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Reviısıting the Pastoral Epistles art
Peter Walhker

RESUME de Ia YU! loge Ia redaction de CEes epitres
milieu des dMNnNnees uelquem Ia m  d-

La date el auteur des TOIS epitres dites Dastorales sont rution de Paul devant Ne considerant Ia
des questions ires CONTtroversees Meme des specialistes epiıtre Timothee el epiıtre Jıte la redaction de C665
CONServateurs [ Howard Marshall dans SOM COTNT- deux ‚  tres  A  epi peut etre sItuee dans Ia eriode

de 1999 Deuvent DarvenıIır Ia conclusion de laquelle Paul quitte Ephöse el 19 Macedoine
JUC elles les sSont Dseudo- et Ilyrie de DasSseT hiver & Corinthe, SOIt de SCU-
pauliniennes et YUu elles ONT ete redigees DU Ia tembre anvier (ACc Km 19) |’examen
mMmort de ’apötre OUS PTODOSOTIS Un  (D CO  ruction complementaire Ia fois de Ia localisation geographique
possible des evenemen de Ia VIE de Pauı| avan COMNN- du miınıstere de ’apötre el du Contenu de CES lettres
l devant Neron OUS >SUSsSCTONS u peut apporte des elements YU! corroborent Celte datation.
SiTuer de [NaNlleTrTe plausible Ia redaction de chacune de Aucune des questions YJUC Pau| aborde requiert UJUC
0 lettres dans des CIrCoNsStTanCes QU! appartıennent les Eglises CONCEeeNTNEeES alent EXIStE depuis Dlus de 51X allıs
ceite eriode de VIE ans I9 seconde partıe, 11O0US raıtons des problemes hien

ans Ia 1 MNMOUS UuUNe ıneren JUE DOSEC 1a seconde epinEe Timothee

y  Hn

ZUSAMMENFASSUNG für alle Pastoralbriefe vorgeschlagen ird (1n der Miıtte
der 60er re Chr CINISE eıt nach der Verhandlung

Sowohl Datierung als auch Verfasserschaft der Vo  —_ Paulus VOT ero wollen WIT hier Teil
genannten drei ‘Pastoralbriefe (1 un Timotheusbrief Augenmerk auf Timotheus und ILUS richten | )iese
un Titusbrief) sind heilß umstrıtten Selbst konservative beiden Briefe können innerhalb des Zeitabschnitt VOTlT]

Theologen WIEC Howard Marshal|! (In SCITETN Kommentar September Chr his Januar (r entstanden
aUus dem ahr 1999 können der Schlussfolgerung SCINMN, als Paulus Ephesus verließ und UrcCc Mazedonien
kommen dass CINISEC oder alle Pastoralbriefe pseuUdo- und lyrien Z0$, bevor er den Wınter Korinth VeT-

paulinisch sind und erst CINISE eıt nach Paulus Tod rachte 'eıtere UÜberprüfung sowoh| der Geographiegeschrieben wurden des Dienstes VOoN/N Paulus als auch des WortlautesWır werden EINe mögliche
Rekonstruktion der Ereignisse | eben des Paulus darle- beider Briefe ljefert schlüssige Beweiskraft für
gen bevor VOT ero erschien Und WIT legen nahe diese rühere Datierung Schließlic verlangt keines
dass atfum un Kontext für jeden dieser dre! Briefe cehr der nliegen die Paulus anspricht dass die Gemeinde
ohl innerhalb dieses früheren Zeitfensters plausibe!l damals hereits mehr als sechs re hat In Teil
sind werden WIT UNS MmMIt den grundverschiedenen Themen

Nach kritischen Analyse des Datums das häufig Timotheusbrief befassen

‘

SUMMARY hefore ero We will suggest that date and setung for
each of these three letters Cal) VE plausibly he found

Both the dating and authorship of the three called within this earlier time-frame.
‘Pastoral| Epistles (1 and Timothy, and Itus) Adre otly In Part after critical 1EVIEW of the date often SUußcontested Fven CO scholars such d Howard gested for all three Pastoral Epistles (In the mid 60s
Marshall his 1999 Oommentary, Call conclude that SOTTIE Uiime after Paul tria|l hbefore ero OUr fOCUus will
SOTTIC OTr al| of them Adre pseudo Pauline and wrıtlten SOTITNIE he Timothy and Jıtus These letters Can he
iIime after Pau! ea We will er nossible [1- ocated the period hbetween September and
sStruction of within Paul lıfe his aPPECaAMNNS January when Paul left Ephesus and went aCros$s
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into Macedonia and lyricum before Wintering In Corinth for his early dating. Finally, MNMONMNE of the ISSUES raised DY
(Acts 20:1-3; KOom 419 Further examınation both of Paul| require the congregation {[O have existed for INOTE

the geography of Paul  /  S minıstry and of the actua! word- than SIX In Part will lo0k at the quıite ılnNeren
ISSUES associated ith Timothy.ing of these letters Wil| rovide corroborative evidence

Dating the Pastoral Epistles: Re-examining Option did aul VCLT

the three options’ leave Rome alıve?
There AN C essentially three maın Opt10ons for the ption depends Paul appearıng before Nero
atıng of the three Pastoral pistles (hereafter Al eing released that he could PDUrSuC further
1PE7 MINISTY. CTE AICc Aat least three ın IC thiıs

reconstruction Can be questioned.WCIC wrıtten DYy Paul Al SOTIIC pomnt urıng
the narratıve recounted in Acts, including hıs
per10 ofhouse Aarrest 1ın Rome, thus between a) The non-climax of Acts

Fiırst, there 15 the question of why uke O€s NOTan 62-63 mention Paul’s trial ıIn Acts After al the narratıve
WTF wrıtten by Paul at SOMNC pomnt after

the narratıve recounted iın Acts, when Paul built wıthin the book, It 15 SLraN SC that
there 15 reference at all Paul’s trial before

WAas released from Rome and able trave]l the CINPCIOL, for thıs would ave een the natural
agalın around the Aegean, thus between

an 66-6 /
clımax for that narratıve. nstead dIC given the
“open-ended’ conclusıon of Acts 28:30-31, MC

C Al WEIC wriıitten by unknown author after then leaves everal unanswered questl1ons:Paul’s OW. death d work of pseudepigra- Was Acts published In 62? (r dıd uke
phy, thus between and, SdYV, 100 .“ dıe before he could ad the NCCCSSaAL Y Chhmax /

It 111 be argued Cre that the CdSC for Option postscrıpt about Paul’s trial?
%5 Or, if the early Afe for Acts 15 questioned15 weaker than has often been supposed and that

L1CW Casc Call be made for ption Admittedly, other grounds, Was there other [CaSOIN

only handful of scholars ave pursued this line of for Luke’s OMmM1ssıon of thiıs key pomnt?
reasonIng, anı between them there dIC SOTIIC quite TIo the CXFTCHE that d1sm1ss the YSt option,
sıgnıfıcant varıations.© hıs that the precIise that1 aVe COMNNC wiıith x00d 1CASON

setting propose ere for each of the three etters for Luke’s OMI1SSION. IFS the MOST lıkely explana-
t10n for hıs overlooking this key 15 that whathas probably MNEVECT een advanced before In quite

thıs form though ıIn the CdsSc of Timothy IT wiıll happened VDAUSs In vealıty deeply antı-clımactıc that
be takıng further al idea raısed but NOT Paull’s C ASE Was being g1ven PTODCI an faır

hearıng, and/or that Paul WAas summarily executed.developed Dy Luke Timothy ohnson In hiıs COM-

mentary.“
T PUFrSUC ption S: of COUISC, NtOo b) 'Ihe likelihood of Nero’s acquittal

econdly, there 1S the key question AS how lıkelythe minefheld of such 1SSUES AdS5 Pauline hronaol- It 15 that Paul successfully stood before Nero (ADthe relhability of Acts, the possibility of iInte-
grating the Acts narratıve wiıth Paul’s letters, EF 54-68 an gained AUB! acquittal. TIhe five x00d

of Nero’s reign (described by SuetonI1ius 4Salso [UNS agalnst the tide of those who SCC the ‘golden AQC of x00d government’) had L1LOW
d indicative of ‘Jate? Pauline thought, whether

under Option Rather than wiıth those
COMNC end, wıth the VOUNS CINPCIOK becom-
Ing increasingly unpredictable A331 irascıble > SO

