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Pseudepigraphy and Canon'

Eduard Verhoef — Hollandsche Rading

In the New estamen! the apostle Paul 1s presented the author of thırteen epistles.“
18 ften defended and aBICcC wıth that opinıon that SOINC of ese epistles, Ephesıans,
Colossıans, Thessalonıians and the Pastoral Epistles pseudepigraphic documents”,
meanıng that other people than Paul wrTOte ese etters and passed them off epistles Dy
Paul Others arguc that all these thırteen epistles WeT® wriıtten by Paul himself * thırd
possibilıty 15 defend position somewhere in the middle SOINC scholars consıder the
Pastorals non authored by Paul, whiıle they divided regardıng Ephesıians, Colossians and

Thessalonians.
ese thırteen “Paulıne’ epistles werTe included in the because of theır apostolic
authority. Important criteri1a be accepted in the church WEeEeIC the Ontent of ese ‘apostolıc
testimonies’ and the tiıme of theır origın. The writings had ‚OM from the tıme close the
ıfetime of Jesus and the apostles and theır disciples.” Though authenticıty Was certamly NOT the
maın eriterion for the 00 be read in church and be included in the anon ‚annot Sa y
that the churches the church eaders WeIe indıfferent the authenticıty inauthenticıty of
ese documents. The authenticıty of the documents sed in church Wäas presupposed. In the
(‚anon Müuratori 63-6 7 it 15 argued that ‘Pauline’ epistles, the epistle the Laodiceans
and the epistle the Alexandrıans, forged by the Marcionites. ese epistles could not be
read in church.® This indicates that besides apostolic authorıty and time of origin authenticıty of

document important be included the New estamen! ‚anon. Eusebius tells that
Serapıon of Antiıoch (hvıing at about 200) had argued, wrıting about eier and the apostles:
Öf A  OVOUATL UT OOV  > WELÖETNLYPAOA EUTMNELPOL NAPNPALTOULEÜC, YLVOOKOVTEG, ÖTL Ta
TOLAUTA OU TAPEAABOUEV, but wıth OUT knowledge repudıate the pseudepigraphic

Thıs 15 slıghtly and extended version of DaDCI the 2000 ori Congress eligion in
Capetown. { indebted Vanl for her elpful Comments OI thıs DaDeT.

For thıs Papcr will restrict myself 1{6 auline epl:  eS, though the problem of pseudepigraphy do wıth
other New Testament ‚uments ell

See for examp! H. -M. enke, ischer, Finleitung IN die Schriften des l estaments } erlın.
Evangelısche Verlagsanstalt, 165 181, 194, Zr i FEinführung In das Neue Testament GLB;
Berlhın/New York: er Gruyter, 679, 702, 705, 736

Guthaie. New I estament Introduction (London Tyndale, 507, 554, S5F3; 620

Cf Voxhn Campenhausen, Die Entstehung der christlichen 39 Tübingen Mohr, 380-1
“"Der Inhalt des prophetischen DZW. Apostolıschen ugnisses ist entscheıiden! E Die maßgebenden
Zeugnisse müuüssen der christusnahen Ursprungszeit der Apostel und Apostelschüler entstammen. ”

See for the Latın text she1ide, ome ‚Ar[y Lists the Books of the New T estament (TMUA 1}
Leıden: Brıill, 10-11; eemelc! Neutestamentliche Apokryphen "'Tübıngen: Mohr. °1990)
29 and «D,  @  ö Hahneman, The Muratorian Fragment and the Development the Canon (OTIM; Oxford:
Clarendon, 96-200

(T Juser, Schmid, Einleitung INn das Neue Testament (Freiburg/Basel/Wıen: erder, °1973) 41,
63 a1lsOo Constitutiones Apostolorum V1,16 in Iascalıa el Consitutiones Apostolorum
'ade!ı hoeningh, 1905) 330 in hıch it 15 argued that because of pseudepigraphic writings the
addressees Mus!  n heresıies.



