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Revisıting the Pastoral Epistles art 11
Peter Walhker

SUMMARY IC gıve information relevant reconstructing the
Both the dating and authorship of the three so-called historical setting of the letter. ese, d  / suggest
‘Pastora!| Epistles’ (1 and Timothy, and Itus) die otly that Timothy WAads$s nOT the act ing Paull before
contested. In Part of his article OCcused Timo- his ea but instead the first ing he after AarrıV-
thy and JTitUS;" arguing that plausible date for these ing In Kome In March (Acts 28:14 Corroborative
letters Carl e oun In the period hetween September evidence IS then oUun from noting the CONSEQUENCES of

and January after Paul  Y  S departure from thus placing Timothy before Paul  7  S other ‘prison epIS-
Ephesus 201=3) Kom 15419 ere In Hart tles Colossians, Ephesians, Philemon and Philippians.
wil| look at the quite ılNeren ISSUES associated ith Finally, note SOTNE of the res WadYS In IC| ITMaY
JıMO need approac all three Pastora| Epistles f these EdT-

Agaıln OUT starting-point Adre those verses In the (EXT ljer dates diIe accepted.

ZUSAMMENFASSUNG
Rekonstruktion des historischen SIitzes Im | eben ermOg-

Sowohl Datierung als auch Autorenschafft der drei hiıcht Jjese Verse legen die Annahme nahe, dass der
Timotheusbrief nicht das etzte WädIT, Wads Paulus VOTsogenannten ‘Pastoralbriefe' (1 un Timotheusbrief

un Titusbrief) sind heifß umstritten. Im Teil ag der seınem Tod chrieDb, sondern vielmehr das rste, WAads

Schwerpunkt auf dem Timotheusbrief und dem er nach seIner Ankunft In KOom Im MärZzZ des Jahres
Titusbrief. nser Argumen vertrat he] diesen beiden chrieb (Apg 28:14 Unterstützende Beweiskraft
Briefen eınen plausiblen Zeitrahmen zwischen September ergibt sich aUuUs den Konsequenzen eEıner derartigen

un Januar nach der Abreise VOI Paulus Plazierung des Timotheusbriefes VOT den übrigen
dUus Ephesus sıehe Apg 20:1-3; KOöm 15°1 9) J1er In el „Gefangenschafts-briefen“ VOIT] Paulus (Kolosser, Epheser,

kommen die Sanz andere nliegen SA Sprache, die In Philemon und Philipper). Abschließend welsen wır auf
Zusammenhang mıt dem Timotheusbrief stehen. einige der VWege hin, auf denen wır (UNMNS allen drei

Wiederum llegt Ansatzpunkt hei Jjenen Pastoralbriefen nähern sollten, WEeTl1) diese Frühdatierung
Versen Im Jext, dessen spezielle Information eıne Anerkennung findet

RESUMEFE ’epitre QqU! fournissent des indications pertinentes DOUT
Ia reconstruction de SOM historique. essale de

la date el ’authenticite des troIs epitres dites pastorales mMmontrer qu’/elles suggerent YJUE Timothee n est Das le
SONT contestees. ans 1a premiere partıe de cCel article dernier 6crit de Paull avan MO mMals, contraılre, E

dans E precedent numero de periodique, 11O0US premiter qu'il redige apres SO} arrıvee RKome Mars
VO considere 19 premilere e  pitre A Timothee el ’epitre (ACc 28.1 4) On peut alors aVarnceTr d’autres argumen

ıte et 11005 plaide qu'une date plausible DOUT corroborant celite these et pDeut ırer de ’examen des
Ia redaction de 65 deux lettres situe septembre Consequences qu’elle entraine siıtuant I9 redaction de

et Janvier 5 / apres le epa de Paul d’Ephese (AC Timothee les autres tres  epil de captivite de Pat|
M W3 Rım 1519 ans celite seconde partıe, [110US$ (Colossiens, Ephesiens, Philemon et Philippiens). OUS
abordons les questions tres differentes qU! posent DOUT concluons eEtude considerant les implications de
I9 seconde >  (Ds\  p  —;  tre Timothee. datation haute DOUT 19 manıere d’aborder 1Es trols

Olre pomnt de epa eEst ICI 110UVEaU (C65 verselis de n  tres  A  epi pastorales.
e  ..
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Revisiting the Pastoral Epistles Part D

Introduction COChristian colleagues; he remarks 0)8! the hostilıty
he 4a1 of these artıcles 15 Cast of Alexander the coppersmith; he refers hıs

facıng 11Ss hirst defence’ without SUppOIL fromlıght ON the datıng and setting of Paul’s Pastoral
Ca believers; and he S Timothy “comeEpistles. In Arft ocused 0)8!| Timothy and

JTitus: GTG iın aärft I1 ur attention SOON’ before winter’, if possıble 4S ell d

Timothy. nng SOMIC of Paul’s belongings wıth hım from
1Lroas.Here the 1SSUES ATC slıghtly different. It stands

asOI1l that etters wriıtten by the author plaın readıng of these the tollow-
the indıvidual AL Z01INg COMNIC from Ing inıtıal ideas for the setting of thiıs epistle:

different time-per10ds. SO although Timothy Paul evidently be ın Rome (fext
and Timothy AIC naturally bracketed together Hıs precise locatıon there; however, SCCIHIS5
In the collection of Paul’s letters, they hould NOT HOT VE GEn wıdely known, because
be bracketed together In of their ate and Onesiphorus has had do SOTIC significant
setting.“ (n the CONTLrAarY, MUST probably ook Investigatıve work before inding Paul (fext A)
for dıifferent setting All OCCAasıon which would Onesiphorus has COMNC from Asıa and brought
aVe provıded sufhcient Causc tor Paul disturbing about how SOMNNC of Paul’s key
the rouble of penning second letter the Samnıec Supporters in that province VE “deserted’ hım
individual. hıs pomnt 15 readıly conceded Dy the (text A)S
maJorıty of modern readers, but there Can stil] be Paul reminds Timothy of the perseCcutions he

tendency ın SONMNIC the ‘“Pastoral experienced in South Galatıa (BEXT B) Quite
Epistles’ 4S monochrome entity, eNCOUragINS possibly thıs because these persecutions wiıll
scholars search for single solution 1SSUES of A een aAM ON the YSTt Ings that Timothy
atıng hıs needs be resisted, hence the WTrIt- A had noticed about Paul; an they
Ing of artıicles. INAaYy aVvVe played Dart in hıs CONVversiocnN

What ollows Br 15 ocused attempt Christ .*
FTECONSEILUCTE the setting of Timothy. quıite dıf Varıous pOINtTS CIMNCISC from ECXT Fırst, Paul’s
ferent SCT of argumcCNts ll be used; IT 15 quite rEQUECSL JTimothy Jo1n hım 15 made FWICE
feasıble that readers ll find themselves convınced (ın and 42} In askıng 1m hıs est
DYy the argumenNts ın either arı OTr art {{ but COMNC ‘hbefore wiınter‘, Paul signals that he
NOT necessarıly Dy both precisely because these 15 writing ar SOTMNNC pomnt earlhier ın the
argumenNts do NOT depend ON each other for their hıs INAaYy also signal, however, AS WC chall SCC,
valıdıty. THey stand alone. At the end, however, that Paul 15 NOT expecting be dead by the
11 FEVIEW the argumc«ecnNts of both SC the time wıinter STAarts 1£f matters WEIC that urgent,
cumulatıve effect of our overall study the schol- he would presumably ave told Timothy
arly 1SSUES surrounding the Pastoral Epistles today. ‘immediately’ an without elay

Secondly, Paul N1S cloak and parchments
brought back from Iroas. Agaın thısnıtial 1impress1ions 1TOm the key that Paul 15 hopiıng be able USC these in

As wıth Ur study of Timothy AT Titus, WC Rome he 15 AO expecting face Nero’s Judg-begin by noting those secCt10Ons In Timothy which MEeAT immediately.o1VE us clues about the ate and setting of Thirdly, Paul has eCCH through ftorm of
this epistle. In addıtion the three VEISCS5 which legal interrogatıon PDIOCCSS, which he describes
reveal that Paul 15 “prisoner’ ın “chaıns’ (1  a I d 71S “hirst defence) (4:16)2:8-9), the key A 4S ollows Finally, In hıs ‘personal ECWS  7 section Paul 11-

Onesiphorus has from Ephesus t10NS SOIINC local believers (Eubulus, Pudens,
In the province of Asıa VISIT Paul ın Rome. 1 ınus and Claudıa) but primarıly focuses 0)8!