ISSUECS, however, 11 begin by showıing SOITIC cshould be askıngof the weaknesses inherent ın ption and then Would Paul recelve ALLY of the clemency
exXxamıne the key wıthın the those which which Sueton1us SdaVS W ads mark of Nero’s
explicitly touch COIl 1SSUES of dating an in earlier trials?
order build esh CdsSCc for ption Would Nero avVve the patıence deal wiıth
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the backlog of thus bulldıng-up OTr DPeter made hıs WdVYVS hıs allotted place of
would he keep defendants In pending LraVy glory. Paul; ON of Jealousy an SEIG.
(on ‘death-row’) ftor years? Or would he showed the WdY the prize of CENAUTAaNCE:
instead shorten the lıst wıthout Q1VINS them times he WOTC fetters, he Was ExXilled: he
anythıng iıke PTOPDCI hearıng dismissing Was stoned, he Was herald both In the EAST
them ‘un-tried’? theır execution” an In the WEST and, havıng reached the Iımıt

how would he Paul’s proclama- terma | of the WESL, he Oore testimonYy before
t1on of worldwide faıth, 110 longer merely the rulers, an departed from the world an
Jewiısh, ocused A crucihed Messiah whom Was taken Into the holy place the
Paul confessed AS the ruler of the world example Ööf endurance.
(unlıke Nero): TIo these of holy ıfe W ads gathered together

Moreover, gıven that July 18th Nero multitude of the elect. who through
savagely scapegoated Christians for the Hire theıir endurance amıd Man y indignities and
of Rome,° also ave ask how Nero rst heard because of Jealousy presented us
of thıs DICW SCCT of the °“Christians). ır thıs Was noble exampie.?
Nero’s SAVaARC them In July 6  „ how hıs last be gentle, dis-
lıkely 15 IT that he DaAaVC benign and WdYy of referring the ‘“indignities’ of thePaul aTt SOTMNC pomlnt In the PrevIOuUs Neronıuan persecution. I}S then Clement’s order
years? that DPeter and Paul WEeEIC precısely In the

For all these PCASONS, the probabilıty of Paul vanguard of that significant persecution SOTINC
eing released from Captıvıty MUST rank under 20% of the vCeLY TSt Christians dI OUSC Nero’s ANSCHFK.
aLt EeSsTt poss1ıbly much less. robably Paull?’s t_ They WEeENT rot and, tragıcally, multitude
EST hope of UCCcCcSs5 Was that his CdSCc would be dis- of the elect  7 SOOIN had tollow. No doubt Nero
mıssed wıthout PTIODCI trial though that Was
NOT what Paul haimself SCOCT1HNS MNO desired.

Was learnıng about this SCCT from other QUaL-
ters LOO, but leadıng fgures ıke DPeter and Paul

nstead the sober truth INaY ell be that Paul INaYy aVve attracted hıs attention LNOTC than MOST
indeed StOOd before Nero, as he oped, but that hus Clement strongly the Peter and
hıs brave WITNESS only irrıtated the CINDCIOL, ead- Paul WLG martyred before the fire of Rome,Ing NOLT only hıs OW execution but also NOT afterwards.
Nero’s Incıplent hostility thıs 11C MOVEMENLTL Secondly, Clement’s reference °the liımıt of
Paul’s boldness In standıng before the CMDCIOK the west’,  D though 1T 1S often d reference
thus INAaYy ell aV een the decisiıve OMENT In Paul’s achteving hıs ambıtion of preaching Christ
bringing thıs al Christian MOVEMENT Nero’s In paın (cf. Rom 15:24 reads ıIn ItSs IW CM
worried attention ıIn due LOUITISC trıggering TEXT. far INOTC naturally 4S reference Rome. For
SaVAYC Out of persecution. IS S! suddenly Clement’s wording implies that thıs Was
aVe SOMNC vVCLY go0od C4SOI1S why the author of identical wıth the place where Paul °bore test1i-
Acts might NOL aVve ncluded the expected climax INONY before the rulers and departed thıs world’

hıs things took SdVaBCc for the which Was clearly In Rome. So might better
after those ST °*tWwo years’ ofPaul being In Rome / be translated AdS Paul’s goal’ IfS Clement’s eVI1-

C) The wıtness of the Early Church dence Paul HCVEF agaln left Rome. He
had eached hıs (021Thiırdly, f ption 1S sometimes bolstered bDy Once Clement’s reference 15 In thıs lıght,appealıng the WItNESS of the Early Church, the evidence In the other anclent UUTE forneed ask Just how SLITONS the early church’s tEeS- Paul’s successfully leaving Rome begins ooktımOonYy for Paull’s acquittal 15 Here the testiımonYy quıte insecure. The Muratorian Canon, wiıth ItSsGr Clement PTIOVCS be ıtal nng 1ın

96, Clement lists examples of Christian heroes
reference Paul’s travels paın, INaYy ell be
misreading thıs reference ın (ICMENT? an the tES-persecuted because of ‘üjealousy’: tmOony of Eusebius In the later thırd CCNTUCY Call

Let us COHIC those who WEIC athletes In the ell aVve Cn inspıred by precisely the SaMıec MOTI-
days COUTr OW Ihrough Jealousy and vatıon AS motivates those today who ATC tryıng
CI the and MOST righteous pillars of find Ocation for the PE ? 1 1S NOLT based anıYythe church WEIC perseguted.:.. independent evidence, only speculatıon AS
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when Paul might ave wriıtten these three letters. explicit evidence that Paul 15 ıIn prison. Also, only
The testimonYy of the Early Church 4S what 1n Timothy O€es Paul ponder hıs OW) 1-

happened Paul after 15 beginning taın future “departüre:. Once notıice this,
sound rather °ciırcular). Moreover, the fact that begin how Timothy and Titus ave
Eusebius himself thought the Hhre WaSs ıIn different atmosphere Timothy. In these other

ettersonly weakens hıs testımonYy EVEeE more .19
Eusebius presumed that the Neronıian persecution Paul 15 free INal, iM 1It preoccuplied wıth
only goLt g0O1INg är the DET'Y en.d of Nero’s reign and hıs Wn of affaırs;
that therefore there Was long CasO11l of Nero’s ®8 he makes virtually 110 reference those
eing benign, durıng which Paul] could aVe een Prescnht wıth hım Ar the time of writing,
acquitted CVCN ıf eventually he returned Rome CXCCDL In TIr 5:15. ‘al] who AdIC wiıth 111 send
and MN martyred. But if the Hre Was indeed greetings’;
ın 64, thıs WwWIndow of Opportunity 15 educed and his focus 15 ON the recıplents an the
almost nıl Was there really ‘honeymoon’ challenges facıng them, unlike Timothy
per10 of Neronian favour throughout 62-64, where Paul 1S INOTC self-absorbed.
0)8 Was that instead (as 15 far LMNOTC lıkely) the per10 thıs that Priorl Murphy ()’Connorduring which Nero rst discovered thıs pestilentia WEeEeTIC COTTEEGL Timothy from the otherthreat hıs empiıre? Pastorals.!® Indeed, turther thought, 1T 1S intrın-OSse who favour Option thus AVe SOMNC

significant quest1Ons ANISWELTL. ] I Obviously IT sically unlikely that [W.:  C etters addressed the
Saı indıvıdual would ave eecn wrıtten close ınll remaın popular wiıth those who A C War V of time 11C another and IT 15 HK lıkely that theyption ©: an 15 naturally the preferred option of

the VasTt mMaJorıty of CONservatıve OMMENTLATOFS
AT € wriıtten ıIn dıifferent>Occasıoned by dıf-
ferent Ccıircumstances. We ll etfurn Timothywho seck defend tradıtional Pauline authorship in Art I1 an for 1O focus JIl Tımothy anof the Pastorals. Yet OINC O€Ss wonder ıf thıs 15 HOF 1ıtus

Casece of “specılal pleading’, postulating -
Cnt unknown peri10d Into which the Pastorals’ ref- b) Paul’s Journey from Macedonia

Paul’s continued minıstry around the Corinth V1 yrıcumAegean Can be placed. For, aASs aVe SCCH, there
15 irm independent evidence for that mMInNIStrY. Titus 1:5 that that L1ıtus 15 1n Grete:

Timothy 1:3 that Timothy 15 In Ephesus. BothOn the a  > there 15 STIrONg lıkelihood that
NCN ave ecn g1ven ımportant assıgnments DyPaul HVr left Nero’s Rome alıve. Paul Litus Z an Timothy 23:14 clearly
indicate that Paul 15 travelling freely. (These ATIC NOT

Reappraising Option "prıson epistles’ but A about them something of
the JOY of the OPCH road’.) In Timothy Paul 15hıs sSiıtuation cshould then at the VerYy least CI1COUT-

dBC N reconsıder the viability of ption We St1 considering returnıng Ephesus iın the
ll highlight the thirteen key 1ın the future, whereas In Tıtus hıs future ıtınerary has

become LNOTC fixed, wıth hıs decision wınter InIC AIC ıIn SOMNIC WdY indicative of either t1m:
place an IC ALE listed In the endnote.!* ese Nicopolıis (see urther elow) hıs might indıcate

arc LNOTC lıkely yield rehable information that, ofthe LW Timothy Was the YTSt be WTIT-
about the Sıitz IM en of the etters than hypo- ten NOLT long after Paul left Ephesus