documents bearıng theır Namce, knowing that these documents ave nOT een handed down
us. The text of ess exhibits ambıvalent attıtude towards pseudepigraphic etters. In
thıs the author SayS that the readers do not eed be disturbed through letter WC ÖL
NWLO@V, allegedly written by us The author, pseudepigraphic author hımself, exhibits wiıth
ese words the general feelıng that pseudepigraphic epistles ‚annot ave much authorıty
authentic epistles. In thıs text the author 1S negatıve about possıble pseudepigraphic letter !©
Sınce the end of the eighteenth cCentury the authenticıty of several New estamen! wrıtings has
een questioned. ”” In the nıneteenth CeNtuTrYy ven the authenticity of all “Paulıne’ epistles 15
contested Dy SOMIMEC scholars, especially in Germany, ın Swiıtzerland and in the Netherlands.!* It
1S obvıous that the statement that SOMIMNE epistles WwWerTe not authentic, but pseudepigraphıic, could
raise problems. Can continue speak about apostolıc authorıty of ese wrıtings ıf they
WeIC wrıtten at the end of the first TUTYy Ven in the second century? how do
judge the forged wrıtings of authors who issued them letters wriıtten by Paul? Meade writes
“The question 1S how forged documents SCIVC vehicles of inspired relıg10us truth ”
Nevertheless the phenomenon of pseudepigraphic wrıtings dıd not get the people of the
nıneteenth LUrYy into trouble. When ın the commentaries the pseudonymity of SOINC writings
Wäas>s accepted, it Wäas often argued that pseudepigraphy Was NOT UNCOIMNMOMN in the beginnıng of
the Christian era So pseudepigraphy should NOTt be argument disqualify New

See Eusebilus, Hıstoria Ecclesiastica 12.3 ın Schwartz., Fusebius. Kirchengeschichte (Leipzıg: nrıchs,
‘1914) AT

ese words pomint o a potential pSeU«  graphic letter. See K Cchard, First and Second Thessalonians
(Sacra 'agina FE Collegeville: Liturgical Press, 325, 345; Verhoef, De hrieven 4an de
Tessalonicenzen (Kampen Kok, 255 Referring essalonians the author of Thessalonjans SdyS.
ENLOTOAN T} LOV, letter of0! ess D A The partıcle WC gıves the words WC ö1 N HOV subjective
aspect; ct. WC in Rom B3 Cor SE{ Heb 11.29 See Turner, (rammar of New Testament ee|
(Edinburgh: Clark, 158 In Hoffmann, Vomn Jebenthal, Griechische (Gırammaltik ZU:  S Neuen
Testament en Immanuel, 449 it 15 saıd wıth regard thıs eISCc g}  eın Brief als (wäre wıe
lügner1sc! behauptet wird -) Vomn uns.  en

(F Galenus, T1S5 Droprils. Praefatio, Marquardt, Mueller, Helmreıch, ('laudii (raleni
Pergameni. Scripta Minora ApPZ1Ig: Teubner, 1891, ul Thıs text that educated Man

ımmediately throw AWaVY Galenus), discovering ıt pseudepigraphic.

Orny, ‘Pseudepigraphie’ 1, TRE “Besonders 1im 19 \unde! haben dıe Ergebnisse der
krıtischen Untersuchung des Corpus Paulinum deutlıch gemacht, 6S in der Bıbel Pseudepigraphen g1bt

12 See for the SO: Dutch Radıcals’ Detering, Paulusbriefe Ahne Paulus? Die Paulusbriefe IN der
holländischen Radikalkritik (Kontexte 10; Frankfurt Maı  erlin/Bern/New ork/Parıs.  1en. Peter Lang,

Verhoef, Van Manen. Fen Hollandse Radicale eoloog (Kampen Kok, Verhoef, Die
holländische Radıkale in Bıeringer (ed.). The Corinthian Correspondence (BEIL 125 Leuven:
Peeters, 42 7-32; Verhoel, illem 1aan van Manen: Dutch raı New Testament scholar,
HIS 55/1 (March 2217

13 Meade, Pseudonymity and ( anon 39 übingen: Mohr,
14 Brox, Die Pastoralbriefe Regensburg: Pustet, *1969) 61 “Diese lıterarısche ng
stellt chts Ungewöl  ıches dar, sondern ge] den eln und leformen, leren sich dıe
bıblischen Autoren bedienten, hne der Charakter der biblischen ‚OfSC| dadurch chaden me CT



estamen! writing and the pseudepigraphic character of SOINC epistles should nOT throw doubt
upon the reliabilıty of ese writings. *” thıs IMNanner De writes wıth regard the
Pastoral Epistles that these epistles ust not be judged accordıng OQUI standards. In his 1eW