B.3:10-11 Paul describes hıs persecutions In those of hıs WI1 wıder the which
Out Galatıa (L Acts 13-14 Tımothy knew and W as Dart of. In reESPECCL

4:6-8 Paul SdyS the time of hıs “departure’ has thıs LcCam, ‘only Luke 15 wiıth »  hım others AaVC
°COME@). SONC elsewhere.

In hıs closıng personal remarks and Of these FGam members the FSst three he
greetngs Paul mentlions the locatıon of VarıoOus mentlions (Demas,; Crescens an 1tus) might
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themselves VE CCn In Rome tor whatever 4S the Iast thıng that he during hıs Roman
LCaAasSOoN before they left elsewhere. hıs imprisonment. COn thıs 1E W IT O€s NOT

much whether Paul Wdas martyred In (afterwould explaın Paull’s sSayıng that ‘only Luke” 1S
stil] wıth hım in Rome: the others, who had for peri10d O1 tfurther MINIStry AWAV from Rome Or

short time CN PresCchLt wıth hım ıIn Rome, back In (with 1m 1CVCET leavıng Rome AS

AVeE LOW left Conceivabily, however, this IMaYy free man). However, what ıf thıs assumption 15
only AVE een ITE of Demas (whose departure wrong? Whart if Timothy WasSs NOT wriıtten AaTt the
has urt Paul personally In Way).° DET'Y en.d of Paul’s ımprisonment, 4S the last thing
By CONTFAaSL, Paul’s references the other 1NCMN- before hıs death, ut rather quıite after his

arrıval ıIn the imperl1al Capıtal?bers of hıs iıtınerant tecam (TIychichus, FErastus
and Trophimus) do NOT 1MPLY that they NC If thıs hypothesis 15 COTMICCL, there MaYy be SOMNC

been dispatched from Rome by Paul their interesting WaYS ıIn which thıs FE XT might
wiıth the in Acts of that arrıval in Rome.PrEeSCNL locatıons. nstead he 1S sımply reporting We INAaYy also gaın SOMNC L1ECW insights into the orderar distance” 0)8! how he has eploye them tor

thıs particular SC4J4SQOIl After all, IT W as NOT feası- of Paull’s final etters (e.g what i Paul wrIites the
ble ftor all hıs OMr in the VISIT hım personal greectings of Timothy before those in

Colossians 4 )? We INaYy be able FEGCONASILUCGEVCaL eCEIVveEe their L1ICW orders; inevıtably
sOometimes indeed perhaps 1ın the maJorıty of hıs last In Rome LNOTC accurately. Some inter-

esting possibilities OPCH 4S 45 let of
rier.©

Paul had send hıs instructipns by COWMWU-
the assumption that Timothy 15 Paul’s last Jetter,
wrıtten shortly before hıs immınent death

Overall the LONEC of the letter 15 quıite sombre, wiıith hıs 15 the contention of thıs article: CAl-
Paul Q1VINg signals of loneliness; hence hıs COMN- lier 4te for Timothy 15 worth considering.
MENTS about ‘only being wıth hım and hıs Admiıttedly, thıs hypothesis agalnst ur
evident keenness for Timothy Jomm hım ere 15 normal psychological reconstruction of the Jetter,also C116 öthıs eing :deserted ı both by friends which ZOCS back AT least the compelling POLabroad (ın Asıa) and In Rome, hence hıs COMN- traıt of thiıs letter ın the OMMCNTAr of Handley
MeNis both about Demas’ departure an about oule, ıIn which Paul 15 waltıng for the Jallerlocal believers NOT comıng orward help hım AT
hıs Yfırst defence).

the OOr an ead ım off for execution.’
hıs has Ways been an attractıve reconstruction,Sıgnificantly, however, Paul OCcSs NOT EXDUGC- but INAaYy eed let of 1T ın order galnıtLy retfer the 1SSsue of hıs ‘death”; 4S he oes In insıght Into the apostle’s Hinal VCarsPhilıpplans R Instead, he speaks in

general of hıs “departure’ (4 6) a  ng the TIhree arguments for earlier datelong nostalgıc VICW back VGT the last () AS

believer, he reCOgNISES AS Marter of brute real- z 1 Paul’s belongings Iroas
1sm that (in COomparıson wıth that length of time) eTe AIC three maın why cshould COM
the time of hıs departure be LOO far AWdYV sider ser10usly thıs earlier dating for Timothy.wıthın the couple of ar hıs Fırst, Paul’s reference Iroas (4:15) 15 INtrıgu-
prescnt per10d of prison confinement has made 1t Ing From Acts know that Iroas Was
evident Paul that the PTOÖCCSS which 111 ead where Paull’s SCT OUuUtTt OIl theır VISIT
towards hıs “departure’ has ndeed egun r Jerusalem. It Was pol1gnant OMECNANTE Paul WAaS

already being poured OUuUTt AS Nn offering’ of the dangers of the forthcoming Journey
6) But the fact that hıs instructions Timothy and sought SOMINC solitude the headland road,
AdIC OT charged wıth that he walkıng hıs WI) round Assos iındeed hıs
O€Ss NOT regar hıs death be immınent that IS Aasf alk ON hıs WI) 4S free Moreover, 11C
wıthın the few months. (n the CONTrAar Yy, he of the uncertaıminties 4S they jJoıned public vesse]
ADPDCALS be ‘settling OWN and lookingA Was whether they would be able LO _ MCCL wiıth
ıfe In Rome during the followiıng wıinter. local believers In anıVy harbours where they docked

'Thıs ODCHNS for us the key argument be (thıs Was quite unlıkely ar least untiıl Caesarea).
explored 1OW. Among those who SCC Timothy SO 1T made SCI1ISC for Paul decide leave hıs DPIC-
4S genumnely Pauline, there has always een aAallı CAS Y CIOUS parchments wıth the Christian COoMMuUunNItY
solution 4S when thıs letter Was wrıtten namely 1n TIroas ®
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kKevisiting the Pastoral Epistles Part

Similarly wıth hıs wınter COaT It Was carly in CADICSS STAftfGEMECNE that (of hıs ““nner circle? of 2SSIS-
May and It would only be getting hotter AS they tants) only Luke 15 wıth me For, ftrom the Nar-

south Jerusalem for Pentecost (May 25tD; ratıve In Acts Z2O: this 15 precisely what would
CXPECL al Just thıs pOomt. Probabily NONC of Paul’s57 As 1t turned QUL; Paul would spen the

ın the WAarmn) climate of (aesarea team had ANVY ıdea where aul WDAUS ın the Spring of
and then ship towards Rome. So, ıf ask, 60; and indeed they IMOST lıkely teared he WaSs

when 15 the CX opportunıty ftor Paul dead After all, the last they had heard fhım W as

tor the collection of hıs COA and parchments from that he SCT ut in wıntry SCas from Myra In Asıa
Troas; the ANSWCT 15 SOMLE hHoint In Ö0 Mınor Acts 2L So It 15 questionable that
he has eached Rome. IThe YSt wıinter for which an Y of them would aVEe turned in Rome In
he Call retrieve hıs COAaT 15 that of 60-61 hıs advance 1m there. Conceivably, however,
UnNYy plece of (otherwiıse unimportant) detaıl SusS- thıs 15 what Demas, Crescens and Titus had S1114

that Paul 1S wrıiting during the of ceeded in oing (text D); getting themselves
Rome In time they hoped) Paul if ever he
succeeded in reaching Rome Everyone else: how-OSse who beliıeve that Timothy 15 late and

pseudonymous Ca SCC thıs biographical detaıil CVCLI,; would AVE carrıed OI domng what they WEeEIC

AS HC of the MOST UNNCCCSSAL Y VCISCS included doing an would sSImply VE had waıIlt until
DY the pseudonymous wriıter. OSEC wh Afe they ear further Then, al of sudden, the
Tımothy late 1in Paul’s ıfe aVve FEGCORSIFE1LIE breaks OUL that Paul quıite ‘miraculously’
whole Pauline ıtınerary ın 63-65 which has has indeed survıved hıs SCa VOVdASC and turned
Paul ZO1INS through Iroas agaln but 0)8| the bhasıs ın Rome! At this pomnt 1ın March 60, sud-
of 110 independent evidence. Yet what evidence denly the Christian ‘holy internet)’ (to UusSc Miıke
do have, ere ın Acts 20, 1VES us reasonable DOL- Ompson’s appY phrase) SEATES buzzing wiıth
trait which ea thıs sımpler and THACHEE elegant the news.!% Rıght 810)  E however, ın those carly
solution: Paul 15 requesting hıs x00ds be brought months, few, i aNıYV, of Paul’s trusted inner circle

aV gOoL there. Hence Paul wrIıtes Timothy: ofhım 0W that he has Iust arrıved In Rome an
knows he 15 gomng he based there throughout the all hıs wıder CCamM,; thıs 1S the absent riend whom
cComınNg wınter. he OoNgs SC.€ agaln.