But where exactly 15 Paul AT the time of writing?thetical reconstructions 1900 after the
TOmM their CXCSZESIS C all In fact gaın SOMNMNC SOI 24hs he has SCT OULTL Journey from
evidence which CT the historical Ephesus Z01INg north-westwards Into “‘Macedon1ia’;
Situation. IT implıes that he MI Timothy äl SOTINC pomnt In

Macedonia which 1S when he instructed hım,
a) The different setting of Timothy effectively, take N1S place ın Ephesus hus Paul:

Ihe IrSt point CINCISC from focusing these himself Comıng from Ephesus, had IET Timothy
1S that Timothy stands OuUTt from the other In Macedonia A despatched 1m back where
etters In everal Not only O€s He} Paul. had Just COMNIC trom

It contaın LNOTEC f these “historical-sounding’ N1S matches ell wiıth the In Acts
5 but also IT 1S only in Timothy that find and In Acts 19:27) the author speaks of
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Paul eginnıng make hıs travel plans from unreasonable. After allı It Was essenti1al that Paul
Ephesus V1a Macedonia an Achaia CI would NOT Jerusalem wıth the church In
Jerusalem, but TrSTt sending “Iımothy and Erastus Corinth ın disarray. So he MaV ave judged that
INntOo Macedonia’ ahead of hım lıttle jater; after he himself MUST VISIt Corinth first, spending INOTC

than passıng visıt;> that rushed VISItthe rot ıIn Ephesus, Paul himself SCETS OUTt °“tor
Macedonnia/’. Tiımothy would then SUgSCSL Jerusalem urıng the saılıng months of
that they indeed ITHNCE ıIn Macedonia (perhaps Wds$s strategically HACHTE risky than waltıng for the
ıIn Philıppi Ü( Thessalonica) an that Paul ought ollowıng VCal by which time the Ss1tuatıon ın
IT est deploy Timothy back ın Ephesus. (T’hıs Corinth should hopefully ave settled OWN hıs
INaYy (91. INaYy NOT ar een Paull’s original inten- elay also DaVC Paul time CNSASZC afresh ın what
t10N, when IrsSt sending Timothy ahead NtOo he SCCI115 Q enjoyed MOST “cutting-edge’

M1SS1ON, pushing ACTOSS NCW frontiers rather thanMacedonıia.)
So there 15 prıma ACLE Casc that Timothy endlessly sorting OUuUTt the tiresome "management

wrıtten OM what 10 know 4S Paull’s °thırd 1ssues’ of churches.
M1SS1ONALY Journey’, aTt SOMNIC point hıs Journey Paul Wads5, In thıs IMNOTC “tinerant D1O-

SCnr  } than ‘settled pastor”. hıs ploneering spırıtfrom Ephesus V1a Macedonia Greece. In Acts
thıs part ofPaul’s Journey 1S described In unusually CA  —_ be SCECH In Romans 15172720 where he speaks

of hıs desıire “‘preach the gospel where Christ
WAas NOT known)’? an iıllustrates thıs DYy referringAfter the UuDIOaL ceased, Paul tor the dis-

ciples, and after encouraging . them, he sa1d hıs MISSIONATY work “{rom Jerusalem all the WdY
farewell an departed for Macedonına. When he round Ilyrıcum”. At thıs pomint 1n hıs MINISTTY,

Paul SCCS5 Illyrıcum AdS the furthest WEST he has SONChad through those reg10Ns an had gıven the place furthest removed from Jerusalem ın thethem much ENCOUFASCMECNL, he Canlc (3regce; EAST when then ask how when Paul hadwhere he stayed three months Acts 1-3 SOoL Illyrıcum, the ANSWCT 15 reasonably clear
It 15 4S though the author either O€es OT NOW presumably the pPreviOus VCal 56), hıs WdYthe Au1] details ofPaul’s ıtınerary OTr else 15 In SCHITIE.- round from Macedonia orinth
thing of hurry skıp Ver thıs section In order In order VISIT Ilyriıcum, Paul would aVe had

describe the INOTC significant Journey travel westwards along the Vıa kgnatıla, NOT
Jerusalem (already g1ven 4S the xoal Journey turnıng off V1a Berea, AS ıIn Acts hıs second
in 19:22 TIhe effect of thıs 1S, of COUTSC, tirun- M1SS1ONArY journey. On that OCCasıon he had
Cate In the mınd of the reader the actual length een fleeing ın haste from Thessalonica, Berea
of time that Paul Was ın c  those reg10ns’. One 1S W as Aall e place off the maın road (described Dy
empted PICSUMC that Paul kept MOVINg T Cicero precisely ıIn such 4S °“off the beaten
steady DaACC, CL Jerusalem. But the traäck)-® hıs time Paul Was able choose hıs
chronology adopted Dy Bruce an Wiıtherington, OW r  „ which BAVC hım the YrSt Oopportunıity
an developed In LLI1OITIC detail Dy Rıesner, In nearly four (sıince hıs arrıval ıIn Ephesus)
that this “‘unknown)’ peri10d of Paull’s travels INaYy preach in unchartered terrıtory.
In fact ave lasted SOTINC months.!* ese Whether he eached the port of Dyrrachium
scholars AVE Paul leavıng Ephesus SOMIC tiıme ıIn from where there WEeETC regular boats ACTOSS
the aULuUumMnN of 55 and NOT arrıyıng ıIn Corinth Brundisium and Rome, ll HC VEr know.
until December OLr January Paul Certamnly, however, he would aVve MeTt INallıy
then spends hıs *three months’ In orınth WTIt- people the Vıa Egnatıa who WEeTIC travelling
Ing Romans, before attempting SCET saı] for and from Rome. hıs would then be SCAasSOI
Jerusalem from Cenchrea (presumably after In which Paul’s desire VISIT Rome would ANC
the of the sailıng CaSON In March 57 intensihned and crystallised (as hınted In Romans

hıs SdD ıIn OUr knowledge of Paull’s travels 1:13 and 1525 Yet because f the urgent SITU-
should NOT us It 1$ clear that the author at10n In Corinth an hıs commıtment the
of Acts has skipped VeCr much materı1al and that Jerusalem collection, he would aV had turn
the chronology of the EVENTS he describes speeds hıs DAZC AWdYV from the western horizon and turn

and slows OWN considerably ıIn dıifferent south
of hıs Nor 15 thıs elay ıIn TOom Illyrıcum Paul’s obvıous OWN

Paul’s Z01Ng Jerusalem wıth the collection Corinth Was NOT V1a the eAaSsStTern seaboard, but
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rather by ItfSs ESLETN So the INalıy INAaDS of patched’, ‘deployed’ “assıgned’; SOMNC fur-
Paul’s travels that SUggECSL he travelled down the ther and K the word 45 havıng the notion of
Aegean ATIC probably In Qr thıs pomnt. appomting ofhicıal deputy ın nNEeE:s  z stead.*! SO
4O repCal, Paul lıked CHt 11C ground, rarely the focus of the word INaYy be the author-
travelling the Samnıc WaYVY twıice. Confirmation that LL of the OC QIVINS the instruct1Oons, NOLT much
Paul travelled OWN the Adriatic 15 found In their precIise geographical locatıon ar the time
all intrıguuıng place; namely Titus 3: 1  N For In thıs of ISSUINg those instructlons. In other words,

Paul indıicates how he WAanTts Titus FCIN- absentee INANASCI could requıre subordinate
dezvous wıth hım In Niıcopolis. ere WEeIC everal MO somewhere 0)8! hıs behalf VeEMAaLN somewhere
CIt1es of thıs In the ancılıent world, but FECEHN: for further per10d of work. hıs readıng of the
commentarıes that the only contender for verb Was developed Dy Robinson:
thıs reference ın Titus 15 the Nıcopolıs ıIn ‘Epirus’
(the later Oome of Eplctetus): hıs turns OuUtL

