the CAIHTCN:E 1eW 0)8! Paulıne lan-
T1 complex Oorganısatıon. hıs 15 unremark- and theology could be nuanced. Second, 1n
able however, when OTLIC consıders that the the sOoc10-hıstorical domaın L1ICW insıght could be
WL explicıtly wrıtten co-workers of aul wıth gaıned concernıng the outlook of Pauline COIMNIMU-

specıfic tasks ın the Paulıne cOomMMUNLItTIES. Fur- nıtlıes ın the late fiftıes of the TSTt T ’hırd. 1T
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tarıes by Fee Y Knight 111 (1992); MounceWOU clearly be enrichment for the study of the
Paulıne lıterature aVve three etters wrıtten 000), Johnson (2001), lownere ıther-
dırect co-workers 1n addıtiıon the MOTC COMMMON ington III (2006).
letters wriıitten communıtıes. For example, Aageson, Panul, the Pastoral Ep1s-

tLes, and the AVUY Church, (Peabody Massachusets:For theology 1ın general, the authenticıty of the Hendrickson, 2008 and the commentarıes wriıt-could be of ımportance wıth 1'CSPCCt ten Dy Brox (1969), Roloff (1988), Quinn (1990),the ONgOINg discussıon concern1ing pseudepigra- berlınner (1994), Quıinn Wacker (1 Fiore
phy wıthın the Furthermore, IT could alter 2007)the Current reconstruction of the hıstory of carly Ihıs 15 maınly due the much debated relatiıonshıp
Christianıty and of the development of ICS theo- between pseudepigraphy and anNnOonNn important
Jogıcal, ethıcal and ecclesiological thinking.“* As study ıIn the field 15 AVI| Meade’s Pseudonym-
Davıd deSılva admıts “ Debates about author- LCy and C ano0n. ccordıng €Al the A1IC

pseudonymous wrıitings. SS etters rıghtlyshıp have; 1n INanı y cırcles, effectıvely relegated the
called “Paulıne” however because attrıbution W as pr1-deutero-Paulıne epistles AN! other deemed

pseudepigraphic the margıns of theological MAarCıvy Assert1on of authorıtatıve tradıtıon the
PTOCCSS of Vergegenwärtigung of Paulıne tradıtiıon,and ethıcal INqUIrY. * 'Ihe comıng OUrT of these eıther than assert10n of lıterary Org1Ns. Davıd

fringes could also benefit Christianıty, tor example, eade, seudonymı and ;ANO0ON 5 uD1ın-
by contrıbuting ITMOTEC fully the CONCCDL of dıscı- C 1ebeck, 17221329 In hıs COM-

pleshıp and MINISELY ın the modern CONFEXT Howard Marshall also regards the A,

posthumous wrıitings: “resh formulatıons of Paulıne
eachıng take ACCOUNFTC of the changıng sıtuatıon’General Conclusion: 'CThe Authenticıty of (p 22) Agaılnst €eAl Oug!ars prefers the

the Pastoral Epistles term ‘allonymıty” above “pseudonymıty' because the
After centurıes of debate MmMaınstream theol- latter st1l] contaıns element of ıntentional deceıt

in It. ( Marshall, A Cyritical and Exegetical ( 0OM-OSV generally 4SSUNMNICS the ınauthenticıty of the
VY the Pastoral Epistles (ICC: ınburgh:However, the relatiıonshıp between pseudo- ADr Clark, E999), 7992 Ihe German study ofnym1ty and 15 vVeCLY unclear AS the ONgZOoINS Armın Baum yet another picture. Baum

dıscussıon AaN! the dıverging results in the debate ArgUuCS that antıquıty authentic documents Aat least
reveal. Furthermore the basıc argumecenNts agaınst needed be authorised Dy the PCISON thevauthenticıty ATC NOLT altogether solıd the dıstınc- attrıbuted C otherwiıse thev WEIC looked Ar 1t-
t1ve features of the Can easıly be explaıned by CLAaL Y forgerıes. og galt ın der trühen Kırche
other factors than pseudon1ımıity. ınally, the ‘old? eın nıcht VO'  - einem Apostel verfasster Apostelbrıief
perspective of authenticıty could provıde tor NCW als echt, sofern VO  - dıesem als se1ın eigenen Sch-

reiben autorisiert W äl. Aaraus folgt andererseıts,insıghts regardıng Paulıne studıes AN! theology in
dass etwa dıe Pastoralbriefe nach antıkem rteeneral.