Canno! call the makıng of forgeries deceit.*® It 15 surprising sSc«Cc that De
concludes that ese epistles nevertheless do not ave the 11C canonical value A the authentic
Paulıne epistles. *” The Dutch scholar Bolkesteıin, writing about Thessalonıuans, argucs that
someoOoNe other than Paul used Thessalonians and paraphrased thıs letter and made it
topical.”® But accordıng that should not WO: uüS, because such behavıour Wäas nOot
uncommon. *” In the ıME WdYy Brox speaks about the “aktualisierende Veränderung der
historischen Apostelpredigt.””“ Meade argucs that the author of the Pastoral Epistles “uses
great freedom and creatıvıty weavıng together Paulıne and other tradıtional materı1al in
CONSCIOUS effort actualize Pauline tradition.  »21 Menken wrıtes wıth regard
Thessalonians:
T hıs kınd of pseudonymı' SNON not abelled 4S ‘forgery Thıs latter qualification mplıes negatıve moral
udgment, and chall SC that in probabilıty the author of Thessalonıjans, and the authors of comparable
pseudonymous documents, not consıider their writings pr of firanud. We 3ıle) 655055 such
wrıtings the standards thatw 1ın the environment 1ın hiıch they oxiginated.”
Menken that the authors of the pseudepigraphic documents often acted thıs WaY ıth
the intention demonstrate “that theır wıiısdom derived from theır master, and that they only

UOberlinner, Kommentar ZU)  S ersien Timotheusbrief (HIhK 11/2; reıl  g/Basel/Wıen erder, XLUI-
M.J.J. Menken, Thessalonians (New Testament Readings; ndon/New ork: outledge, 40-1

15 C*t. Manen, hoofdbrieven Paulus, De Tijdspiegel 1889 L, 424 “Mocht men ıch NOg
den VO! die den Naa Paulus gebı  en als schrijver brieven, dıe eerst ange t1jd zın

verscheiden ontstonden, g  lenke toc!] dat dıe tıjden nıet WäaIl S tıjden. a Joden stenen
deze zede mel toenmalıge Heıdenen gemeen. ”

16 W M. Wette, Kurze ärung der rieje Titus, Timotheus un die Hebräer Leıipz1ig
Weıdmann, 120-1 “"DIie Unterschu  ung dıeser rıefie cht nach dem sstabe uUunsSrer

heutigen Begriffe Von schriftstellerischer ahrhaftıgkeit sondern nach dem Geiste des Alterthums urtheıilen.
Eınen Betrug nnen WITr dıe Von UNSICIH Verft. gewählte Form unter dem Namen Paulı arnungen und

Belehrungen sein ıtalter richten, schon chtL weıl ihn keine schlechte sondern e1IN«
gute 1C| le!

17 Wette, Kurze Erklärung, 127 “Ihr: Entstehung und iıhrem Inhalte nach diese rieie natürlıch
cht die kanonische Gültigkeıit, die den hten Briefen zuko:;  E

De brieven Un de Tessalonicenzen Prediking Van het Nieuwe Testament, Nijkerk:
en 174:; cf. Oberlinner, Kommentlar, “Auf dıeser Linie der Aktualisierung und
Interpretation ‘Paulus’ egen dıe pa  sche Pseudepigrapha
19 Bolkestein, Tessalonicenzen, 174

BroxX, Pastoralbriefe, 62

Pseudonymity, 131

lenken, Thessalonians, Marshall not lıke the word pseudonymity for New Testament wrıtings.
He the word ‘allonymıty does not change the sıtuation. See The
Pastoral ‚pistles (ICC; Edinburgh: Clark, 92



made hIis teachıing topıcal for theır ()JWIN tiıme  4„23 But in that ‚ASC these authors ave SONc
lengths achieve theır DUIDOSC, the strıkıng remarks ın ess S E£  s Tım AA

Besides thıs NC wonders why not authors Clemens Romanus, Ignatıus and Polycarpus
acted in the same WaYy and mentioned Paul the sender of theır epiıstles.
It that authors ar guc that pseudepigraphy Was accepted phenomenon in order

SAaVC these epistles for the anon It 1S 1eW ell that the pseudepigraphic epistles
should keep theır place in the CanONM, but for hıstorical and oecumenical Te4asons and NOTt
because the churches of the first and second centuries WeICc indıfferent pseudepigraphy.