It 15 assumed that “r left? (apelıpon) MUST ımply
that Paul himself Was presecnt. But Paul 15be roughly half WdY OWN the coastlıne of speakıng ın these etters VCELY much 4S the direc-Greece: NOT far from modern orfu LOr of operati1ons wiıth “responsıibility” for* Revisiting the Pastoral Epistles *  rather by its western coast. So the many maps of  patched’, ‘deployed’ or ‘assigned’; some go fur-  Paul’s travels that suggest he travelled down the  ther and see the word as having the notion of  Aegean coast are probably in error at this point.  appointing an official deputy in one’s stead.?! So  To repeat, Paul liked to cut new ground, rarely  the focus of the word may be more on the author-  travelling the same way twice. Confirmation that  ity of the one giving the instructions, not so much  Paul travelled down the Adriatic coast is found in  on their precise geographical Zocation at the time  an intriguing place, namely Titus 3:12. For in this  of issuing those instructions. In other words, an  verse Paul indicates how he wants Titus to ren-  absentee manager could require a subordinate £o  dezvous with him in Nicopolis. There were several  40 somewhere on his behalf or to remain somewhere  cities of this name in the ancient world, but recent  for a further period of work. This reading of the  commentaries agree that the only contender for  verb was developed by Robinson:  this reference in Titus is the Nicopolis in ‘Epirus’  (the later home of Epictetus).!” This turns out to  It is assumed that ‘I left’ (apelipon) must imply  that Paul himself was present. ... But / Paul is  be roughly half way down the western coastline of  speaking in these letters very much as the direc-  Greece, not far from modern Corfu.  tor of operations with “responsibility” for ... “all  On -this=,reconstructien; \ then, :Paulk:. writes  Titus either from western Macedonia or (more  the congregations’ (cf. 2 Cor. 11:28). He is like  a general reporting on the movements of his  likely) from Illyricum and suggests to Titus that  commanders in the field (cf. 2 Tim. 2:4) or the  they meet at a point which is en route between  himself and Corinth. If so, Titus may well have  head of a missionary society giving news of his  staff:  had the greater distance to travel, though much  Thus the verse in Titus is better rendered, ‘the  of it was by sea, yet this was not an outrageous  request. In practice, however, Paul seems to have  reason I assigned you to Crete’ or (more prob-  got to Nicopolis ahead of his own schedule and  ably) ‘the reason I asked you to stay on a bit longer  in Crete’.?®® On this reading Paul is not writing  thus decided to press on down the coast towards  Corinth, where he seems to have wintered instead  after a visit of his to Crete but is simply want-  (accerding to Acts 20:3):!®  ing to bring the congregations planted there into  good order through the agency of Titus; and he  c) Paul himself: recently in Crete?  is issuing orders from the position of the one who  One of the chief reasons, however, why this dating  is overseeing the whole Gospel operation around  for Titus is overlooked by advocates of Options  the Aegean, deploying his ‘Pauline mission team’  B and C has to do with Titus 1:5: ‘this is why I  in the ways he thinks best.  left (apelipon) you in Crete’. This is almost invari-  ably interpreted to mean that Paul himself had  d) Conclusion  been in Crete and was thus ‘waving goodbye’ to  These five texts from 1 Timothy and Titus thus  Titus as he left the island. This then leads to much  offer us a credible Sitz ım Leben for 1 Timothy  questioning as to how such a visit by Paul can be  and Titus: Paul is on his third missionary jour-  squared, if at all, with Acts.!* Many presume that  ney, travelling round from Ephesus to Corinth  a missionary offensive to Crete would surely have  via Macedonia and Illyricum. 1 Timothy is writ-  been mentioned by Luke in his account of Paul’s  ten first, while Paul is still unsure of his precise  travels, so it cannot have taken place at any point  travel plans (1 Tim 3:14); Titus a little later, when  covered during his narrative. They also have their  he knows he is now.coming to Corinth along the  doubts (unnecessarily) about how Paul might have  Adriatie coast:(Tit‘3:12).  squeezed in a visit to Crete during the period of  his Ephesian ministry (AD 52-55; Acts 19).?° As a  result, they discard Option A on the assumption  4. Further clues: Timothy’s age and  Crete’s location  that the only time Paul could have got to Crete is  after his release from Rome (i.e. as in Option B).  Both letters also contain some extra clues, pecu-  All such questions, however, are beside the  liar to that particular letter, which would suggest  point if the Greek word apelipon does not entail  an early date — at some point during the 50s AD.  those who do the “leaving’ actually having to  In 1 Timothy the clue comes from reflecting on  be there themselves. Marshall in his commentary  Timothy’s age, in Titus from reflecting on the  highlights that the verb might be translated ‘des-  geography of Crete.  EIT 21179‘al](In thıs reconstruction, then, Paul wrıtes

Titus eiıther from Western Macedonia OT (more the Congregations’ (EF: Cor 11269 He 15 iıke
general reporting the MOVEMENT: of N1Sslıkely) from Ilyrıcum and Titus that commanders In the held (cE 1ım 2 OTr thethey MeeTlt : pomnt which 1S between

himself an Corinth I$£: > Titus MaYy well ave head of M1SSIONArY sOCIety QIVINS CWS of hıs
ostaff 22had the greater distance travel, though much
hus the in Litus 1S better rendered, °theof It WasSs by 5SCd, yeL thıs Was NOT OUuLragecOUS

FrCQUECSL. In practice, however, Paul DE TCason assıgned YOU Crete’ OTr (more prob-
ZOL Niıcopolıis ahead of hıs (OW) schedule an ably) °the [CaAaSONMN 2VOU STaY ON bıt longer

In COrete? *$ COn thıs readıng Paul 1$ HOL wrıtingthus decided OWN the towards
Corinth, where he AaVve wıntered instead after VISIT of hıs Crete but 15 Sımply WAantTt-

(according Acts 20:3 Ing bring the cCongregations planted there IntoOo
x0o0d order through the ABCHNCY of Titus; and he

C) Paul himself: recently Crete? 1S ISSUINg orders from the posıtion of the Ea wh.
One of the chief FCaSONS, however, why thıs atıng 1S oversee1ıng the Ole Gospel operatıon around
for Titus 15 overlooked Dy advocates of Uptions the Aegean, deploying hıs “Pauline MI1SSION team)’

and has do wıth 41tus 1:5 °thıs 15 why 1ın the WaVS he thinks est
left (apelıpon) VOU In Crete’). hıs 15 almost 1nvarı-
ably interpreted 111Cal that aul hımself had d) Conclusion
been In Cirvete and Was thus "Wavıng goodbye DA Hive BEXTS from Timothy an TLitus thus
Jıtus d he left the island hıs then eCA much er us credible 112 ım Leben for Timothy
questioniıng A4S how such VISIT DYy Paul Cal be and Titus: Paul 15 hıs third M1SS1ONAarYy Jour-
squared, ıf AT al wıth Acts.?” Many PDICSUMC that 1ICY, travelling round from Ephesus Corinth

M1SSIONArY offensive Crete would surely ave V1a Macedonia an Ilyrıcum. Timothy 15 WTrIt-
een mentioned by Luke In hıs ACCOUNT of Paul’s ten first, ıle Paul 15 still UNSUTC of hıs precIise
travels, IT AVEC taken place at AallıYy pomnt trave]l plans (1 I1ım 3:14); Iıtus lıttle later, when
covered during hıs narratıve. They also QAVe theır he knows he 15 cComıng Corinth along the
doubts (unnecessarily) about how Paul might aVe Adriatic ( Lit 5:12)
squeezed ıIn VISIt Crete during the per10d of
his Ephesian MiNIStry 52:55: Acts 1 )20
result, they discard Uption ON the assumptıion Further clues: Timothy’s ADC an

Crete’s locationthat the only time Paul COUu aVe gZOoL Crete 15
after his release from Rome (LE AS In Option B) Both etters also contaın SOIINC CIuES, PCCU-

such questi1Ons, however, AIC beside the 1a7r that partıcular Jetter; MC would SUSSCSLT
point f the Greek word apelıpon O€s NOLT entaıl Al early ate Qr SOMC point during the 50s
those wh; do the ‘Jeaving’ actually havınga In Timothy the clue from reflecting 0)8|
he there themselves. arsha 1n hıs COMMECNTALr Timothy’s dABC, ın Litus from reflecting ON the
highlights that the verb might be translated ‘des- geography of Crete
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a) Timothy’s ADC and vulnerability AS he currently intends (1 1ım 3:14) In which
In Timothy AD Timothy 15 described AS Casec Timothy reads VCrY naturally d letter of
‘young”. If Timothy AN ın N1S ate teeNSs when ENCOUTASCMCNLT OMMCONC who 1S about take
he TST joined Paul and Sılas back In 50 (Acts ON hıis rSt extended “pastoral Ccharge lIen

later Timothy WOU be far TNOITIC experienced A16:1-4), then In he would be than
S perhaps less. er ption (if Timothy leading DastLOr, rendering Paull’s Comparatıvely
WEIC wriıtten In 63), he would av turned sımple advice less NCCCSSAT Y.

