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ZO—nFEMA T (LIRS ) (L EEE T/
GIRESEHEER - BIRESSE NEALE | SIS HIE - sHk%
&E > MBHEE (A1 818 ~ 122 F ) - AIRGSEMERRNEE
THER A = (RRIVERES ) MBEE = EINEREA =

B GE SR E i SUELRVENE (242 &) JRERT AP S 14 (256

i) BREEHEC TR BNARBHILT - RNET R
FH  ERIFEHEAIEREERIEEE (AT PR
WEEHER - - EFEEREIIEA VLM - 1 BRER
"R ERESEVEISR AR | BREER  8HE "B, (T
—EEEIHTEE) FESEE T —EEE - NEEENEETEA
0> RA=% > FREGRELWEIA T -

EZNEE R B R PR R % R B R AN E AR B (HIEEERIE
BlFT 22 - 2 JREBACE ST — BT - RALUKE - &
WG N=EHEWR @ - ¢ (B2 SABEREPTEL - B

1 RCEEm ) ie s/ S ERF  H —O—AF = AEHH DL BE = ENJH ( POD
[print-on-demand] ) E’]ﬁ/fiftiﬁ”ljﬂﬁiup !

2 REgEFRr (M) LEEHESE Banker, Genade, Jeon I, I Quinn ( Fidi
XXXix-xl) o

3 Quinn 1 SEEFEILYTE © ‘These three letters are “pastoral” because they are
practical, in other words, they are ordered to a Christian praxis, to the activities of
believers.” fiFHIAEFEZ » ‘They have been given the title “Pastoral” . . . because they
are addressed to chief pastors and are largely concerned with their duties’ (Kelly 1) - 4
Al > AR E I IESE &7 ¢ ‘First Timothy is the most truly pastoral, and
Second Timothy least so, with Titus occupying an intermediate position’ ( Harrison,
INT 347 ) -

4 Schnelle, ‘Pastoral Letters’ 327: ‘This designation, to be sure, fits 2 Timothy in only a
restricted sense, but nonetheless in modern times the three letters are always regarded as
a unity.” BfFERtE0 5 > ‘In view of the degree of cohesion between the letters, it does
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AR LSRR E = E AR (A ZIEREA R ER G —

) BILHETSE > BN AR St - SREUSTEERAYIFE5R
HEMEERINE ° BECMEARENRG > BEARINRERS
EHEGTEN—HERE  BEMDEREN=5(E  SHECHRTE
%UW%%@  NILEMAVER 2R EZENER - RS RERVERL - &K
nom —RVEE AR = ERNEELEETEN > INERATE
IR IE— L (EE B AR - °

continue to make sense to treat them as a loose unit, sufficiently distinct as such within
the NT / New Testament canon’ ( Dunn 777 / Dunn, ‘Titus’ 275a) - See also Fatum,
‘Christ’ 180.

5 E.g., P. H. Towner, NDBT 335b: ‘In spite of the overlap of themes and language, it is
clear that each letter is unique’ (see 335b-36a for details); Witherington 98 n.31:
‘Without neglecting the common features these three documents share, we should study
each letter as an individual unit, having its own situation in life.” See also Towner,
‘Method’ 302: ‘there are no internal clues to suggest that they originated from the same
place or time, or that they are to be read as one literary unit. Is it, therefore, justified to
interpret the three letters as if they are one literary unit? . . . each letter possibly
addresses a unique historical situation’; Towner 111 30: " B ERFI5R 145 TP SCEH
{iz. [ the corpus status thrust upon them by the modern paradigm ) ERNEHY » H2EE
f{ tﬁﬁfiﬁﬁ ° ZHHVMH I BAREEEGYAD [ are more subtle [than that] ] ; 5 %2/ AR
HER  G—HEE0E GBS R RN (FFEE 43) - Johnson 1133 %
7% “in order to sharpen the perception of the letters as separate and distinct compositions,
I will deal with 2 Timothy first, and then 1 Timothy and Titus.