Ihe ıteral acceptance of the author’s claım lıterarısche Fälschungen 1, WE S1E nıcht
VO  3 Paulus autorisıert, sondern Sl nach seiınembe the TIG attractıve posıtı1on, NOT AT 'Iod seınem Namen verftasst wurden. (p 935)least because IT CTEA the fewest prob- aum Argucs also that forgerıies ‘'kanonunfahılems. IThere AIC, therefore, plenty of C4SO115S5 tor (PP 95-148). ready these few examples ıllustrate

reconsıderıng the authenticıty of these un1ıque let- the complexıty of the relatıonshıp between pseude-
rTers pıgraphy and Caln mıl dıscussıon of the prob-

lem 15 NOT possıble wıthın the Iımıts of thıs artıcle
See tor example AVI1 deSiılva, Arn Introduction LO

Notes the New Testament: Context, methods and minıstry fOr-
Schleiermacher VS5 Planck. See also FEıchhorn VS MAtıon (Downers Grove: Inter Varsıty Press;
Berthold, Hug, RBohl See also Baur Baumgar- 685-689
ten. Wıeseler. See tor example (0)(0) Der Brief an 1T 1mo-

theus (EKKNI Zürich Neukırch-Vluyn: Ben-For example, Vall Bruggen, Daie geschichtliche
ınordnung der Pastoralbrıefe (Wuppert Brock- zınger Verlag/Neukırchener Verlag, DL
haus, Moessner and Reıcke, eds., Oberlıinner, IDie Pastoralbrıefe (Herders theolo-
Re-examınimmng aM Letters, the Hıstory Paulıne gischer Kommentar XI Freiburg: Herder,
OVVESPDONAENCE (Harrısburg: Trmity Press Interna- XXX1V-XXXV.
tıonal, uchs, Unerwartete Unterschiede Oberlinner, Die Pastoralbrıefe, VMXMVI11. See also
(Wuppert: Brockhaus, and the CO  11- (0)(0) Der EVSTE Brıef an Timotheus, GE
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230-32PN Harrıson, The Problem of the Pastoral Epastles Prior, Panyl the Letter-Wrıter,(Oxford: Universıity Press, In German 1t-
CTALHIe Holtzmann 15 egarded the ounder of See the remarkable thesıs of Hıtchcock about the
the statıstical analysıs. H Holtzmann, Ie Pasto- OCCUTrrTE of Latınısms the Hıtchcock,
valbrıefe, LASC; und EgETISC Behandelt (Leıipzıg: “Che Latıinıty of the Pastorals’, Exposttory Times 30

(1927-8) 347-352.Engelmann, CGrayston and erdan, “Che Authorshıp of the Mounce, Pastoral Ebpistles, CH “Bernard emphasızes
Pastoral Epistles the ıght of Statıistical Linguis- that in DPaul’s etters general the number ofunıque
t1CS,” MN 1959) Ir  TI Grayston and Herdan words increases A aul iIncreases ASC Spicq
denote the AMOUNT of non-Paulıne vocabulary Dy observes the SAaIlıc development in the agıng Plato
the letter € For the PE thev registered ('-value s and the sımılar observatıon Dy Wohlenberg
of 46 %, whereas the normal C-value of Paulıne (55) concerning Schiulle and O€ and DYy
letter varıes between 32% and 34% OTr'|! concerning akespeare.’
See tor example BroX, Die Pastoralbrıefe, 50 See Z See Ellıs, The ıng of the New Testament

Documents (BIS 59 Leıden Brıull, 327-329;also Oberlinner, Dire Pa  albrıefe, XXXVI-XXXVII.
See olter, Die Pastoralbrıefe als Paulustradı- 418-4272 for the iımplıcatıons of preforme: tradı-
t10Nn (FRLANI Göttingen: andenhoeck und t10NS for the ature of authorshıp.
uprecht, 265. 23 TIhey regard the etters based the mandata