BYy OUr modern standards might stil] thınk b) The Island of Crete: Pauline priorityof that AS ‘young’, but In the Fr CCNLUF V, when
AaNVONC VEr could be consıdered the In the GCdSC ofLitus the distinctive pomnter Oowards
adjective might NOT aVe een appropriate. an early ate from looking Ar Map of the

Mediterranean and reflecting Crete’s distinc-Moreover, ıf Timothy Was ndeed In hıs m1d- t1ve geographical locatıon. Ihe book of Acts antwenties, Can understand better why Paul
would fee] the need bolster hıs assıstant’s pOSI- Paul’s other eiters (especially Romans an 1  >
t10N wıth al extended letter In the form öf: NUanN-

wrıtten from Corinth ın early 57) clearly show
how Paul Wds>s pursumg chosen PFOgFamm e ofAta princıpis instructions from the absent

leader. Timothy has en d believer tor OT evangelısm In westward direction: from Antıioch
eight an had started working tor Paul SOMNC Cyprus, Galatıa, the egean, Illyrıcum,

Rome an (so he oped) Spaın. He also SA  S IT ASSIX VCar before, whereas by 63, all these per1- hıs particular calling 4A5 ploneer M1SSIONArYyods of time ave doubled en consıder the
INanıYy favourable things Paul wrIıtes about Timothy preach the Gospel In where 1T had NOT ycLr

en heard (Rom 15:20In Philıppilans Z19-24), an the fact that Timothy Thus, when Paul arrıved ıIn Ephesus In lateco-authors both Colossians and Philemon (Col
1 Philem K ONC would ASSUNMNNIC that Dy the Acts 18:19-:21); hıs 0al would aVe ecn
YCal 63 Tımothy would NOT eed the leve]l of INOTC than sımply establısh Christian PICS-

1n Ephesus. Yes; thıs W ds$s Vitally importantSUuppOrL which he 1S offered PTE In Timothy. CIty In ItfSs right and, YCS, if the Gospel spreadFurther conhtirmatıion of thıs point Cal also be
found ıIn the grecater length of Tımothy when OUL from ere Into the proviınce of Asıa (as 1T dıd

rough people iıke Epaphras when he returnedcompared wıth ıms Why O€Ss Paul gIve Timothy Colosse; SCC Col an Acts 19:20%% thıs wouldalmost double the AIMOUNT of advıce that he Q1VES Al In the geographical gap caused by the Spirıt’sJTitus? XEeS: this might perhaps be because Paul
has himself only recently from Ephesus Aarli prompting LW earlıer Acts K6:7) Yet there

Was another lacuna that had be filled ın thısknows SOTMNNC of the dıfhculties there AF YTST hand’ westward progression: CreteHowever, It 15 INOIC lıkely that Paul reCOSNISES that
Timothy 1S partiıcularly vulnerable In Ephesus and

As large sland In the Mediterranean, Cirete
Was siımılar Cyprus. Cyprus, however, had eccnknows that he needs much moral SUPPOTFT. evangelised Dy Paul S1X before (Acts 13) andhıs would then chime ın ell wıth what Cal Was OW safely under the oversight of Barnabasolean from Paul’s etters (örınth which SUuS- and Mark (Acts CSrete: by CONTraSt, W dsSs

DZCSLT that Timothy’s VISIT Was probably NOT nearly “unreached’ an Was al obvıous target for Paul’s
4S successful 4S JTıtus’ (see GBr 16:16:11 and M1SS1ONArY STTaTeSY. It he Was lover of frontiers(207 (öl) It Tımothy has had paınful eXper- AYEl ‘pushıing the boundaries’, then It would be
CcE ıIn Corinth al SOMMC pomnt In the PreviIOus unwIse leave It unvısıted for long Admittedly
V  ‘9 1T WOU make perfect for Paul wrıte Crete Was further from the maınland than yprus,lengthy letter such AS Timothy his but IT W ds NOT rısky destination for travellers.
protege In order help 1m wıth the daunting Indeed, according Hemer’s careful analysıs,assıgnment In Ephesus. Timothy might ell ave vessels returnıng taly from Asıa Mıiınor saılıngeen In fear an trembling Aat thiıs 1L1CW responsibil- Into the prevaılıng westerly breezes) sed Cirete
ItYy. Paul’s CATC makes compelling AS steppıng-stone because IT Was safe an COIMN-

Moreover, Timothy’s VISIt Corinth INaYy venlent.“* thıs CHhat' during hıs time In
ave been intentionally short; thıs assıgnment Ephesus, Paul and hıs LE AIn would ave discussed
Ephesus 1S HOTE open-ende an COUu last for the ıImportance 11CEC the saılıng SCASON opened
SUOTMINC time if Paul 15 NOT able CL back 4S SOOIMN In APC of settng OULT for SOMNC ummer-time
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1SS1ON In Crete which he left Litus behind the island for the
Paul’s Ephesıan MiNIstry lasted three VCars Acts wınter? Or W ds It wrıtten from Ephesus ıIn

19:1 20016 from ate AULUmMN SO 89 when Tiıtus had SONC back (without Paul)
there AI C three possible for thıs VISIT for further VISIt?

C(irete the ummers of 53 an 55 We CAaNNOTL ese Options for Paul havıng wrıtten Iıtus
tell which of these Was the OCCAasıon tor Paul’s rst whıiılst In Ephesus ATC both attractıve; especlally
Vislt, but there 15 [CASONMN why he might NOT avVve the former, SINCE IT allows the understandıng of
taken the PSt Oopportunıity (L© 55 eNcCOouUragıng apelıpon which SOIMNC, d S>ı W, find preferable.
hıs colleagues make refurn VISItS in the subse- However, ONC kevy FEXt speaks strongly agalnst

UIMNMMEISs The fact that uke O€s NOT THCH- thiıs ‘Ephesian’ orıgın of the Jetter; namely Titus
a(0)8) Paul CVCT leaving Ephesus during thıs tiıme 15 3:1  N Here Paul expressiy talks about plannıng

problem Luke clearly OMItSs detaıls “‘wınter) iın Nicopolis the WEST of the
In hıs broad OVEerVIEW„for example, Greek maıinland. hıs would be Strange SUSSCS-
know that Paul saıled ACTOSS Corinth during thıs tıon f Paul Was still In Ephesus when he
period, probably ıIn OT 55 (see Cor Z these words. They would requıre leve] of assured
On the CONTrAar V, there 15 lıkelihood that, planning ın hıs travels that Was quıte impossible
whıiılst keeping Ephesus AS hıs wınter headquarters, ın the rst GCENLUTY. “ If he Was In Ephesus Al the
Paul sed each of those UMNIMNECIS be involved In me of wrıting, Paul would TMNOTC probably VE
fresh M1SS1IONArY aCt1VIty OTr FreVISIt churches in suggested Corinth ASs rendezvous point. nstead
the Aegean reg10n. Crete an Corinth would be the suggestion of Nicopolis makes (as
the Oobvıous candıdates, but SOTIC of the argued above) 1f Paul 15 In Macedonia ()E yrıcum,
smaller islands In the Aegean might also ave een such that Nicopolıis rCPrESCHNLS sultable “mi1d-
In hıs sıghts. way-point’ between Paul’s locatiıon aTt the time of

By the time Paul wrıtes Romans ın E he wrıting and Titus In Crete
clearly SCS the Aegean an indeed Illyrıcum SO contend that Jıtus WAaS indeed wriıtten Dy
the north 4S effectively "Covered : hıs sights arc Paul after he had left Ephesus, between late 55
110 vet further westwards, towards Rome and an the SUMMNMECTr of 56;„ that thıs made
Spaın (Rom 15:23-24). In the lıght of thıs, IT 1S emınent S SINCE Paul’s team WOU already
hard imagıne that the Pauline M1SSIONArY team ave ecen al work In Cirete ın the SInCEe
had NOT yeLt visıted Crete leaving 1T AN) projJect Paul’s ST VISIT E: PrevIOuUs.
for later Or for other non-Paulıine VISIt
instead. So the ıdea that Paul did NOT make hıs rst d) More precise atıng the imited SUINIMNET

VISITt Crete untiıl the m1id-60s, dea commonly sailıng SC4A4SON 56)
held Dy those who favour ption 15 unlikely. In faGt, 11ICC thiıs 15 granted, dIC able be CVCI
Thiıs miıstaken iıdea 1S ase  ö the 11C hand, LNOTC precıise about the tımıng. Fırst, there 15 the
the siılence Of Acts: and, the other, 0)8! ignorıng evidence of CorinthiansI which indı-
both the travel c  map of the Mediterranean ın the that Paul cComing from Ephesus) HECESS-
first CCNTUFY an Paul’s OW) clearly-stated 1SS1ON- fully InNeTl wıth Tıtus comıing from Corinth)

in Macedonia ın the autfumn of 55 Iıtus Wasar V SLFaLeRY.
then back DYy Paul Corinth (2 Cor Nl