The ımportant pomnt HOLC; then, 1S tHat. Some confırmatıon of thıs suggestion
although Paul could be wrıting Timothy AT the from Comparıng the lıst of Paul’s COMpan10Ns ın
SIAVET of hiıs °“house arrest’” in Rome OTr AT ItSs end, the Timothy wıth those 1ın Colossians By the time
1SSsUE of Paul’s Troas-request eaı us the earlhier Paul wrıtes Colossians, Aat least of the people
of these dates. On thıs readıng Timothy Was he requested Joimm hım 1n Rome (1ın 1ım —
wrıitten at the STATT of Paul’s ın Rome, 11) AVe duly arrıved: Timothy Himselft (who
NOT AT the VCLY eN! Why WwaIlt for everal wıinters In authors Colossians, Col K and John Mark (Col
Rome before askıng for VOUTF COETt and other PCI- 4:10) I£ by CONTLFaSL, afe Timothy SOIINNC

sona|l effects? tıme a  Er Colossians (as 15 normally done), then
aVve imagıne that Timothy and Mark aVe

Paul’s COompan10ns oth been In Rome, but Iın the MEANLLME they MDE
We Can ask simılar question concern1ing Paul’s both gone agaın an 0W AYE being rvequested

LOÖWMLE back more! N1S sounds VeCLY cComplı-FEQUESL that Timothy himself cshould Jomm hım in
Rome. Why would he aNe walted several cated sımpler solutiıon 15 C: Timothy AS

before INvVIUNgS hıs special colleague, Timothy, precısely the letter of ınvıtatıon that MNNSS Timothy
Jomm him? fr 15 lıkely that he summoned and Mark from the egean wıth Colossians 4S the

Timothy AT the fiırst reasonable Opportunıty. TOmM unambıguous evidence that they indeed accepted
Paul’s other references Timothy IT 15 evident the Invıtation.
that there WasSs emotional rapport between Hinal pomnt from observing the LINOVEC -

them; 1mothy’s ften comtfort IHNEeENE of Paul’s COMpanı0ns 15 that Onesiphorus 15
Paul (Phıil 19-24 NO wonder that Paul OC€Ss NOT described AS havıng had SOMIC difhculty ıIn locat-
WAant face wınter In Rome wıthout Timothy. Ing Paul’s whereabouts HGE he SOoL Rome.
Again this Tımothy 15 wrıtten during hıs could,; of COUISC, be for ALLY PCASOUOLL, yeLr It Call

Paul’s YSt In RKome. SIımply be taken 4S rther SIgn ofAl early atfe tor
hıs observatıon ltallies exactly wiıth Paul’s Timothy. Only ıIn the ecarly months after Paul’s
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arrıval In Rome the Christian COMMUNItY W d! NOT mnake plans for prolonged STaY In Rome. It W ds$s
SUTC where Paul had Bn placed under guard tım reEqUESLT Timothy’s COMDANY and time
Once the arTaNgeMCNLTS for hıs ‘“house arrest’ had CL that wınter COaL and hıs PreCI0us parchments!
ecen agreed an Paul Was In that locatıon for hat Paul through such preliımınary
yA  > 11C PICSUMCS that inding hıs Ö$iTCGT ddress registration DIOCCSS 15 probable. (One Can hardly
would aVeE become CAaSY. So Onesiphorus MaVy imagıne that he would aVe Gen In Rome for
ell aVve arrıved ıIn those IrSt few weeks, when wıthout K VEr see1ıng anybody In the Roman
the arrangemen WCIC stil] eing finalısed, an the mper1al SYStCM. After all- ıf nothing Else: eC1-
local Chrıistian CommMunıty An yeL had 110 straıght- S1I0N had be made AS N1IS AccCOoMMOdatıion: did
orward ACCcCcsS the apostle iın prIson. thıs prisoner need be kept In solıtary confine-

MeEeNnNT could the lenıent arrangemen ofaul’s irst apologıa) “house-arrest)? be implemented wıthout fear of 71Ss
One of the why thıs earlher atıng for ESCAPINS? SO such “ünıtial hearing’ had
Timothy has NOT GEn noted 1S Paul’s reference be undergone A4S55C855 the nNnatfure of the CdASC,N1S Hrst defence” (4:16) Once It 15 assumed that NOT adjudicate tor OT agalnst the prisoner. The
Paul 1S facıng iImmınent death. thıs EXpression 1S Hrst defence” (4:16) Was NOT Dart of Paul’s trial®.

AS reference the YST instalment of the
actual ega proceedings hıich 11l necessarily be

Even S he had o1VvE SOMLE of himself In
the charges ralsed. SO he could under-completed wıthın few months. Paul’s final tral, standably and correctly describe this AdS hıs “hirst1T 1S assumed, has begun, and Nero’s seNTENCE 15 apologıa).iImMmmIınNent. Yet real weakness of thıs

reconstruction 1S that, AS aVe SCCH, Paul stil] Conclusionthınks he MAas OL time SUMMMON Tımothy from
Asıa and that he 0(Cs wıthout Al obvious Paul Was ndeed slıghtly that local believ-
SCI1ISC of He him SOON, ut CES had NOT rallied round hıs SUPPOTFT, though

INaYy ask what they could aNC done helphe OC€Ss NOT tell hım rop everything and CCOHMIIE hım XCr overall, hıs that he AAy NOLiımmediately’.
It 1S lıkely, then that thıs Hrst defence) 15 NOT perturbed Dy the thought of an IıMmMANeENEt tr1ıal. On

the beginning of the actual *trial? 4S such, but the CONTLrAarY, he LLOW reCOSNISES that the actual
trial? INaYy be considerably delayed. At the SAaMl1Crather SONMNIC nd of prelımınary vegıstration DVO-

GCEXS: At SUOIINC pomnt 1ın the rSf weeks after arrıval time he 15 probably also acutely that Nero
presumably there WOULU aVe be formal 1S Z01INg be difhcult CINPDPCIOF persüade. .
procedure whereby Paul’s Casec Wäds$s ‘logged’ ON the So the percenNntage chances of hıs getting faır trial

before the increasıngly unpredictable Nero aVeEimper1al system. *“ It 5 he would ar ADDCAL
In PCISON before the COUFLTL admınıstrators (not ndeed “*taken for the worse). hıs INCANS,
much before the lawyers) 1VE SOIINC AaCCOUNLT paradoxıically, that hıs EXECULLON 15 INOVE Likely
of the charges agalnst hım hıs would NOT be than before, EDEN thouglI LESs Ate has been hHostponed.

In other words, he 1S on eat FOW but he l betrial? AS such, but AUB! inıtıal ‘hearıng’ NOT least
because Paul’s formal (the Sanhedrin In 0)8!| IT for SOIIC time
erusalem) INAaYy NOT AVE yveLr ftormal delega- hıs SCeENAr10 Hts ell wıth the muted of

Timothy Paul 1S freshly AWAaTC of the dangerst1on theır Casece Paul INaYy AVNC arrıved In
advance of the “paperwork’! but also of the "walting” which he l ave

In such CIrCumstances, there 15 er liıkeli- endure; an somet1imes, AdS knOow, waltıng 15 the
hood that Paul Was told that hıs CasCcC would NOT hardest Dart So naturally he 1s In reflective.
be ear ALLYy time SOOMN Instead It W as PUut ın nostalgic, MO0d. He looks back ON hıs ıte and
the ‘pending tray After all, IT epende ON a about havıng ‘fought the hieht:: he Z  — SCC
“‘unknowns)’: the Sanhedrin’s tactıcs and Nero’s hıs per10d of extended Captıvıty (going back NO  B
unpredictable schedule. SO began long “‘walting effectively, VCL three long May 57)
game’ which aVE lasted aTt least AS ‘already being poured OUTt ike drink offering’
Acts 28:30-31 And 1T INAY precisely be thıs realıi- 6); and he Call understandably spea time
Sat1o0on that he Was 1n for the long haul’ and that ‘havıng COM for hıs departure’ all thıs wıithout
he would NOT SCC Nero immınently, that trıggered necessarıly thinking that he ll be dead before
the wrıting of Timothy. For Paul 10 needed the PN of the month Rıght L1LOW Paul’s execution
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before Nero 15 statistically likely, but chrono- 4A5 hıs SOn (Phil Z SO Paul L1LOW wrIıtes
logically less immınent. Timothy urging hım COHIC before wınter.