6 See Marshall, ‘Recent Study’ 304-8; 308: ‘This is recognized both by scholars who
believe in one author (Fuchs, Towner, and Wieland) and by those who believe in more
than one author (Aageson, Richards)*.” " TFEfFf&5 a8 R | B0 FEIE ‘is developing in
momentum’ (304 ) o (*Murphy-O’Connor [‘2 Timothy’] %58 » FERIAHEZE —HR

REFHE=-TRAE R - B =EEER E‘ijEI_J TEEHI T2 - BEE0
TS sH B ELLL, ‘overstates the disagreements’ [Dunn 776 n.5].) (1) Cf. Van Neste,
‘Structure’ 120: A growing trend in Pastorals research suggests that the individual letters
must be studied first on their own terms before they are compared with each other.
Otherwise the distinctive nuances of each letter can be missed’; idem, Review of
Montague [2008] 417: ‘In keeping with the current (and, | believe, correct) trend,
Montague argues that each of these letters must be understood in its own terms before
being combined with one another’; Jeon II xii: ‘a careful study of the letter [Titus]
should begin by treating the letter on its own, without undue reliance on what Saint Paul
wrote in 1 and 2 Timothy’; Sumney, Opponents 302: ‘We have found a separate group
of opponents in each of these letters. . . . Since these three letters each address different
opponents, each letter addresses a somewhat different occasion. This provides some
confirmation that they are indeed letters. . . . This being the case, our study of the
opponents of the Pastoral Epistles also confirms that these letters must be read on their
own before looking for similarities and connections’; Wieland, ‘Function’ 167 (after a
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study of salvation language in the PE): ‘There is sufficient specificity about the
application of soteriological material in each letter to support the view that each
represents a distinct response to a particular occasion. . . . Clearly there are implications
here for the study of the PE. If each of these letters offers its own distinctive
soteriological presentation, it must be asked whether each may not also have a unique
contribution to make in other areas. The voice of each should be heard.” See also
Genade 3 n.8: ‘The call is for scholars to consider the three letters individually rather
than as a corpus’; C. Martin 412a: ‘Each letter must be studied individually, even if
there are common themes’; Hagner, ‘Titus’ 546: ‘Planners of the Theology of the
Disputed Paulines Group decided that it would be a sound procedure to treat each of the
Pastoral Epistles individually rather than to deal with the corpus as a whole. . . . The
current paper attempts to explore Titus along similar lines, reading it as a Pauline
document.” (But note 558: ‘In my opinion, however, these letters need ultimately to be
considered together.” H @i~ (4)- ) (2) Johnson | 4 thz05 » =HHZE ‘quite
different letters’. ‘Wherever it started, the habit of treating all three letters as one
fundamentally inhibits our ability to hear each text on its own terms’ (15; 7-9 %I =%}
EZ RTETE A ) - s AR B E S MEn FHE P —EBz
‘Characterizations of “the Pastorals” are typically drawn from all three letters coalesced
into a whole, while the individual characteristics of the respective letters are overlooked’
(Johnson, ‘Titus’ 376a) - See also Hempelmann, Review of Oden [1989] 161: ‘the
topical approach to the Pastorals, Oden’s attempt to make them “more accessible for
preaching and teaching,” may not be the best if, in fact, these books are three separate
letters from Paul. Taken separately, they are not one document and should not be treated
as though they were.’
(3) Towner 111 88-89 (FFEE 122-23) EZE(EFHE LR " ZdE (S (Pastoral Epistles) |
EHETE o HECGIGIER] - 1R - SR ETUR A letters to coworkers” ( H AR GHITH
By ‘letters to churches’) > #&[H:FHH ‘both the individuality of the letters and their
cluster relationship.” (4) R » 5H&E=50 5 » ‘because the letters display a similar
perspective and sufficient commonality and are ostensibly the only letters addressed to
Paul’s individual co-workers, they warrant consideration as a group. This approach need
not close our eyes to the distinctives of the three letters’ ( Hagner, New Testament 635 ) -