5: JSContrary Menken that these pseudepigraphic writings should be called ‘forgeries
Moreover, it should be asked f it 1s irue that pseudepigraphy WwWas 4} accepted phenomenon.
Authors who gU! that all ese thırteen °Paulıne’ epistles authentic, Sa Y the CONirary
that pseudepigraphy Was NnOL accepted phenomenon at 126 I would ıke ar guC that do
ave pseudepigraphic wrıtings in the New estamen! though pseudepigraphy Wäas NnOT d

generally accepted phenomenon both insıde and outsiıde the church * The pseudepigraphic
character of the epistles Wäas not known, otherwıse they would not ave een accepted.“”
Besides thıs it 15 important make dıistinctions between the pseudepigraphic epistles
accordıng the author’s intention.

Pseudepijgraphy be found in Judaısm. in Christianıity and in the profane lıterature in the
centuries before and after the beginnıng of OUT era Ecclesijastes and Deutero-Isaıjah Can be

23 en, Thessalonians, 41 (* Tertullianus remarks about the gospels of S  Trk and Luke and theıir
relatıon Peter and Paul ın JTertullıanus, Ädversus Marcionem, 4 5 34 Cchr. 5L \OU! repols, 1954,
551).
24 (1 1S, The al  ng O, New Testament Documents (Biblical Interpretation eıden' Brill,
324 ypothesis of innocent apostolıc pseudepigrapha aDDCAIS sıgned enı the canonic1ty of
certaın New Testament wrıtings
25 Ehrman, The New Testament: Historical Introduction [O the ‚arty Christian Wrifings New
York/Oxford: IxfOor: University Press, “2000) 344 thı! it probable that “the refusal about New
Jestament forgeries 15 nOoft historıical grounds but faıth commıitments. ”

26 Griffin, Z Timothy. Titus (ZIhe New AÄmerican (‚ommentary 3 ashviılle' Broadman.
38 e  SCr also G: Introduction, 67/ 1-84 Epistolary Pseudepigraphy.
27 Ehrman, The New Testament, 344 ıte ıts CONLUNON OCCUITENCE, forgery wWwWas almost unıversally
condemned ancıent authors (except members of of the phılosophical sch« ‚Ol0! Der
rsie Brief an Timotheus I Zürich: Benziger/Neukırchen- Vluyn: eukırchener, it 15 clear
“daß dıe lıterarısche Fälschung in der Keineswegs eın selbstverständlıiches, gemeın akzeptiertes
‚tilmittel BCWESCH ist K

Guthrie, Introduction, 630 “if pseudepigrapha must s the basıs of criticısm admıtted wıthın the New
Testament Canon, they mMust have been receıved wıthout theır recıpients being aWare of theır Imue character. “
Pokorny, Pseudepigraphie’ 1, IRE that have the New Testament igraphic epistles
x  'und Z.Wi auch solche, welchen ihre bewußt falsche Verfasserangal ZUuTr kanonisierung verholfen hat (Z.
Petrusbrief).”
29 Over the last few decades INANY authors have written pseudepigraphy. Besides the works ready discussed

mention only few ere‘ Speyer, Die literarische Fälschung Im heidnischen und chrıstlichen AÄAltertum
1 ünchen: Beck, Brox, Falsche Verfasserangaben. ur ' ärung der Jfrühchristlichen
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called pseudepigraphic wriıtings The Epıistle of Arısteas, the correspondence between Paul and
Seneca, the so-cCalled thırd epistle the Corinthians, the Codices Pseudo-Isidoriani and Ma
others belong the pseudepigraphic wrıtings These documents rp have een wrıtten
by SOMMECONEC other than the real author.