C) Wrıitten before after leaving Ephesus in 18), almost certamly wıth Instructions Proceeca.
autfumn 55? f CIrCumstances permitted, ON Crete the fol-

Returning the letter Tıtus, therefore, Call lowing spring 0)8 summer.*® Because of the saıl-
SdV that there 1S problem about ItSs being written Ing SCAaSOIN, Cal be SUTC that Tıtus ave
In the 50s because Paul an Titus had proba- eached Cirete untiıl the end of 25C Aat
Diy visıted IT The instead needs take the earliest.
different focus. If Crete Was indeed visıted by Paul SO ‘ ıtus has een gıven SUTMMNMMECT assıgnment ıIn
and hıs team HE SOMNIC point(s) during 53 55, Crete: but he ll eed NOW for SUTC whether
the question becomes: should the etter’s dating Paul hım STaVY the iısland through the

wıinter ofAD hıs could WE be 11Calso be connected those SAamMlıc years: In other
words, did Paul wrıte Titus from Ephesus? For brute necessitlies Causıng Paul wrıte his letter:
example, W ds$ It wrıtten when Paul himself had Tiıtus 15 stranded island A needs be told
returned Ephesus from mI1ssıon Crete after whart do next! SO Tıtus DA 15 Al absolutely

ET 2727 17



PETER WALKER

vital pIeCcEe of informatıon for Litus Note, how. aV expressed hıs preference that Tiıtus should
CVCE; that he 15 NOT requested leave Crete make INOTC than passıng VISIt Just [WO weeks?)
S0071 he VECELDES the letter. Paul (himself 1L1LOW In Crete but that he STaVy there for reasonable

Macedonia OTr Ilyricum) intends send length f time three SIX months). He Was
Artemas C()I: Tychichus OWN Girete: when they indeed SIVINS hıim (as ave Just seen) all aSSIEN-
arrıve, that wıll be the sıgnal for Litus leave MmMentTt that lasted the Ole UMMMEN. hıs prefer-
the sland before the winter.“/ Indeed the letter CII could then be precisely what Paul 15 alluding
would, paradoxically, become fairly useless ıf Iıtus iın Titus °the ITCason left VOU in Crete  ?

supposed abandon Crete immediately: all Ihe force of thıs might therefore be rendered as
Paul’s instructi1ons about the iımportant work that as discussed, the ITCason BAaVC VOUu this aSSIeN-
Liıtus himself still needs do In Crete would be MeEeNnNnT STaV for everal months 1ın Crete  9
TOO late! So thıs implıes that the letter Was safely SO OC of the 1[CaSOIlS Paul SC5 the language of
received several months before the end of the saıl- ‘Jeaving’ rather than, SaV, ‘sending’) 15 sımply that
Ing SC4SOIM (LE presumably later than uly he underlines that thıs 15 NOT quick-fire operatıon

Meanwhıiıle, the letter iıtself could NOT ave but ll requiıre time Titus has NOT Just een c  sent
reached the iısland f Crete till the SPMNg; and IT Crete: he has een there ftor the whole
indeed probably arrıved SOMINC lıttle time after Litus SUMMMEN. when the cCourlers arrıved wıth the
hımself had ZOL there. After all, ıf there had een letter, they would aVEe confirmed orally that Paul

NEeCESSILY in Paul contacting Tıtus before he had indeed NOLT changed hıs miınd, su  enly requir-
left from Corinth for Grete: the letter would ave Ing hım drop everything an leave. So, when
ecCcn SCNT oriınth nstead Paul writes without readıng these words, Titus would also aVe Can
real UrSCcCHNCY ON the assumption that Titus has, AdS5 Paul sayıng: “CThe 1CaSONMN askıng VOU STAaV
planned, successfully eached Crete and begun the lıttle biıt longer. Or. d might Sd V, °As
task agreed, YOU AVEe goL important work do!?

Conceivably, of COUTSC, Paul might ave
received ral confirmation of thıs (that Titus OL
In Oat Corinth) before he Dut PCH The 1SSsUueSs faced by 1Cc congregations
PapcrI; concelvably LOO he had Ar SOMNIC rCDOFrT
of how Ings WCEIC Z01INg for hım ıIn Crete If 5! a) 'Ihe evidence 'Litus
the letter would AaVt CCn received somewhat The above reconstruction that Paul WasSs

later during Tıtus’ STaV Crete Yet both of these wrıiting dl experienced Christian ( Titus had
ATIC quıte problematic o1ven that Paul W as on the en believer S$INCE al least 46; SCC Gal Atale)
MOVe’, pursumg ıtınerant minıstry ıIn Ilyrıcum. who Was In charge of number of church CONSIC-
Neıither of them 15 strictly NCCCSSAL V for Paul’s gyat10ns Grete; the oldest of which would aVe
COMMENTS about problems In the Cretan CONSIC- been in exIistence for MAXLILUMUM of three Are
gyat1Oons ATIC quıte gener1C an INaYy reflect knowl- there alıy further indications In the letter that thıs
edge of earlier VISItS by Paul himself or others ıIn hıs 1S Correct” Here AICc beginning ILNOVE from
cırcle. 5o, INOTC probably, the letter W as received solıid historical pointers wıithin the letter OUur
In the TrSt few months after JTiıtus? arrıval during Wn reconstruction of what Was possible In the ıfe
the early ummer of (Aprıl June hıs of the early church; the EeSst should hope for 15
would also make emınent SINCE, A noted that there dIC 110 clear indications.
above, the value of the letter (in reminding Tıtus ere 15 paradox eGre OSE who DUIrSUC
about hıs ask In rete) would progressively depre- UOption an INSISt that Paul 15 writing Titus
cClate the 2CATET IT goL Tıtus NCCCSSAL V departure ımmediately after RC Paul: has left Crete after
In the autumn his fırst VISIt the iısland ATC thereby cCommıt-

ted sayıng that there AIC 110 Congregatiıons 1ın
e) “The 1cC1aSsSon left yOou...” Crete which aArc IMOTC than IX months old (the

Ifthe above sCeNAarı0 an dating AI C COFFCCE: WC Cal axımum length of anı y VIsSIt Paul would make
reflect In INOTC detail Paul’s opening words in island ).“* hıs might be possible, but IT O€Ss
ıtus TLitus 15 110 Crete because of COMN- NOT allow anı Yy tiıme for SOTINC of the problems
versatıon he had wıth Paul the PreviOus aUTUMN which Paul refers (1n quıite strıdent terms) aMe
Clearly theır ral CONnversatıon needed ENVIS- developed In hıs absence. An interval of (3
dSC everal ScCeNAr10s. Yet in ONC of these Paul INaYy three V'  > during which time OLE Ciretans had
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manıiıfested deceitful behavıour and caused (  0-1  > 3:9-11; c£. 3-5; Acts 15:1)
divisıons in the CONgregations, would help oI1VvE IThe of older INC  ; and In
Paul’s SOIMNC foundation an Justifica- the congregatıon (Z:1 3)
tıon (see f O0-1 9-1 Wıthout thıs, they oung WIVEeSs being tempted NOT be “Dusy
might AaDDCAL iıke general “s1ide-SwI1pe’, NOT suf- at Oome n CN 5:14; ESss
ficıently AaSse‘: 0)8| CONCreTte evidence. 12)

Moreover, the reference ıIn appomting Christian slaves wantıng be emancıpated
elders 1ın town’, though 1T could refer whart from theır asters 2:9-10; E Col 2-25;
had be one at the en of successful SUMMECTr or
campaı1gn of evangelism, reads LNOTC naturally AS People wondering if the doctrine of

SIgN that during the last few M  > whilst Paul might CNCOUTASZC iımmoralıty 1-1  9 ct
and 'Titus ave een AWdV, the Gospel has contın- Rom 6:15)
ued spread around the iısland. Congregations Christians wondering if they eed obeyaVve ın UMECTOULU. places; but there Wds their rulers 18 ct. Rom SE Pet 2:153-
member of Paul’s TCAam 0)8!| the island appomt 1 /)local church eaders We know that for Paul this
Was vital task and he had risked hıs ıfe Z01INg Once recognIıse that of the recıplents of

Corinthıians had been believers for LMNOTC than fourback through Galatıa In 1ın order apponlnt M  > cshould find ourselves eing Cautlous Insuch elders (see Acts 14:23 TOoOm that earlher ep1-
sode that Paul would NOLT by choice ave statıng categorically that anı V particular 1SSUES AIC