One of the unacknowledged 1[CAaSOI1S for read-
Four later °“Prison Epistles’CIS5 preferring the tradıtional atıng of Timothy

(as the last thing Paul before hıs ımmAınent If COFFECL, thıs hypothesis INaYy CAaSTt lıght
death 1$ that they INaYy thınk that the dark and ON what happens IThe maJorıity of scholars
slıghtly “depressive’ of Timothy 15 NOT quite locate four further efters of Paul this per10d
appropriate ın the apostle unless he 1S indeed of Imprisonment In Rome: Colossians, Philemon,
facıng the executlioner’s AA veLY Only Ephes1ans an Philippians. ” Whart AIC the implı-
In such CIrCUumMSstanCces, IT 15 subtly implied, 15 he Cat10ns for Ur understanding of these etters ıf

Timothy 15 LO W Ocated before them rather thanallowed aVe al °oOff day Yet NOT only 15 thıs
rather unfair; IT also faıls that there WETE: afterwards? Does examınıng these etters ıIn thıs
OSt ofother why Paul might ave been In NCW lıght conhirm and strengthen OUur

sombre mood ın the SUTMNMMECT of It Was hypothesıis?
In both Colossians an Philemon, Paul HATesOLT sımply, AS Just noted, that waltıng death

FOW Call almost be than actually Z01INg Timothy d hıs co-author (Col L3 Phılem 15 If
Out Hes  M CXCCUHMON; also AVC factor these etters WCCEIC indeed composed ıIn Rome, they

become clear evidence that Timothy did indeedIn the following considerations: his havıng S{IIT-

vived al awtfil shipwreck the PreviIOuUs November; COMNC Jomm Paul iın Rome. Yet when ask why
1S beginning SCI15C SCHMAGC of hıs °‘old age (Ef. Timothy Calllc Rome, the IM OST obvıous ANISWCTI

(as noted above) 1s that Paul expressly invited hımPhilem 9 hıs SCHHSE of loneliness in Rome only do by writing 1ımothy! Colossians andLuke 41Mm 4:11); hıs fear that hıs work ıIn
Asıa had eGCN unfrutful (2 I1ım p :15): and also Phılemon thus become evidence that Tiımothy
perhaps the dawnıng AaWaTENCSS that NOT indeed accepted the invıtatlion.

Secondly, 1ın both Colossians an ı1©llemon Paulbeliever in Rome straightforwardly welcomed hıs refers hıs WI1 Imprisonment (Col 4:10; Phiılemarrıval an hıs intended brave TAHNGCE before Nero
hence hıs feeling abandoned Dy local believers Aat } 9 28) but these references do NOT have the SOI -

rowtul and sombre alr which Sa  < ıIn Timothy.his “hirst defence” 4:16).* Instead the TONE of both these etters 1S quıte up-THUus; when read Timothy 4S whole,
Can SCI1SC that Paul has INOIC than hıs martyrdom eCat. Dy COmMparıson. If he had ecen lonely an
ON his mınd. eGrIe AIC other 1SSUES LOO, each of despondent, he aVe COMNIC ut the

ther sıde; and agaln, the human ofwhich 0)8! ItSs WI) Was enough weıigh 31m OWN thıs INaYy ell ave DBeCN tNE eNCOUragINS arrıval ÖrSO thıs positing of Aall earlıer aftfe ftor Timothy,
though 1T downplays the ıimmınNnence ofPaull’s Timothy. We know from Paul’s other etters how

hıs mood could be dramatıcally AMecCfe Dy the
death actually ODCI1S holistic ACCOUNT of arrıval of hıs COMpanl10ns El ESsSs 3:6-10; Cor
hıs Ssıtuation. 1: also reveals of the apostle’s / Ihe SAadllle could ell ave eecen ICHE ere
Ld  S humanıty in the face of adverse Circumstances. Timothy’s arrıval lıfted hıs Spirıts and played partIn arrıving ın the imper1al capıtal, Paul indeed telt 1ın unleashing 11C of apostolic creativity.lıke SMa Mısh 1n arge pon However, the hıch Tiımothy brought

Rome INAYy NOT QV been totally posıtıve. Paul
had already earnt that there problems wıthEvıdence TOom what happened NexXtTt hıs FeqIm ın the proviınce of Asıa (2 1ım }:15)

So Wl contention 1S that Paul’s second letter problems which IMaVy aVe affected the church
JTımothy W ds composed Al point In early cCongregations LO  O If Timothy had from
m1id-summer of the yCal 60, few months that reg10N, he INAaY VE been able 1VE Paul
after IS arrıval In Rome ıIn March Duriıng those al update about these problems and their precıise
ST few months he has had AaDPCal before Thıs then might ell explaın the distinctıive
legal ofhcials explaın the NATUure of hıs CASC; he style of Paul’s wrıiting 1ın N1Ss thırd “priıson epistle”,
has only made inımal wıth OcC2 believ- Ephesıans. OSEe who aCCCDL the Pauline author-
CIS, but has reconnected wıth SOTILC of hıs ınner shı1p of Ephesıians readıly the clear simıları-
(Cam OT: key Supporters. Even S! He key PCISON 15 t1es between thıs letter and Colossians:; they also
MISSINS, the whom elsewhere Paul describes that IT 15 wrıtten OI INOIC unıversal CalNVas,
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wıithout references specific 1SSUES 1n the partıcu- CasSsOIl opened In the Spring of 61 17
lar church which Paul 1S writing."© ndeed, the As for the tourth jetter. Philippians, there aArc
phrase 1n Ephesus (Eph L: 1) 15 NOT In INan- hints In ItSs final chapter that Paul has een SUr-
uscr1pts, suggesting that thıs letter INaYy have SSn prised that he had NOLT heard from this church Car-
intended 4S A ° Circular. letter which would be her Phil 0-11) hıs would SUSSCSLT that the
read by several churches In the Ephesus reg10n and Philıpplans WCIC NOT in touch wıth Paul during the
in the wıder province of Asıa. 5n S Paul’s refer- ISt VCdl of hıs Roman Imprisonment 60) but
GG 1ın Colossians (4 16) another Pauline [EEteEN only during the SUMMETr of 61 at the earliest.
hıch he has SCHNT nearby 1 a0dicea, INaV ell be Regardless of the precıise date; IT would clear,
d reference what WC L1O0W know AS “Ephesians. then, that thıs letter Was wrıtten after the ther
OQur ‘Ephesıians’ INaYy thus AVe GEn general three If OUur hypothesis about aAall earlier ate for
letter which Paul wıshed send round the maJor Timothy WeIC accepted, this would I11Call that
CItIes of Asla, startıng wıth Laodicea and ending Philıpplans would be COUTr last CXLaDNl letter from
In Ephesus. hıs would be the SAad1L1l1E tactıc AdS that Paul OmMe confirmation of this Can be found 1n
sed by the author of Revelatiıon (Rev 2-3) only
OM this OCCASsSıOoN the direction of the courler’s

that IT 15 SS ıIn Philippians that Paul Aat 4T speaks
about hıs death explicıtly. hıs extended discus-

travel W as antı-clockwise rather than clockwise. S1I0N about hıs possible death that he 1O
There 1S much dispute about thıs. However, reCOSNISES that the end of hıs ıfe 15 indeed 1Mm1-

for OUuUr PDULDOSCS, the key pomnt Ofe 15 that NENT CC d AT Ieast; than 1T Was at the time of
Paull’s tactıc of sending “general’ letter (whether writing Timothy.

Ephesus alone OTr the churches In Asıa) We discover ıIn Philippians far COM-
INaYy aVvVe been hıs the NEVWS brought Dy posed’ ATl sanguıne (‘“for I1 live 15
T imothy. If there WEeIC SOTMNNC partıcular problems Christ, die 15 gan’‘, 1:21); there 15 calmness
in the reg10n, Tımothy INaV ave dvised Paul NOT an aCCCPLANCE ( SE earned be CONTENT 1ın

focus ON those 1SSUES but rather keep hıs dis- al] CIrCcumstances)’, 4:11). Paul’s 15 less self-
COUTSC Aat higher, general level Moreover, absorbed and outward-looking. Of COUTSC,
if there WEeTC SOTINC indıyıduals Or Congregations thıs INaVYy be because he 1S writing public
ın the AiICad who WEeIC ESsSs enthusı1astic about letter designed be read aloud gatherePaul’s minıstry and especlally f there Was ndeed cCongregation NOL, d In Timothy, personal