would ıke make remarks these pseudepigraphic wrıtings. In SOMNC ave
reckon wiıth the possibilıty that several documents became known 4S en by former

famous author by mistake *® In the ‚ASC of Ecclesijastes and Deutero-Isaıah, the authors
presumabily dıd not intend DAaSssS off theıir writings d wriıtten by Solomon and Isaıah,
respectively. But theiır writings WCIC subsumed under the much older tradıtion of wisdom
literature** and of prophecıies inıtiated bDy Isajah **
The author of the Epistle of Arısteas had d vVeELIy specıfic PDUrDOSC he wanted sShow the
SUDTEMACY of the Jewısh law and he wanted arguc that the Greek translatıon of the Jewısh
law should be considered , genuine equivalent of the Torah 2233 He trıed reach hıs
by ficti1t10us conversation een the hıgh priest Eleazar and Arısteas himself and Dy StOTY
about seventy-[Wwo scholars who translated the Hebrew text into Greek These events would be
dated in the first half of the thırd (tUry However, the Epıistle of Arısteas has not een
wrıtten by SOMMCOMNC called Arısteas who lıved early in the thırd TUTY, but IS dated in the
second CUrYy Bc3ß Thıs epistle describes situation which existed. The author wrote

epistle hıch should demonstrate that ven the Egyptian authorities had much respect for
the Jewıish law It 15 VeELY doubtful if thiıs method Wäas ethically acceptable both fOor Jews and
gentiles.
The ne:  » example 1s the correspondence between Paul and Seneca. ese letters the
phılosopher Seneca CXDITCSSCS his admıratıon for the Paulıne epistles. He mentions the epistle
the Galatıans and the epistles the Corinthians. In the seventh epistle he lets know that
ven the CMPCTOI Nero Vas touched by Paul’s epistles. But thıs correspondence between Paul
and Seneca Wäas wrıtten the fourth cCentury wıth the DUurpoOSC of showing that Paul and

Pseudepigraphie (SBS 79; Stuttgart: Stirewalt, Forgery and teek Epistolography ın
idem, Studies In Ancient reei Epistolography (Resources for 1Cai Study 27, Atlanta Cholars, 27-
42

Anonymous wrıtings could become pseudonymous documents; cf. Pokorny, ‘Pseudepigraphie‘ I IRE
6406-8; Brox, Pseudepigraphie, ın Döpp. Geerlings (eds.), Lexikon der antiken christlichen
Literatur (Freiburg/Basel/Wien: erder, 526

Pokorny, “Pseudepigraphie‘ 1, iın thıs WaY ““hat die weısheıtlıche Tradıtion unter dem
Namen von (0)1410) gesamme! weıl der tradıtionelle Weıisheil  ger
42 ’'okorny, ‘Pseudepigraphie 1, IRE. about ‘““das jesajanısche Schrifttum, mıit dem Werk des
Propheten Jes 1-39), spätere, thematisch verwandte Texte Ve] und weıterhın als Jesajas Werk
tradıiert wurden. ”

34 ‚ürer, The History of the Jewish People In the Age of Jesus Christ (1 75 B.C.-A.D. 135) and
ediıted Vermes, Millar, 3 ] (Edinburgh Clark, 679; Speyer, Die literarische
Fälschung, 157 "Um den ıterarıschen des ' entateuc! erhöhen, erfand anerkennende
Zeugnis steasbriefes.”

Schürer, The History, 6380 and Müller, ‘ Arısteasbrief” IRE 3724



Seneca WeICc in cContact wıth ach other and appreciated each other.” Apart from these fourth
LUr Yy epistles there 15 nOoTt evidence of e  3 meeting between Paul and Seneca. It SCCHIS