14 See tor example: berlınner, Die Pastoralbrıefe, princıpıs known ın late ımperı1al tiımes. uchs,
Unerwartete Unterschuede, 15-16, and Johnson,XXMXVI1L1-XXXIX.‘ °Im ergleic den Gemeıinden,

dıe dıe authentischen Paulusbriefe gerichtet sınd, hat The ST An ECON: Letters IM0 96-97/ Both
dıe emeındeordnung der ast eın tadıum cholars refer the study of Wolter, Daie Pasto-
erreıicht, welches gekennzeıichnet 1St durch das 7 als Paulustradıtion (FRLANI; Göttingen:
Hervortreten verschiıedener Amtsträger‘ See Iso andenhoeck Ruprecht, 165, “Gerichtet

Brox, Iıte Pastoralbrıefe, “Zweiıftellos Z€lgt dıe Mandata Princ1p1s in der Form der dırek-
dıese Kırche Zuüge eines gegenüber dem sonstıigen ten Anrede dıe jeweıls für eınen bestimmten
Bıld der DPaulusbriefe fortgeschrıttenen Stadıums Bereich verantwortliıchen einzelnen Amtsträger, VOT

der Institutionalısıerung und Konsolıdierun allem dıe Statthalter der keiselıchen Provınzen.
Die Empfänger der Mandata hatten deren Vor-See for example erDOs (1967); Fee and

Mounce schrıften UrC. eıgene te bekanntzumachen
13 'Thıs 15 the WaYy the ubscriptuo ftound ın SOTINIC [Nanuıul- oder in Übersetzung Z publızıeren."

SCr1pts (Majorıty-text) accompanyıng the second uchs, Unerwartete Unterschiede (Bıbelwissen-
letter 1mMO 15 usually ınterpreted: 11006 Tıuö schaftlıche Monographie 12 Wuppertal: Brock-

haus,EOV UNG EOEOLWV EKKÄNOLAUG ETNLOKOTIOV TMOWTOV
25YELDOTOVNOEVTA EYPAON XO WUNG O! OEUTEPOUL See Herzer; “ bschied VO Konsens” Die Pseude-

MTAXPHEOTT) I1xvAOc KXLOCXPL WUNG NEepwvL. pıgraphie der Pastoralbriefe als Herausforderung
See tor example de Lestapıis, ENAME des Pasto- dıe neutestamentlıche Wıssenschaft” T heologısche
rales arıs Gabalda, Van ruggen, (JES- Literaturzeitung 129 (2004) 1280 See also
chichtliche Einordnung 1981); Johnson (2001) JTowner, The Letters LO and Titus (NICNIH;
Moessner anı Reıcke, Re-examımming Panyul- Letters rand Rapıds Cambrıidge: Eerdmans, SE
2001)

15 For clear QOVErVIEW of methodologiıcal problems: Ihe letter ılemon W as5 also SCNT ındıyıdual
CIrSON. ılemon, however, W d NOT co-worker ofNa Mounce, Pastoral zStLes Word Bıblıcal

Commentary 46; Nashville: Nelson, CX111- the apostle.
CXVI1. Mounce, Pastoral istles, WE

See therefore Robinson’s crıiticısm of Grayston and In thıs VGTSE Iso the word dıda,skwn (JICCUTIS

en He showed that thıs bıas hıghly iınfiuenced Besıides, Rom KL INaV be interesting tor COIMN-

theır results. Robinson, “Gravston and Herdan’s parıson. Also the eXpression T ıN ÖLÖCEN V n IV
Quantıity Formula and the‘ Authorship of the vQMELC eUun-OETeE pomnt coherent [1O1-

Pastoral istles AEDS () 282-288 matıve Chrıstian “doctrine”.
Kenny, Stylometru UAN of the New Testament 8 Waınwright, “Eusebe1a: Syncretism C onserv-

(Oxford: C'larendon Press: 100 atıve Contextualızation?” E IxvV (1993) DD
18 3()See PH Va Houwelingen, Tessalonıcenzen, DOOVT-

A
Fee, and T imothy, Titus, ES

GEZET basısonderwys (Commentaar OP het Nıeuwe See Roukema, (JNOSIS EN geloof ın het VYOCAE chrıs-
Jlestament:; Kampen Kok, 182 See 41sO tendom. en inleiding LOT de gnostiek (Zoetermeer:

Moessner and Reıcke, EAS.. Re-examming Meınema,
Panyıl Letters, the Hıstory of the Paulıne Correspond- 32 arshall, Pastoral Ebnstles, 49-50

353NCE (Harrısburg: Trinıty Press Internatıional, Bruggen, Die geschichtlıche Emordnung der
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Pastora.  € (Wuppert Brockhaus 13- Litus, 1 imothy and 0N (Downers Grove
IUllınoıs Inter Varsıty Press/Nottingham Apollos

Wiıtherington 111 Letters and Homailıes for Hellen- 23
ızed Chrıistians Vl socıo-Yhetorical commmtmy 235 DeSılva Introduction 6589 (n 16)

HISTORY FROM 'ATERNOSTE
uther Spirıtual Adviser

The Interface of Theology an Pıety Luther Devotional Wrıitings
Dennıs gıen

'Ihe al  3 of thıs book L[O untold the pastoral sıde of Luther drawıng OIl the spırıtual Insıghts he offers CO people of
hıgh and |O0W ESTATLC Hıs pastoral WTIIUNSS AU, devotional and catechectial shape and NIiCENT VeTt NOT devo1d of rich

theologıcal substance They AIC the CNXETCISES of Luther basıc callıng x theologıan O! and AT the COMHCTETIE
ıllustrations of the interface of cheology and PICTV, the tormer CINg the abıdıng PI'CSUPPOSIUOI'I f che latter Ngıen

work reveals Luther 4A5 A theologıan ot the CTOSS5 AL work the pastoral CONTEXT

T ’hıs tımely book nl help VECODET theOVa theologıcal zmportmzce of Luther for NeEW generabıon
arl TUuUeEeMAaN

Dennis Ngıen Research Protessor of Theology al Iyndale Unımyversitv College aM Sem1nary, and founder of the Centre
tor Mentorshıp anı Theological Refl eCLHON Oronto (Canada

O /} T7A 2729 MMM / BIO 09

The Westminster Confession of Faıth and the Cessatıon of Specıal
Revelatıon

The Majorıty Purıtan Vıewpoint Whether Extra-biblical Prophecy Still
Possıble

Garnet Miılne
Ihe Westminster Contession of Faıth drawn UD London the 1640s has been OC of the IN OST intluential

contessions the hIStOrV OT Reformed cheology. In the OPCHINS chapter of the Contessi0n, the dıivınes of
Westminster mplıed that the DV which God had ONMCC communıcated the dıvıne wıll CONCCININS salvatıon,

such dreams, V1S10N3NS, and the mıraculous oifts otf the Spirıt, WEeETC saıd be onger applicable. However, amnl
of rthe authors of the WCF accepted that "prophecv' continued ı111 theır UmMe, and number of them apparently

belıeved thart dısclosure of G0d’s wıl] chrough dreams and angelıc COMMUNICALI: remaıned poss1ıble Miılne
explores how the CESSATIONIST clause of WCF be read the lıght of these FaCTtSs

Garnet Mılne Iıves wıth hıs wıfe Carol 111 Wanganul N EW Zealand Before hıs retTiremMeENT he served PQSIOI' f [WO
churches 111 Walinulomata an! Wanganu1l For IHNanıV VCaIrs he W 4S the edıtor of the denomınatıonal Faıth FOCUS

978 521 2729 MM £24 QQ

Purıtan Millenni  sm
ILaterature an Theology, 1550 1682 (Revise Edıtion)

Crawtord Gribben
PDurıtan Mıllennualısm 1ILVEOVS the growth, IMPaCL and eventual decline of PUurıtan mi llennı1alısm chroughout

kngland, Scotland and Ireland. E thar ı W AS much LLNOTEC dıverse than has frequently been suggested. hıs
Paternoster edItion ı15 revised and extended TOM the orıgınal 2000

Crawtford Gribben 15 ] ecturer 111 RenaıLhssance Lıterature and C ulture Englısh and Amerıcan Studıes UnıLwvversitv of
Manchester

G 3/) ZfZZÜN 152mm / 350pp (est.) / £24 09 (est.)
Paternoster, Holdom Avenue, Bletchley, ılton eynes MK 1Q
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