wıdespread “desertion’ AWdYV from Paul In OTE hıs est friend, In 1C perhaps he ( Al
Asıa (2 TLim 1:15) then Timothy’s advıce INaVY ‘let OWN his guard’ allı MIOIE Yet 1T O€es SUusaVeC been that Pau! should sef ut hıs stall? and SCSL that SOTMNC of the ‘dark nıght of the soul’? ıf
re-establish hıs credentials In thıs potentially hos- that Wädas C VGL truly PFESCNHNL behind Timothy has
tile Ssiıtuation. NOW passed. Can also SCIISC the forthright,N S thıs explains the WdY Paul ıIn Ephesians “up-beat’ apostle 4S he struggles iind
al breaks Into “defence’ and explanation of the est ‘Jlast word’ IC he NAants the Philippianshıs MINISTLY. He hıs readers CVCN f others remember hım Dy. Repeatedly he bequeaths
ATIC tryıng persuade them otherwise be COIMN- them hıs famous watchword: ’reJOICE In the Lord’
vinced that he 15 ndeed appomnted apostle (S:1; 4  > 10)
working for the Gentiles Moreover, he ants his hıs L1ICW approac Phiılıipplans then 111Canls
gentile readers in Asıa SCIISC that hıs suffering, In that, (GVENn if OSE SOMNMNC of the pO1gNaNCY of
Rome 1S truly ON theır behalf. At thıs pomnt there 15 Timothy being wrıtten Just before the executlioner

sub-text LO  O that: for the apostle facıng trial In arrıves, galn instead SCI1ISC In Philippians öf
Rome, lıttle bit of gratitude would be welcome! the apostle’s resolute faıth and JOY In his last days,It WOU be quıte paınful face martyrdom In calmly facıng hıs imMmmınent eat wıth conhidence
Rome 4S the “apostle the gentiles’ ut NOLT be In Christ
appreclated d such by hıs gentile Looking AaTt these four other “priıson epistles’On thıs reconstruction, Tımothy reaches Rome thus OCcCs NOT provıde Aa YV evidence agalnst OUur
In the of AD Hıs CHNCOUTASCS hypothesis for Aall early dating of 2 Timothy. COn
and guldes Paul ıIn the COomposIition of three let the>1T INaYy explain SOMNC of their
LCIS; IC dIC despatched wiıth TIychichus (Eph otherwise puzzling features. These helpful S6:21  , Col 4:7) either during the wınter months CUSSIONS of OUur hypothesis do NOL, of COUTSC,
of TI lıkely when the saıling constitute hard evidence for 1ItSs being COTTEGCT.
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However, . the least they Q1VC of plau CIan 15 still there (Col 4:14). hıs makes CI15C
siıble corroboratıion. IThe ]12-SaW 15 beginning Hit because there 15 STrOoONg lıkelihood Nat uke
together. himself In Rome for the °*t"WwOo years’ which he

refers AT the en of Acts 28:50). If, however,Comparing the greetings Timothy wrıitten later (1n Or
(One key pomnt MUST stil] be investigated from these 6/): WC might question why Luke had COMNIC
later etters. In both Timothy and Colossians back Rome INanıYy later; 41 f he nad,

Paul’s closıng remarks describe the GVEINEGENIS why he had closed hıs narratıve in Acts In SCCI1-
of some of hıs COMpanı10ns. When ook A these ingly arbitrary WaV after those YSt °*tWwWOo Vears. . For
closely In parallel, A there Al1Yy problems 1ın see1Ing the about Paul In Acts L1O0W COMNCS ACTOSS d

Timothy AS wrıtten ine twelve months before VCLY much In eed of All ending. It Luke
Colossians? We noted above that HC key merit of W as ın Rome Into the mı1ıd-60s, why did he NOT
UTr hypothesis 15 that Timothy who 15 absent from tell us what happened next” He MUST 4VE known!
Rome ıIn Timothy has evidently arrıved In Rome However, ıf both Timothy an Colossians dIC

DY the time Paul wrIıites Colossians (Ef. Lim instead placed wıthın the YrSt months of Paul’s
wıth Col 1LE Philem 10 Whart ATC Ifs implications Imprisonment, then the Held 15 OPCH for
for the other people who AL mentioned? INNOCUOUS for the surprisıng ending

of Acts for example, Luke’s needing COMMI-
Mark plete the projJect for Theophilus before he himself

Whart 15 ITE for Timothy 15 also HE for Mark He returned Oome Philippi.“
1S clearly absent from Rome In Timothy but has
arrıved there DYy the time Paul]! wrIites Colossians (2Z Demas
1ım 4:11; COol 4:10) As noted above, there AL E pleasant corollary of seCINS Timothy AS before
SCVEGETE logistical complications for Mark’s ILMOVC- Colossians 15 that LDemas has evidently returned
ENTS f instead Timothy 15 wrıtten later.‘® We by the time Paul wrıtes Colossians (4:14; Philem

also factor in the StIrONg early church tradı- 24) hıs that hıs departure, which Paul
on which aSSOCI1ates Mark wıth Deter ıIn Rome ? interpreted negatıvely 1n Timothy, LUrns OUuUL
If HAT hypothesis 15 COTFeEL, Mark 15 invıted NOT be NOT Afinal after Ihus, when DPaul
Rome by Paul and ndeed 15 included Dy Pau! In describes Demas AS havıng deserted hım because
hıs 1ST of COMpanı10ns (Col 4:10), but then DIC he Was In ‘“ove wıth this world’ Z 1ım 4:10), this
sumably wıth DPeter ın Rome around thıs INAaYy ell ACH retfer AG! of
tiıme and becomes hıs lıterary a  ’ working 0)8! by LDemas. Concel1vably N1Ss Z01INg IThessalonıca
ark’s Gospel. W daS tor quıte natural FCAaSONS, C be wıth famıly

There AlIC pleasıng ASPCCLTS thiıs FECOHN- members:; but Paul: feeling deserted In Rome,
structl1on. Fırst, Paul OC€Ss NOT WwWaIlt till the vVeryY detects an iInner SGCETET motivatıon IC 15
end of hıs ıfe Invıte Mark back NtO hıs circle ‘worldly’. Demas’ would then
of COMpan10Nns but SUMMMONS hım AS AS he that he °came Zz00d ın the end’ and that, GCVEN ıf
arrıves In Rome, thus rnginNg all end rıft hıs motivatıons the VCar before had been slıghtly
between them IC had begun TCA earlier AT ‘MiXed: he has NOT ultimately deserted either Paul
the time of Paul’s setting OUuUT (DA hıs second mM1S- 0)8 his Christian faıth
S1IONarYy Journey AcCts 15:37738). econdly, there

Arıstarchus1S 1nt of the lıkely harmony between Paul an
Peter. AS they both take Mark Nto their ervıice: hıs PCISON 15 NOT mentioned In Timothy, but,
for IT 1S entirely possible that Paul xladly COM DYy the time of Coloss1ians, 1S L1LO0 W sharıng Paul’s
mended Mark Peter and encouraged Mark house hArFest AdS “tellow-prisoner’ (Col 4:10; Cf
wrıte OWN Peter’s memorI1es; and he could do Phiılem 24) Tf thıs 15 the Arıstarchus who
this, knowing that Ne: Paul, had already OL all travelled wıth Luke and Paul ftrom ()aesarea Acts
equally capable author AMONSSL his COMDaN- 222 he has 11O0OW eecn arrested tor SOMNIC LTCAasSOonN

but IHowed chare Paul’s accommodatıion.“*10NS, namely Luke!?9

uke ( vescens an Tıitus
Colossians 1S wrıtten In 61, around A VCal In Timothy Crescens and .Litus ave recently

after Timothy, then Luke the beloved physı- SOI Galatıa an Dalmatiıa respectively. Nort
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surprisingly they A1© NOT mentioned ıIn Colossians VISITOFrS he 1S Z01INg reCEIVE, especlally people
nıne months later, SINCE they would presumably cComıng from long distance. They nclude
ÜV een detained wıth thıs important mMinıstry Jewish believer called Jesus/Justus (4:11), d ell
work. We INaYy ere that Nar early atıng 4S Epaphras (1  - 4:13) and Onesimus (Philem
tor Timothy, hıch INCAanNls that Crescens and 10) The latter aVc both from Colossae
TAHSs these reg10Ns after Paul (travelling together?). Onesimus 18 110 W returnıng
eached Rome, makes perfect SCI1IS5SC Paul had VIS- Colossae but Epaphras, mysteri10usly, 15 10
ited the reg1o0n of Illyricum and Dalmatıia ın described 4A5 Paul’s ‘ftellow-prisoner’ (  em 23)
(en Corinth, SCC Rom 15:19): thıs had though conce1vably thıs INAaYy describe their havıng
CCn the last opportunı he had had do SOMNC hared PreviOus period of confinement together,
ploneering evangelısm. Now that he Was In Rome presumably In Ephesus.
he WOU be een find OUuUT 4S 45 possible
ir that work had borne an V frunt. As for Galatıa, It Looking back VL these different indıviduals an
W ds$ hıstorically maJjor AarCca of Paull’s early M1N1S- theır OVCMECNLIS, SCC that there 15 110 maJor

diıfhculty In placıng Timothy before Colossians.Y Acts 13-14), agalın Paul] would be Admittedly, In the 8 NIe of Demas, there 15 all elemaıntaın hıs connectlion wıth the believers there;
meanwhıiıle other, slıghtly NCALICLI, (around the MEeNT of straın In interpreting Paul’s words In