impossiıble that Nero would ave read the Paulıne epistles and would have been touched by
them. The author g1ves false impression of things He trıes make connection between the
Roman phılosopher Seneca and the Christian Paul and he o0€eSs for apologetic purposes.”®
The thırd epistle the Corinthians Can also be consiıdered pseudepigraphic writing. Already
Tertullianus Wäa>s WAare of the fact that this writing Wäas pseudepigraphic. He wrıtes concerning
thıs er that the author, presbyter in Asıa Minor, had een discharged from his function
because he had passed it off in epistle written by Paul > In thıs epistle, of the cts of
Paul, the OTr wanted defend the Christian faıth agamst heresies and he meant
strengthen the Christian communıty in dangerous and threatening time  38 Ehrman wriıtes
about this pres'  er he wanted sShow hat Paul ould ave wriıtten from beyond the
IaAVC, he een able address the problems that had arısen the church ”” Nonetheless,
his WaY of actıng Wäas NOTt accepted and the presbyter gıve hıs fhice ın the church.
He Wäas nOot excommunicated, however, and in later times his writing ven read by church
members. He Was not dismissed because of heresies but Just because he made known thıs
epistle Q in epistle wrıtten by Paul.“® Thıiıs makes it Obviıous that this WaY of forging Wäas not
acceptable.”
The ast example would lıke mention are the so-cCalled Codices Pseudo-Isidoriani. *“ These
writings wWeTiIT® written the nınth TUr Yy rder V from c  older annn rules’ that the
church should be free and independent from secular authorities. The Codices Pseudo-Isidoriant
purported have been wriıtten several centuries earlier, hıch 'ould gıve them the authority
of old ecclesiastical It 15 obvious that all these forged aws be considered
falsıfications. The authors used the hıterary of forgery order reach their PDUTDOSC

45 Speyver, Die literarische Fälschung, 258; Wılson, Apokryphe Episteln’, 3.349;
mer, Der Briefwechsel zwischen Seneca und Paulus, in' Chneemelcher, Neutestamentliche Apokryphen

übingen: Mohr. >1989) 44-5

de Labriolle wrolte in 1924, quoted in NDIEC 8, 120 apocryphal collectiıon of etters exchanged
between eneca and Paul orged ın rder combat indirect in the mıinds f the lettered
pagalı theır TCDUSNAaNCC the form of the ‚pistles. >

37 See Aanus De Baptismo 17.4 iın Refoule, Drouzy, Tertullien. I raite du Bapteme (SC 35 Parıs:
Cerf, 90-1

Speyer, Die literarische Fälschung, 211; McLachlan ılson, Apokryphe Epsteln ‘ 44-5
Schneemelcher, Paı  n, Schneemelche Neutestamentliche Lpokryphen (Tübingen: Mohbr.
>1989) 214

X  ‘  } Ehrman, The New L1 estament, 342

Vielhauer, Geschichte der urchristlichen Literatur: Einleitung in das Neue Testament, die Apo:  ‚phen
und die Apostolischen Väter (GLB); erlın/New Ork: Gruyter, 705

Speyer, Die literarische Fälschung, 21 “Während Verfasser des zweıten etrusbriefes unentdeckt blieb
und Z1 der SE1IN! Trugschrift den Kanon des Neuen Te:  €es aufgenommen wurde.
mißlang dies dem E}

Ssee "DIie Pseudoisidorischen Fälschungen’, TRE 19 10-13
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ese wrıtings pseudepigraphic, but the dıfference between them cannot be overlooked.
The only thıng these given examples ave 15 that they have been written by
SOMCOHNC er than the mentioned the writer the sender . ® Radıcally dıfterent
writings called ‘pseudepigraphic”. Wäas sa1d above it 18 important make distinctions
according the intention of the authors of such writings. ” They May have wanted wrıte
erary document, for example novel fictional topıc, wıth the intention of it
known Man people. Possibly SO documents jJust exercC1ses done in school. Others
wrote ‚> philosophical treatıse and attrıbuted it famous teacher because they thought
everything be derived from thıs eacher. Some authors Just wanted make wıth
theır products. the of the Cces Pseudo-Isidorianti ıt 18 Obvious that the authors
used the of falsiıfication defend the position of the DODEC against the increasıng
of secular authorities. it 15 also possible that they addressed an epistle particular
communıty using else’s S the intention of getting INOIC influence. 1t 0€s

lot of difference for the exegesis if such writings detected alsıfıcatıons not
Dıd councıl synod really speak aDout the posıtion of the POPC ın thıs way? wıth
regard the Epistle of Arısteas should ask Ptolemy really read the Mosaıiıc laws and
honestly appreclated them. the of the correspondence between Paul and Seneca ıt
would be VeIY important know if these etters authentic and Seneca truly had much
esteem for the Paulıine epistles. But thıs correspondence 15 exposed pseudepigraphic
Ocumen! cCannot be anymoOTC that it tells anythıng relable about Seneca’s