S12NS of late development Wırth INalıy YOUNSleft behind congregatıon wıthout appointed believers together, almost anythıng 15 concemivable!leadershıp LCaM; hıs askıng 41tüs perform thıs In fact the reference the “CiIrcumcısıonvital role 110 strongly that there has een
SOMMC signıfıcant but unsupervised SroWt. SINCE Sroup’ (1:10) 15 StroNg indicatiıon of problem

frequently encountered DET'Y early in d-they WCIC AaSTt Crete Some time has elapsed. ti1on’s ıte hıs 15 the only ‘doctrinal? (as OopposedSO Titus 1L1LOW has the joyful and iımportant task
of travelling round the island, spending time wiıth ‘moral’) 1SSUE raised by Paul ere Yet WC know
the congregations an then making WISE appomt- from Acts and Galatıans that thıs Was ften the

fırst maJor problem that beset PaulineOnce agaın OTE that the Christian CO

gregations Crete, lıving island CutL off Dy t10NS. In S1tuatıon where people from Jewish an
miıles of SCa for five months of the VCal, ATIC vulner- Gentile backgrounds sımultaneously Callc Into

the Christian church, IT W d almost inevıtable thatable they ll NOT aVe the benefit of CORHTACGCE wiıth
Paul an the wıder Christian church throughout the former would Aassert their grecater knowledge
the wıinter months .?? of the Old TLestament an ASSUTMNNC SOMIC spirıtual

So time lapse a OTr three between pri10rty VCT the latter. Theır confusing C  whole
households’ wıth theır teaching (1 Y their focusthe Gospel’s rst arrıval ıIn Crete and the time of

Paul’s wrıting, rather than only four S1X months, ‘“Jewish myths’ aM laws a1d OWnNn by 110O11-

makes emınent SCNSC Meanwhıle those who Christian Jews (1 14), theır focus 0)8! “genealogies’
favour ption C argumng for post-Pauline ate Alr quarrels about the law (5:9) these ATC all
for the P  - ll normally work the assumption precisely whart HC might CXPCCL from Jewiısh
that the Congregations A been in exIistence for Christians ıIn those rSt few, confusing Ihere
considerably longer perhaps ten LWECNLY 15 thus nothing In Iıtus which posıtıvely demands

later ATeCe On the9 the problems in theIThey ıll search the LGXT tor indications of “second
generatiıon Christianity” either ıIn the author OTr ıIn church A, typiıcal tor VOUNS COoNgregatıons.
the recıplents.“” XYet wiıth regard the rec1plents,
there 15 nothing ıIn the ıfe of the Ciretan CONSICSA- b) 'Ihe evidence in Timothy
t10Ns that requıires such lengthy time lapse of Fıinally, let us ask the question of Timothy
the following Call CINCISC ıIn the YSt few of ATC there aı V 1SSUES wıthın the congregatıiıon in
OUuUNg, inexperienced Congregations: Ephesus that demand äte later than the 50’s

Is there anythıng which unambıguouslyLeaders being motivated Dy dıshonest gaın
(1eZ er AGtSs 5:1-2) smacks of “second generatiıon Christianıity”?
Deceivers from the “cCircumcısıon group’ Here AIC SOMNIC of the features of church ıfe in
Causıng divısıon an arousıng CONLFOVESY Ephesus Call detect from Timothy:
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As ıIn Grete: there AT Jewish believers who Ing, there 1S the danger of some asceticısm (ıtem ö}
A1C ocused the “law’, who teach “talse but otherwise IT ADDCaIs be essentially the Samıc
doctrines’ and An = “"promoting controversies’ problem (HE Jewish Christians’ interpretation of
through eing “devoted myths and endless the Old lestament an Jewish tradıt1ons) that Wädas

found in Crete (item 1)genealogies’ 41:5- 1083 — 6:3-5); the result
15 “godless chatter’ an false claıms “knowl- For INany readers today the HC controversıal
edge pomnt of dating 15 tem hat SOTINC Christian
Ome indıvıduals ave “ship-wrecked’ their WCIC usıng theır newfound treedom In
alt. Dy “blaspheming” and abandoning Christ play INOTC actıve role ın congregational
good consclience’ (1:18-20). meetings than ın the Jewish VNASOSUC 15 110 SUr-

There INAY aVEC been ack of decorum In prise an thiıs could easıly AVE Occurred wıthın
the TrSt few (or indeed months) of CONMN-congregational meetings wıth SOMNC 1MCN

gettung an SOMNIC dressing gregation’s iıfe Whart 15 IHOFC ditfhcult for us

inappropriately OTr assumıng TMOTC of teach- aCCCDL 15 that already they WEeIC trespassıng beyond
what aul ought acceptable. For the commonlyIng role than Paul thought appropriate (ZT

ES5) preferred reconstruction of Paul’s thought
As ıIn CreELE. there needs be grcater clarıty thıs 1SSUE 1S that AaTt least from the time f WTrIt-
about the moral qualities required ın those Ing Galatıans (3:28) In 48, if NOT long before

he had fully egalıtarıan approach. IThe Sternoffering be church eaders that people an restrictıve words ın Tım S1t NNOW how “conduct themselves ıIn
household? (S:1 S there ATC everal refer- ıly wıth thiıs reconstruction, 1T 15 assumed that

they CaNnnOT ave een wriıitten by Paul In the mıdE ‘elders’ A 19) an- reference
50s an W.GEE probably penned by differentthe layıng OIl of ands’, which ADPDCAaLS

be A of COMMISSIONINS for those chosen author later 1ın the YST CCNTUFY.
be such elders (5:22 In OT: 11{ chall return thıs ISSUE; when

examıne other TEXTS that ave een arguedThere INAY already be SOMIC “deceijvers’ who
COMIC from all author Paul otherwI1Sse) whoATC forbidding marrıage (T the catıng of

“certaın foods’; but how Paul expressly WTOTE AT later aAte Hiere: however, fOcus
the vecıpients of these eCiters. Our contentionspeaks of thıs 4S potential future threat In 15 that NOT NC of the above eight 1SSUES, whichlater tımes’, IT INAaYy NOT yCcL be In evidence

(4:1-5 describe the phesian congregation AN) found In
As In Creite, the congregatıon contaıns older Timothy, provıdes clear evidence that the CONSIC-

gatiıon had een In exIistence for INOTC than four 0)8
ICN an>SOMNIC aged Ver SIXtYy (5:29). five AIl these 1SSUES could ave Occurred Aland there has een SOMIC dispute about which
WwW1dows should be entitled recCelve SUuppOrt anıy pomnt SInNCEe Paul. Aquıla an Priscilla arrıved

there In Spring Acts 1818from central church funds, being placed In particular, the problem of the congregation’sthe ıst of W1dOWS’; SOTMNNC VOUNSCI W1IdOWSs duty towards POOF W1dOwSs 15 something whichave become dlie “busybodies’ S1-16).
As In Gra SOIINNC slaves INaYy be being elsewhere In the New TLestament Was clearly faced

almost iımmediately (see Acts 6)8 Moreover, thetempted NOLT reSPCCL theır human asters Instructions about ‘“elders’ an WeACONS-. far from6:1-2)
IThere 1S danger of SOIMNC believers acCquirıng reflecting SOMNC vVCeLYy advanced SYStem of (“proto-

CatnONe”) church order, AT VCIY rudimentary. It‘“ove of money’, they ATC commanded would NOT take IHNalıy months before It Was obvı-be SCHCIOUS 6:6-10; 7-1 OUuSs that 11EC Christian congregations needed
Reviewing thıs 1St WC Cal SCC that effectively all people adopt agreed roles and nctions for the
the 1SSUES mentioned In JTıtus also AaDPDCal ere benehnt Öf all concerned; equality In Christ did NOL
In SOMNNC shape (51 torm. However, In thıs longer obwvıjate this Dasıc fact of “group dynamıcs’. Paul. 4S
document (probably wrıtten few months earlier) ave SCCH, SA  Z thıs aAS vital for congregational

OCCUDY Some moral dangers AdIC health “rom the word O Acts 14:23; A 1:3)
spelt ut INOTC explicitly (1tems and 8); there 15 and, almost certamly, he sımply adapted SOMMC of
greater detail about pOo1Nts of congregational I11all- the models known hım from the Jewiısh SYNdA-
AagCMCNL (ıtems S: AI 6); In of false teach-
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Conclusion Johnson, Letters Panyul  D  ‚€ Delegates Valley
orge rnı FIess 1996 My conclusions ON alTrom the above conclude that later dates three etters arc perhaps closest Van ruggen’s.given both Timothy an Titus INAaYy be wiıth- Sueton1us, Lafe of Nero, 14

Out foundatıon. Once g1ve PFrOPDCI attention Tacıtus, Annals.  - 44 :23-8
those wıthın these etters which hınt at their Ihe fear aMONgSL OCa Roman Gentiale Christians
historıical setting (the only hard evidence have, that Paul’s trial before Nero the self-confesse:
compared wıth modern retrospective conjecture), “apostle the Gentiles’ WOUuU reveal that the
SOMIC credible dates CINCISC. We SUSgCSL that Chrıistian ra WaSs L1OW onger primarıly Jewish