Timothy In posıtıve Yet this INaYyAegean) WEIC satisfactorily covered by other work- aVe ItSs meri1ts and, In all other C  > there 15 eVI-
CIS such AS Erastus 1ın Corinth A Trophiımus iın dently 110 problem whatsoever ıIn postulating AallMiıletus (2 '1ım 4:20). SO In sending Cirescens and
Tıtus these different reg10Ns AT the WEST- early Afe for Tiımothy. ndeed thıs reading ften

produces hıstorical SCENArIO that 15 compel-CIMn and ends, respectively, of Paul’s m1ssıon lıng than when the AL dated the other WaYhield Paul Was evidently ensurıng that hıs whole
AICa of operations Wdas eing duly supervised. It round. hıs result adds SOIIC weıight OUur AIg U-
speaks volumes for hıs strateg1c thinking and hıs MeEenT It makes emınent> conclude, N

Timothy, NOT AN) the last thing Paul beforedetermination that, CVCIN 4S prisoner ın Rome, he he died, but rather 45 the YST thıng he after
W d stil] sServing the CONgregations which he had
helped bring INto eing. arrıyvıng iın Rome.

'chicus Conclusion regardıng the Pastoral
Tychicus 1S perhaps the IMOST mobile ofall of Paul’s EpistlesCOMpanı10ns. In Timothy read that Paul has In both of thıs artıcle AaVe argued tor allhım Ephesus (4:12) hıs might ell I11Can earlier 4TE for each of the three Pastoral Epistles.that he Wds$s the courler wh; delivered Timothy At the OUTSECT outlined three maın Opt1Ons forTiımothy (who Was ıIn the Ephesus reg10n) an
wh: would take vVer Timothy’s responsitbilities dating and authorshıp OE these epistles:

wrıtten Dy Paul AaTt pomnt during the d”Timothy headed off Jo1in Paul In Rome.
Tychicus 15 then mentioned 1n both Ephes1ians t1ve recounted In Acts (before 62)
(6:21 and Colossians (4:7), eing the specife wrıtten bDy Paul al SOMINC pomnt after the narratıve
courlıer ofeach letter. IT thıs W dS indeed hıs primary recounted In Acts, when Paul Was released from

Rome (between and 6/))role In Paul’s LcCamM, then 1T 15 NOTLT sSurprisıng that he
1S mentioned both In (as the courler for ( wrıtten Dy al unknown author after Paull’s 014

Timothy) an In 61 (as the courlıer for the eat
three JetterS ). T’hıs W dS the OIlC PCISONN whom We aV argued that option should be g1ven fur-

might CXPCECL be commıtted returnıng ther attentlion. OSEC who wıth OUrTr 4SSCSS-
Paul! for the intervening winter.“* He Was the vital MentT of SOTMNNC of the weaknesses of option IMaYy
lınk In the COMMUNICATION between Paul and hıs be empted thereby towards whart
1L1O0W dispersed COoNgregations. be the only viable alternatıve, namely option

hope aVve cshown that option 15 NOT Just viable
Others but has much commend i makıng x0o0d

By the time of Colossians SOMNC HC people arTE of the hıstorical afa presented 1ın the Pastoral
visıted Pau!l In Rome. Agaın thıs makes SCI1ISC the Epistles and opening further credible historical
longer Paul 1S known be 1ın ROme. the T1NOTC reconstructions when SCT In the wıder of

128 ET Z



KeVvisiting the Pastoral Epistles Part

Paul’s MINISTLY. and, between Christians, Call contaın lıttle
OQur has GEn A4SsSE 0)8! fairly plain theology. Moreover, Paul O€Ss MO eed tread

readıng of the key and involves only three carefully for fear of offence, 1L1OT Oc€s he eed
exegetical choices which A question: sSEt AIt hıs stall? theologically but instead Call Cuft

optıng that Nicopolis (Tit S:12) refers the chase? %6
Nicopolis In Epirus; 1Io these commonly-made observations the fol-
allowıng Paul’s verbs of deployment (6.2 “send- OW1INg pOolNts INaYy be added, which aVe emerged

ın OUr discussion above:Ing', leaving’ in Tit 1  „ 1ım 4:12, 20)
B eGre 15 also varıatıon wıthın the Pastoral111Call he 15 operatıng AS al Aabsentee °‘director of

operati1ons’; Epistles, wiıth Timothy being wrıtten In A dıf-
allowıng Paul’s irst apologıa) (2 Ham 4:16) ferent COHTIFE XT (later, In prison) than Tiımothy

be Dart of preliminary registration PFOCCSS and Titus
rather than rst phase in the trıal PTFODPCTI, FE Tımothy and Tıtus AIC un1ıque wıthın the
be essentially admınıstratıve rather than strictly Pauline COTIDUS inasmuch AS they WEIC wrıtten
legal when Paul! W as on the road’ and NOT ettled 1n

We SUSSCSL that these do NOT requıre CXC- all established Christian COMMUNItTY. Hıs other
etfters WEeIC wrıtten from Antıoch, Corinth angetical contortions but AdIC In fact quıite sensıible

and natural interpretations Ör what the relevant Ephesus, COr hıs “house-arrest? had been
established ıIn Rome; all those there-words MeEeANT In their fırst-century ption

therefore has certaın hıistorical an exegetical fore ANC elements of stability about them, wıth
sımplıcıty about ıt: DYy COomparıson the other Paul havıng personnel, equıpment and unhur-
Opt1Ons O0k complex and over-subtle. ried time Whiıle wrıiting Tımothy and Titus,

Ihe chief objections, however, agalnst option however, Paul IMaYy aVe GEn much TMMOTC hıs
OW! wiıith 110 than couple of COMPDaAN-11 probably NOT AaVE do wiıth these exegetical

interpretations f the ‘“historical’” key Rather 10NS, and he INAaYy AVE eCen rushed into WTIT-
they ll STEM from COMNCETNS NTF the epistles’ dis- Ing them through wantıng take advantage
tinctive lınguistic style and/or theological iıdeas. of al immiınently-departing courlier. The only
ese 1SSUES V fuelled MOST Gr the debate other letter Yıat INAaY AVC een wrıtten In SOMNC-

the Pastoral Epistles for the last LW  S SCHCIA- what analogous CIrcumstances 15 Corinthians,
t10NSs 0)8 So, Dy WdY of conclusion, SUOIINC vVCLY although 1T could be suggested that chapters
brief COMMENTS OIl both those 1SSUES ALC ın order. F of this letter WCIC wrıtten whıiılst ‘settled’ In

Philıppi an 1T 15 only chapters 10213 that WCEIC
5.1 Language and style wriıtten on the road?’ */

TIhere has been much discussion VCI the - Sımıilarly Timothy would COMNIC from time
ently dıfferent Janguage and terminology In the In Rome when Paul’s "support structures’ WCIC

Pastorals compared Paul’s other wrıitings. Ofthe NOT yeLt ın place 1T Was wrıtten (on thıs 1CCOIN-
9072 words sed iın the Pastorals, 306 dIC NOT found structi1on) ın the Hirst few months, before he had
In the ten ther Pauline letters; of these, 175 do properly settled Into the routine of hıs “house-
NOT dDPDCaL anywhere else 1ın the New Testament .“ arrest”
Much of thıs Can presumably be explained DYy the Another factor, 1€ might particularly appIYy
different CONTEXTS iın which these etters WEIC COMM- Titus (on thıs reconstruction), 15 that, at the
pose they AL personal n  , wrıtten trusted time of wrıting, Paul 15 MOVINg westward, leav-
colleagues NOL Congregations; they Weré wrıtten ing behind the famıliarıty of the TeEC cıtiles
wıthout AUB! explicıt AMANYUENSLS 0)8 cCO-author; and around the Mediterranean/ Aegean, A AlICad

they WEIC ocused primarıly practical 1SSUES, NOT where atın Was the primary Janguage. hıs LOO
0)8!| theology DEr INaYy aVe had SOMMC etfect h1s style of lan-