of the Pauline epistles. The signiıfıcance of knowing the of text be
easıly demonstrated ın the hıght of the er Diarıes’. these ‘diarıes’ had been genuine, they
would have taught us INOIE about Hıtler. ince they nOl, cannot expect them tell
anythıng useful about er There MmMaYy be truths such documents, but CcCannot rely
them the er hand, do not wısh imply that always find irue observations
authentic documents. They contaın untruths
We MaYy conclude that ıt 15 VeETY ımportant discern the Status of text. This statement
CONCEINS the New Testament writings as well If some New estamen! epistles shown
bDe pseudepigraphic writings, it 15 the task of the exegetes discover the intention of the
author. Why the authors wriıte down that theır letters originated from Paul? hat werTe

theır intentions? These authors probably not wriıte ese epistles with the ıntention gaın
financıal profit. they nOL wriıte philosophical reatise attrıbuting it famous
eacher. the of Thessalonjans the author had opinıon regardıng the coming of the
Day of the ord hich Was dıfferent from Paul’s‘  Da but he used aul’s nal in order have
MOT®e authorty. the author of the Pastorals thought the authentic Paulıne epistles WeIC

insufÄicıent for the problems of the church of the generations after Paul and he wanted

4 The difference between sender and writer may not be stressed too strongly; see E. Verhoef, Numerus,
Sekretär und "roloi (1995), 48-58®% er! The Senders the
the Corinthians and the Use of ©- Bieringer (ed.), The Corinthian Correspondence (BEIL
A Leuven: Peeters, 1996) 17-25

4 The fifth century church father Salvianus wrote about the methods and the aims of pseudepigraphic writers.
Sce his nınth letter ‚agarrıgue, /vien de Marseille. Oeuvres (SC 176; Cerf, 20-33

Br Lietaert Peerbolte, The AÄntecedents of Antichrist: Traditio-Historical Study the Farliest Christian
Views Eschatological Opponents (Leiden: private publicatiıon, 63; Richard, Thessalonians, 19;
er! Tessalonicenzen, 34, 40-1



SE these problems. The of these pseudepigraphic writers Wäas influence in the
addressed communities generally get theır OWIl OpIn10NSs accepted in the whole church.*
For thıs DUITDOSC they used SOMECONC else’s Na  CD order have INOIC authority, the ‚ASc of
the Deutero-Paulıines the Laille of the apostle Paul We cannot but conclude that ese texts
forgeries. forging epistles Wäa>s NOT commonly accepted.“” It 1s unthinkable that forging
epistles lıke for example the epıstles sent members of the Jewısh community Elephantıne
'ould ave been accepted.”® We MUuUsSt dıfferentiate een lıterary documents ıke novels,
o tragedies the ON hand and epistles the other hand Epistles WeTIe written
communicate ıth SOMHNICONMNC ith gTOuUD when ral communication Was impossiıble for
Te4sOMNsSs of dıstance novel, DOCM tragedy 1S written in order make such document
known Malr people.
Finally, ıf SOMMEC of the New 1estament writings are known pseudepigraphic wntings,
ave NC  S possıbılıtıies for the exegesis of these documents. It 15 VeEIY important study the
pseudepigraphic epistles documents from later generatıon. They throw hght uDON the
development of the church the time after Paul Thıs 15 opportunıty shauld not mMISS
Moreover, SOINE ‘dıfficult? be explaıned DNDOW. The uthors of the pseudepigraphic
epıstles knew they WeI® WIONS and they trıed remaın unnoticed. They dıd they could
make reasonable ASsc for the authenticıity of ese epistles.” hat 1s the TCAasSson they wrote
statements lıke ess 3 .17 and Tım 13 In the Irs text read “ The greeting wıth
OW! hand, from Paul Thıs 15 S18n CVETY letter. Thıs 18 the WdYy wrıte  37 Why such
“ponderous” statement?°® The only 6c4sSsOonN thın of 15 prevent thoughts of forgery.” In

Tım 13 it 18 wrıtten: “When YOU COMCE, bring the cloak left wıth Carpus at Troas” °