(and therefore safe rel1g10 1CLEa) INaYy ellTimothy WasSs wrıtten few months after Paul had
explaın SOMIC of the ESss than WAarm reception givenleft Ephesus ıIn the autfumn of 89 thus perhaps

around January The letter Titus Was
Paul In Rome (as sensed ıIn Phıl &r and PCI-

haps 1n 1ım 4:16)wrıtten lıttle later, when Paul’s travel plans for the Clement S:17° 6:1
forthcomıing VCal WEIC clearer, and Was received Dy Eusebius, Hıstor1a Beel. DA  D
Iıtus ON the island of Crete few months after he Eusebius, Chronicon, ad L0C, noted In IN
had arrıved there 51 the of the saılıng SCaSOI, Kelley, Commentary the Pastoral Ebistles (New
thus perhaps ıIn April May Both etters WEIC York arper ROW, 19653

14therefore wrıtten when the local cCongregations ere 15 the addıtional anomaly, noted in C
WeTIC still VCeLY OUNgS, ın the FSF three SIX Jlowner, 7-) Timothy an Titus Commentary;
of their exIistence. ] eicester: 1 1994), that Paul’s OQOWIN stated ambı-

tıon W as head westwards Spaın (and thıs 15

Dr Peter alker 15 Iutor In New TLestament how Clement’s ErmMa 15 eing interpreted OIl thıs
ecadıng), when In fact all geographica references ın

Studies, Wyclıiffe Hall; Universıity of Oxford, the Pastorals AdIC the EM. Was Paul really able
achıleve both aln eastward and westward M1sSsS1ON in

Notes thıs cshort peri10d?
Cr ATC In Tıtus (1:5 Z-1]5) and three ın

earlher version of thıs Was presented the Timothy (3 3:14; 4:12) Ihe e1g ıIn
British New lestament Soclety ın eptember 2009 Timothy ll be discussed ın art I1 Some
The expands ıdeas mentioned riefly In refer back the time of Jesus, but there 15 lıttle

In the eDS of Saınt Panul Oxford: ıonHudson, indıcate whether thıs 15 25 50) A0 SCC

2008), 1C has SINCE been translated Into eight 1ım 2 S:T6: 6:1  N Ihe “Jast days 1ım 4
European languages; thıs 15 sequel In the eDS im COU. be reference later per10 of
f Jesus Oxford: ı1onHudson, 2007 apostolic minıstry (as opposed the °hrst days
ere ALC OIl varıants wıthın these chiefly because but 1t ikely refers the ‘“last days INaUgU-

Timothy 15 Dy INanYy slightly dıfferent rated SINCE Pentecost CISZHeb I cf. (JOr
Timothy and J 160S: SCr urther elow section SC C 1g The Pastoral Epistles
So SOMIIC scholars WOULU gu that Timothy Grand p1ds Eerdmans, 1992 Liefeld.

under ption B, but the other [WO let- AaN: Timothy, Titus NIVACGC; ran: p1ds
ters AIC pseudonymous Option C) C urphYy Zondervan,

13UO’Connor, Timothy contrasted wiıth Timothy See Prior, Panyul the Letter-Wrıter AN the Second
and Tiıtus’, Revue ıblıque 08 1991) 403-4 15 Letter Timothy JNI 23. He hefheld
Eıg Reicke, "Caesareca, Rome and the aptıvı Academıic Press; 1989 nd urphy U’Connor,
Epistles’, iın Gasque nd artın (eds..),; Timothy contrasted’.
ostolıc Hıstory AN. the Gospel. Festschrıift See the COMM: OIl thıs PaASSapıc ın Bruce; The
Bruce (Exeter: Paternoster, 1970 277-286; also Book of Acts ran‘' p1ds Eerdmans,
hıs “Chronologie der Pastor:  riefe’, : Theologıische IC  7 ed 1987), Wiıtherington 111  - The Acts
Lateratur Zeıtung 101 1976) 81-94; A Apostles. Socı:o-Rhetorical Commentary (Gran
Robinson, edatıng the New Testament on p1ds FEerdmans arlıslie Paternoster, 1997
SCM 1L9/6)); de Liestapıs, L’Enıgme des and the en argumentatıon ın Rıesner, Panyul
Pastorales de Saınt Panul (Parıs: Lecoffre, 1976): Arly Per1io0d: Chronology, Miss1ıo0n Lrategy, Theology

an Bruggen, IDie geschic.  1C  e Einordnung der (Gran pıds Eerdmans, 1998
Pastoralbrıiefe (  uppertal: Brockhaus, 1981 For 15 See RJA Talbert (ed.) The Barrıngton AS of
Al inıtıal crıtique of thıs VIEW, SCC arsha The the VEE| An Roman O (Princeton: Princeton
Pastoral zstles (ICE:; Edinburgh: ar Universıty PrEss: 2000 Sımply Dy stayıng the
1999 / Y=-/2: an Mounce, Pastoral Ebpistles Vıa Egnatıa VOULTE Dyrrachium Paul WOULU

Nashvwville Nelson, 2000 XXXV-VI. have been able claım he had been ın yrıcum.
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16 Cicero, Agaınst Pıso, 26.89 of vessel) round the treacherous southern tıp
17 Known “Actıa Nicopolıs’, ounde: In 31 of the Peloponnese. ndeed the OIC frequented

by Augustus after the battle of Actıum, It Was rOUuTtTe INaYy ave been along Ifs southern shore. The
200 mıiıles northwest from Athens:; by SCa IT WaSs ancıent Phoenicians evidently used thıs southern
200 mıiıles AC I OS Brundıisıium. w o WAaS also shore hence theır ulldıng the harbour ofPhoenix

Nicopolıs in Ihrace (north of 1pp1 and ıIn Acts
25Cılıcıa; SC Marshall, Pastoral Epistles, 341 nd Compare Paul’s change of travel plans, which he

Mounce, Pastoral Epistles, 457 describes ın Corinthians W
18 Paul! had made siımilar rendezvous wıth Titus Ihıs Tıtus CaNnnOT have, for example, SONC

Crete ın the of 55 and been old(comıng the Opposıte Way) the previous auUufumn
when JIıtus had miıissed the ast boat ACTOSS 1 roas; by Paul at that time LO STaV the island for the
they MUST have mMeTt somewhere OIl the Vıa Egnatıa wınter of Thıs then rules ut alıYy DOS-
along the COAa:! of southern Macedonia (2 Cor 1'1 1bılıty that apelıpon mplıes Paul Tıtus ON

Crete whilst he  „ Patl. saıled aWay also rules Out/-8)
See C Mounce, Pastoral Epistles. Paul’s brief land- the possibility that J ıtus Was Crete for all

Ing Crete VOULTE Rome ın October 59 entire wınter.
€< 2/:6) 1S ırrelevant at thıs pomnt, SInCEe thıs an It 1$ NOT clear whether these INCMN would be

4S STaV the wınter in Cirete (replacıng 1tus)be counted MI1ISSION whiıch brought
Chrıstian church Into eing (nor W as Tıtus travel- ACCOMDANY hım back the maınland MIcel

lıng wiıth hım) wiıth Paul
e doubts ATC UNNCCCSSAL Y SINCE WC know Paul I hıs W as hıs policy ON Cyprus back ın Acts

18153managed make paıinful VISIt’ Corinth durıng
thıs time-frame (2 COT Za BÜ further Paul NCOUTASCSH Tıtus eIp /Zenas nd Apollos
CIO0OW and the gx00d argumcCnts ıIn Van Bruggen, JIl their Way (S:13) ın other words, they L[OO
Geschichtliche Einordnung. dIC NOT STaYy the sland for the wıinter. Paul

J INaYy have sensed that the LTESOUTCCS of hıs wıderMarshall;, Pastoral Ebistles, 150, who Cıtes In SUD-
team WOULU. be L[OO stretched f these WCEICOTrT Macc. 10:79 Macc. 4:29; osephus,

L3 War 1.259 and Ant. stranded Crete for five months.
Robinson, Redatıng, /O: SC also de Lestapıs, The supposed “ateness’ detected ın the terminol-

and of the author ll de discussed ıInL/’enıiqme, 52-54
art 11See turther below 4(e)

C} Hemer, The Book of Acts In the Setting of 31 According rCpOTrTS from m1ss1ONArı€es today, thıs
Hellenaıstic Hıstory (Tubingen: Mohr, 1990 AD Alllc probilem an ın the Hirst few months

after the oundıng of N1CW church, C In the141 Ihe only alternatıves WCIC V1a Corinth
(requıirıng, for all but the smallest ships, change Muslım republıcs of the former SSR.
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