Our discussion ere further highlights the fact guadge.
that these AIC personal ManNagem«ECN memos’
between indıviduals and these indıyvıduals aVve Theologica ideas
been working together for and therefore Pursumng option also, of COUISC, requires S1S-
know each ther VCLY ell Busıiness COMMUNICA- nıhlıcant Te-Imagınıng’ of the WaV Paul’s theology
t1on between trusted colleagues CaAall be quite 15 supposed aVE ‘developed’.“ On thiıs tOpI1C,
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Just few brief Call be made ere Fırst, that could NOT AVE een applied cCongregations
IT 15 often supposed that WC arc lookıng for ın the IST ive of their existence . SO perhaps
linear development, C from “‘primıitive’ Galatıians OUTr crıter1ia for establishing whart 15 ‘“Jate’ In Paul’s
rough “matured’ Romans ‘ecclesial’ Ephesıians etters might better be established through YTaAaW-
and, nally, the “bureaucratic’ Pastorals. Ihe Ing OIl the experience of CONTCMPOFAFY 'young
graph 15 straight lıne, S0O1INg gradient, SCT churches’ (ın theır YSt DE of lıfe), which ATIC

al reasonably angle. But what ıf the truly the modern equivalent what find ıIn
exponential development In Paul’s inking took the epistles. Through such COMparısons might
place princıpally before he Galatiıans? If: 4S better be able SAaUSZC whart features ATrC truly
argued by Bauckham, the MOST ımportant devel- indıcatıve of “second generation Christianity”.
OPMCNTS In Christology took place In the YTSTt There 15 obviously much be saıd Gr In
decade of the Church’s CXISFENCE:; the INaYy particular, the features In Paul’s theology (not the
be for Paul .0 it. S 1t 1S those early YCaLS In Ssiıtuatiıon of his audıence) which aVve GEn deemed
abıa, Tarsus, Antioch and ON the TSt *m1ss1O0N- be S1SNS of lateness need be reviewed. Are

there fewer references the Holy Spirıt? Does hisar V Journey’ which should be AS the formative
per10d for Paul’s theological development. What USCc of the word eusebhe1ıa 16LV.) signal greater
WC recelve in all hıs Jetters,; then, MaYy be construed emphasıs ON morality, rather than ON free
4S DArLOUS applicatıons of a deep, establıished body of in Jesus? Does he describe the work of COChrıist
personal theology. Ihe grap. INaYy be CC iın the in slightly EMNIOTC and °“distant’ WaYys? Such
SIa  € of fan, aSs Paul dispensed hıs accumulated claıms AIC regularly Made: but 1N1C really OC€Ss aV
wısdom 0)8! wıde LAallsc of atters indıviduals ask if these cshort etters Call rehably be taken AS
and churches. Moreover, hıs recıplents them- sufhicient sample 0)8!| which AsSe such elaborate
selves al different pOolnts of “development’ an reconstructions.® No, there 15 real danger Gre

of Constructing sSuppose "trajectorıies’ of develop-maturity. Human development and human COI
muniıicat]ıons AdIC thus far IMNOTC complex an multi- MEeCNT the basıs of mınımal evidence (3 faulty
aceted than C0Call be cshown ON two-dimensional, crıter1a. And thıs then ea OUr Z01INg round In
straıght-line grap. ndless turther Circles, 4S begin cıte SUP-

In Gr chronology, ıf Paul Was converted posedly “late’ plece of theology AS rm evidence of
In hıs mıd-to-late twentles, then hıs TFSt EXTant the document eing iıtself “Jate’ -when, ın [Act the

evidence 15 NOT Hrm al allletter probably Galatians Was wriıtten when he
W ds already In hıs mıd-40s. ir would then make ()ver agalnst thıs, WC MUST aS8SOT71 that the only
700d psychological SCI1ISC C hıs subsequent SUTC grounds for aSSESSINS the afe and setting of
writings (wrıtten between the dAYCS of 1l 60) document ATC those wıthın 1 that overtly
4S the outworking of hıs already established thınk- allude ISSUES of tıme AN place It 15 preferable
Ing, NOT much 4S de 0OVO COmMposIlt1ONs in which let those take theır PTODCI place and then let
he 15 taken Into entirely (tO him) modes of the ecology and lingulstic argumc«eNts take 1W

ought. YeS: hıs audience’s SITUATIONS WEeEIC shape AS result.
distinctive and needed fresh applications, but Adll OQur argument ere 1S that, when COMNCEN-

experienced pastor-teacher lıke the scr1ıbe of Mat LIrat' ıIn ocused WdYy ON those key In the
13:52 15 normally drawıng ut ‘old things AdS WE Pastoral Epistles, ATC. indeed 0)8! much iirmer
dS NECW from Ur of wısdom accumulated historical ground; that cCONsıstent Al coherent
V ıtetime hıs might be particularly tIrue for pıcture CINCISCS of theır varıcd settings; an that 1T
OMINCOIMNNC iıke Paul] who, 4S Al ıtınerant preacher 15 then an only then that Call begin uUuSc ur
and evangelist, will A spoken hundreds of thou- imagınatıve faculties FECONSIT1LICT both the lıkely
sands of words about Christ before he CVCL historical SCeNAr10s surrounding the TeEXT an the
hıs comparatıvely short etters. theological 1SsuUeES.

econdly, features In the Pastoral Epistles ption AL aVe argued, nables plausıble
that AI C deemed be evidence of theological “ate- reconstruction which indeed integrates the hıistor1-
e  7 ATC arguably features of church ıfe that CIOD cal ‘evidences’ that ave CCn oiven. Uptions

veLY early In the ıfe of CONPITERAHON. an ©& DYy CONTraSL, SUC these ‘historical”
when ook closely at the MaNageMECN C- 4S quıite problematic 4S needing be explained

eIng outlined In the Pastorals, they AWAdY. However, IT 15 far better anc hypoth-
be rudimentary In the CXiITEME there 1S nothing esIs that wıth the grain of the historical EeV1-
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dences than ONC that ZOCS agalnst them. Perhaps, Onesiphorus LOO IMNaYy have hought along siımılar
after all, these ‘historical” WL NOT obstructive lınes, arrıving ıttle later though he INaYy have

problems be ‘“explained aWaYy’ but quite the been travelling Rome for other FrCaso See
vital hıstorical clues that SE been waIlt- above (section Z for the perception that these three

ICN —  v perhaps ın RKome ın the early days aftering patiently for almost 2000 VCaLSs pomnt us ın
the right diırection! Paul’s arrıval. Of COUISC, 4E thıs distance ın time,

CaNnnNOT establiısh whether thev had COMIC Rome
for other FCasSONS, NOT because they ope MeeTt

IIr DPeter alker 1S Iutor 1n New Testament Paul there.
Studies, Wycliffe Hall, Universıity of Oxford, OMpson In R.J Bauckham, The Gospels for

All Ohrıstians (Eerdmans: ran p1ds, 1998
chapterNotes 1 See further elow (4.1)

Dart appeare ın BEJE ZUAG20L2) AT  O Mounce In 11Ss COMMCNTaAr ON the Pastoral
On the CONTrFAaSTSs between Timothy when OQOIiN- Epistles Word 1cCa| Commentary; Dallas
pare wıth Timothy aM 1 ıtus, SCE.€ urphy Thomas Nelson, 595: CIp.  y SCS thıs Mırst
O’Connor, ımothy contrasted wiıth Timothy defence) Ar the “prıma Actı0 wıthın the Roman
and Titus’, Revue ıblıque 1991) 403-415 ega SYSTeEM, which c  publıc, prelımınary hear-
Hıs referring ‘all In Asıa) 15 NOT necessarıly ıng esigne gather informatıon, IC if neces-
describing the VastTt f Christian believers ıIn the Sar V, WOU be followed by trial?.