16 Lietaert Peerbolte, Antecedents, 6 /-8 regardıng essalonı1ans “the author trıed dıspose of
authentic letter of He obviousiy hoped that his wrıting 'ould replace the letter of Paul

47 Speyer, Die literarische Fälschung, that “Fälschungen dem Motiv, den anderen verfemen
oder sıch und seiner Gruppe recC)  ıche, politische oder geldliche Vorteıile verschaffen, seine
wissenschaftlıche Eıtelkeit Ariıedigen oder andere egoistische jele erreichen, bereıts Altertum
abgelehnt wurden.  - (0fT. Aland, he oblem fONymı! and Pseudonymıity in Christian Liıterature of the
First Iwo es’, JITS 12 (1961) 41 “Letters etters have 1{0 introduce theır wrıters. F Here
PEISoN of the writer was xceedingly important. ”

See for these epistles Lindenberger, AÄncient ÄAÄramalc and ebrew Letters Rıchards; Writings
Jfrom the Äncient Or Atlanta Scholars, 56-/0.

Speyer, Die literarische Fälschung, 5(00)-56 g1ves examples of PSCU  ‚graphic authors uggesting they WOCIC

eyewıtnesses of described evenfts.

n  n Rıchard, Thessalonians, 394 SSS 15 pONderous in its insıstence authenticity ; enken. T hessalonians,
144 ""Paul’ ımiıtates, in WaY hıch 15 somewhat ‘overdone’, Paul’s habıt of indıcatıng in words hat he

takes the his hanı  w

Guthrie, Introduction, 680 5i  ayYS thıs 15 the Ca "the charge of delıberate deception Can scarcely avoıded.
Yet such deception 15 diıfficult {O reconciıle wıth the SDITI! qualıity of the New estament writings
COncerned. ” 1sS clear from this ast sentence that the DreSuppo! “high spirıtual quality  al 15 preventing
Guthrie irom thınkıng frate jeception. (: The New L estament, 343 and Manen,

hoofdbrieven us, De Tijdspiege 1889 1, 334 about Thess 3 .17 and Gal 5114

52 Fee, and Timothy, Titus New International 1011cal (ommentary 13 endrıicCKSon.
295 SdyS that thıs text r  puts CONSIK theories of pseudepigraphy. ”

' /



Bassler speaks of ...  one of the mMOSt puzzlıng features of these letters ”” Some authors who
defend the pseudepigraphic character of thıs epistle arguc that MAaYy have historical materıial
in thıs verse. * Others that the cloak reminds of Elyah who o1ves his cloak Elısha.
SO Tımothy would receive Paul’s cloak sıgn of hıs apostolıc authority According
Meade thıs .. repetition theme of Timothy 6:6-10, the kınd ofhıfestyle

1155expected of Pauline representatıve. The 15 godlıiness wıth AQÜTAPKELC (1 Tım 6:6)
This 18 rather stretched. Is ıt not uch {NOTIC logical that the pseudepigraphic author wıth these
words tries “to give verismmilitude hıs narrative”?”® argues “Forgers typically added
elements of verisimıilıtude theır works In forged epıstle, for example, such cCoOomments

might include off-the-cuff references in event that the reader could be expected
recognize 15 havıng happened the eged author.  2257 opınıon such ‘puzzlıng" texts
be explained if that the authors tried CONnvınce the readers of the epistles’ authenticiıty
by addıng such detaıls

conclude that the authors of New JTestament pseudepigraphic epistles consciously tried
deceive the readers wıth regard the authorship of ese epistles. These epistles would 19(0)!
have accepted the Ca ıf they had een recognized forgerles. Some ‘puzzlıng"
fexts uch INOTE easıly explained attentive the author’s intention of convincıng
the readership of the authenticıity.

Bassler, Timothy. / imothy. 1{uU5 ingdon New Testament Commentaries; Nashville: Abıngdon,
176

for example Brox, Pastoralbriefe, 56

55 Pseudonymity, 138

The Pastoral Epistles (NCBC Rapıds Eerdmans/London: Morgan Scott,
14 mentions possil (1 the strikıng for example in the third epistle fo the Corinthians

and in the correspondence between Paul and Seneca.
57 The New T estament, 3473
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