13proviınce but rather the MaJOorıty of Paul’s key SUD- Gre has been debate the meanıng
porters who have deserted hım (1ın SOINNC unspecı1- of the Emperor J rajan’s reference xo0d “ive
hed WaYy), wıithout deserting T1S years’ ın Nero’s re1ign (quoted In Tacıtus Annals
In IMNY In the eDS 0 Saınt Panuyul Oxford: Lion ÄX) thıs refers, 15 lıkely, Nero’s Hirst 1ve
Hudson, 2008 ÖO, speculate what the VOUNS ın ofhce 54-59), then N1Ss behavıour nd
Timothy mM1g have hought f he had been there olıces will have become JOITISC Just around the time

SCC Paul eing stoned outsıde Lystra nd left for Paul arrıves In Rome In spring the of
dead ON the ground (as In Acts 14:19 Perhaps he Ihe pomint that OMaAan believers IMNaYy have been
28 what thıs Strangec Jewısh Rabbı W as domng ANX1I0OUS about Paul’s arrıval 15 developed In In
far TOM Jerusalem risking N1Ss lıfe for others. the CDS of Saınt Panl, 189-195; SCC also udge,
See further elow (4.2) OIl Nemas, Iıtus nd “I’he or1g1in church ın Rome: solution’,
Cirescens. RIK 25 1966) 95

15Thıs 15 paralle ASC of what WC noticed ıIn art Although these “prison epistles’ COM have been
focused ON A E:S5); namely, that SONIC of Paul’s wrıtten from Ephesus ıIn 55-57 OLr from
instructions do NOT ımply that he hımse WAas PIC- Caesarea Marıtıma In 57=-59; the maJorıty of

COMMENLATOFS favour A Roman PTOVCNANCEC. CCSCNT deliıver those instructions ıIn DCISON; rather
he had communıcate them ıIn writing. So thıs TEXT discussıon in O’Brıien, Colossians, ZLEMON
about rophımus 15 best explained instruction Word 1DI1C2 Commentary; Waco: Word, 1962

colleague whom Paul has ecıded leave ın ylıx-hiin7l. Arguments also abound ZGTE Ephesıians
nd whether IT SNOU be SCCI1 ‘deutero-Pauline’,hıs present locatıon, rather than deploy else-

where. IX Robinson thus translates: “ Irophımus In Lincoln, Ephesians Word 1DI1Ca
have had leave ll E: Miletus’; SCC hıs edatıng Commentary; Dallas Word, 1990 11X- Ixx11. IThe

the New Testament London: SCM, argumcCnNts developed in thıs artıiıcle be On-

HC Moule, The Second Epistle LO 1 imothy. O7 strued further evidence, GVEn ıf quıite mall In
Devotzonal tTudies the Dyıng Letter of SE Panyul tself, ın favour of this eIng genumely letter WwrIt-
(London: Religious $aCT SOocIıety, 1905 ten by Paul
erTre 15 much debate about what these parchments Ihe idea of Ephesians eing d cırcular letter 15
WETIE classical Hebrew CXTS, portions of the Old allude: LO ın almost all commentarıes whıch aCCCDL
JTestament (quıte pDOoss1ibly) the “back-up” COpIES ItfSs Pauline authorshıp, —  O C I1om rıght, Panul for
of 1Ss writings. It WaSs normal for letter-writers EVDErYONE: The Prıson Letters (London: SPCK 2002
lıke Cicero keep the orıginal ‘autograph’ 4-5 Intriguingly there 15 evidence from the second
of letter; K chards, Panyl an 1VSE- CCNLUFY albeit from the heretic Marcıon) for seeıng
CENTUVY Letter Wrıting. Secretarıes, Composition Ephesians the “letter the Laodiceans’.
an Collection (Downers Girove: ] 2004 If Although the Vıa Egnatıa (linking ılıppI
this COUuU. be of casual letters, how much 110 Dyrrachitum remaıned OPCII uring wıinter months,
might iıke Paul SCC the importance of pre- It COUu be treacherous; [LNOIC particularlvy, the SCAd-

serving these careful STATEMECNTS of apostolic teach- CrOossINg from Dyrrachium Brundisium WOULU
ıng be unpredictable nd rnsky untiıl the opening of the
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(Gran p1ds Eerdmanss, 237 Confusinglyaılıng ASOIN In mıd-Marc
See above. the semiınal work which used these lıngulstic dıf-
Ihıs 15 the SLrONg implıcatıon of Peter 5:13 ferences gu agalnst Pauline authorshıp Was
where Peter and ark dIC together In ‘Babylon’. by SOMNICOINIC wıth the IN 1anlc Harrıson,
Ihe MaJOrıty of commentarıes ON ark discuss the The Problem of the Pastoral Ebistles (Oxford: QUE
probable Roman PFOVCNANCC ofark and the 1SSuUE 1921); who noted that 1172 particles, PIONOUNS
of ark wrıiting down the oral memoOTIES of Peter, nd preposıtions, 1C C: in other Pauline

first mentioned In the second CCENTLUFY Dy Papıas epistles, AIC absent from the Pastorals. Cr AIC

quoted In Eusebius, Church Hıstory 395 rebuttals these argumcCNts ıIn LN CHY,;
11S potential cooperatıon between Peter and Paul Commentary ON the Pastoral Epistles (New York

thus have resulted In the wrıiting OWnNn of [WO Harper Row:. 1963 TLr nd Guthrie, The
dıifferent but complementary ACCOUNTS ıfe of Pastoral Epistles an the Mind of Panyl onJesus. Many aSPCCLS of the O-called “SYyNOptIC prob- ITyndale, 1956lem might o0k VerY dıifferent ıf scholars would Anyone who publıshes O00 knows that emAaıls
allow for thıs poss1bıilıty of ark and Luke work- work colleagues C DOINtS of internal col-
Ing In Rome OM theır Gospels sımultaneously and lege admınıstration AIC completely different CVCN
In Aaraltletl. Both authors have been aIilC of though wriıtten wıthın mınutes of each other. Anythe other’s outline and agreed ıIn advance that there stylistic analysıs of our wrıitings,I tried TACE

110 competition between them 1L1OT AlLY need
conflate theır works, but instead urgent neCESSILY chronologica ‘development’, WOU quickly

be dısmıssed ridiculous.
wrıte down theır respective tradıtions (010) On these practical 1SSUES of ancıent wrıting ndpossible In Nero’s Rome. RE INMaYy also have been theır effect (J)I1 Paul’s wrıting, En Richards, Panyul

SOMIC °cross-fertilization’ between them they dıs
cussed theır proJects. In thıs dSC the old question an Fırst-century Letter Wrıting

hıs influence of maJorıty atın culture 15 rieflywhıc Gospel W as wrıtten first?” becomes strictly noted (but NOT developed) by CHY, Pastoralunanswerable: both Gospels WOL. have ON1C OuTt
around the SAaMNılcC time, wıth Oth eing slıghtly Epistles, 25
influenced by the other. (n the methodologies involved ıIn thıs debate, i

2 the useful artıcle Dy Towner, “Pauline ecoSiıince Luke Was probably natıve of Philıppi, IT 15
OS Y Pauline tradıtion 1n the Pastoral Epistles: thepossible that he V  < OC of the COurIlers who Car-

ried Paul’s letter back the Philiıppians. If that question of method’, Indale AULLELLIN 2A62 1995
letter wrıtten iın ate 61 OTLr early (SCE 28R / 314

30 See R] Bauckham, God ructfied: Monotheism andabove), then have Aall entirely plausıble [CaSOIll
Christology ın the New Testament (Gran: p1dswhy Acts inıshes with thıs D' reference

Paul’s °*two ycars’ ıIn Rome: Luke Was 1O eavıng kerdmans, 1998
Rome. Luke’s departure WOU then explain Paul’s See arft L section

52 Many factors have influenced here,-not least allreticence send Tımothy LOO Phıl 9-24) For
an alternatıve possıbility, namely that Luke had Just “antı-institutional? Dlas, erhaps reacting agalnst
died before the wrıting of Philippians, SCC In the what 15 SCCH later “Catholıic’ church order.
eDS of Saınt Panul, 192 (based OIM possible read- Moreover, ONNC sometıimes SCS the IMpression that

these early Christian CONgregations ATIC SupposeIng of DPhıl 22270
The IMpression gained from Acts 1S that he travelled have exıisted for 10 15 ıIn “‘honeymoon’

free „ but concelvably he W as also OUnN! of charısmatiıc 1SS, only then discover that
stand trial In Rome. For OIr other Opt10Ons they nıeeded eaders and SUOINC church order. Yet the

experlence of modern church “plants’ thatwhether Arıstarchus disembarked at Myra Acts
5-6 Or travelled all the WdY Rome, effectively such honeymoons (all SPIE: need for structure)

Paul’s personal “servant’ SC BTruGce; The do NOT asft VCerIY long Appomting eaders becomes
Book of Acts (NICNI; Grand p1ds Eerdmans, NCCCSSAL Y wıthın weeks (not VCarS) of CONSICBdA-
1987 501 tion being planted For the priority IC Paul aV

25 See art and In the eDS of Saınt Panl, ordaınıng x0o0d ocal leadershiıp, —  V Acts AI
1Ss mM1g well that Timothy W as wrıtten 253 and art 1 section 5a
quıte early In the of 60, thus allOW- 33 See Hanson, The Pastoral Epistles
Ing ychicus sufhcient time spend OI1 months London arshall; Morgan Scott, 1982 38-42,
working ın the church In Ephesus before returnıng who ArgUCS that the author “does NOT have an Y doc-

Rome before the wınter. trıne of N1Ss OWN but FESOTrTS uoting ‘liıturgical
25 See Harrıson, Introducti:on the New Testament anı confessional formulae’.
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