7  Metzger, ‘Reconsideration’ 94b: ‘The problems which are involved in this question are
complex and bear upon not only style and vocabulary, but also such diverse matters as
the organization of the Church reflected in these Epistles, their theological thought-forms,
the nature of the errorists who are combatted, and the personal history of the Apostle.’
PEMEENEE ) BRI LU TEEEN T & S TIRK A0
1§ : Knight 11 13-52( out of 3-54 = 40 out of 52 pages = 76.9% ); Marshall 57-92 (out of
1-108 = 35 out of 108 pages = 32.4% (24~ E ‘Almost half of [his] introduction’
[Belleville, “Christology’ 317] 1) « fE i ILHY CRr&YEER ) %--F 3 (Guthrie, NTI
607-59) » ‘The Authenticity of the Epistles’ (607-49) fy=Tzm (43 out of 53 pages ) &
mEERERIEN 81.1%.

8  HEERAVEERE Z EEmE R 91 H (Mounce xlvi-cxxxvi; HEEHAL 96 H) - 24
ifift %> &y <this brief introduction” (xlvii) | (FHEREFMNEELBMARELT=
EHEERE AT e (k=220 Fri 0 2 (3K) 2489-90 0 1.24-26) | ) &K
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IR SCHY— Bl > BB GRS (4 - JIMSGER

IREEL/EERBAR (mens scriptoris ) £ F 2 EE
—HER - HUItt S EEERAEENEEME - el
EREECHER  BINEHHETES -

MEZ  AEEANESCHEHENIER B IR EE
HO& L i EZ At — V)R e T - 51
M A ELIEFRFE Z oo ool — VBRI
REmR 05 ~ Bt - FEL - LML BB G HAR T

BABEEEE El’]f;*— B R (S RS R R R A BELE
TEEHEE - |

BRBERHBEE R REENER - WARAEESRIVBEEER

:i:i"

10

11

FRRRAEE R AV S (& 36 H) EhiHEIHE -

F1517 42 10 H 31 H - (BT - 88 sHEBEEEBEES - 2 JLTHAalkm
&l ) (Ninety-Five Theses ) fZ¥#f - #ifEERHEEE) , ((BEHf1) 334b-35a) -

RN (INRESZ) 25 « (FILAE IR SCEERVERES 4] (NATEsR =Rk )
FE 1% —ER A2 AR SR SO - ) EZEAY e iEFa < AEIRZEZ] | VAR R
fe T MRS R R s [ iR ek ) D) & R R BRI R -
Wﬁﬁ?mfaﬁﬁ TR B 2 MR — T R ERVIE R 4 (26)- 2 (fm) 001 &%
3 2 (3) PRl T EARG RMBREZTRENREE > & TTHiE
10y g (two-centred model ) FYERFETRIE » BT SOA 5 B2 T S8 5 [F AP0y (text centred
and reader-oriented ) FYRHT | ((E2F8751H) ) 63 > 2§, 64-66 ) < Cf. Lai, ‘Hermeneutical
Prospects’ 150: ‘Toward a Proposal of a Two-Centre [sic] Model: Text-Centred and
Folder [sic] Reader-Oriented’; see 150-54.

SPAITEEHEM © (1) Dunn, ‘Romans 13.1-7° 63: ‘hearing the text with the
meaning and force which Paul intended his first readers to hear [is] the primary task
of exegesis’ (£ (£) 4.10) ; (2) Vanhoozer, ‘Reader’ 317-18: " FE4KE 1Y) iy TLHLTH
JEZ R FEEBEAREENER (Chaveits say’ ) » JREIESR » DASE SIS RE
FEEL LR TENERACSL (Y001 3 3 2(3));(3)Hagner, ‘New Testament” 9b-c:
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B AENREEEK > W RURAIG Y A R o — 1B
o B REERMEN (FFA+7N200 X+/035) MiEEH
DI NZ FEE bt FEE M T UAEEER LB NG
AB PRy E AT G - 5 QAR &R T (FF L+ =
12~ 14) - @t B HY B EAGRST - EBRHRZE > HaE
(EEFH) FHENEEATHEB - O BBAN T EHEER
AHEES R - W2 ER EFrEss TRy R OO0 =4#
FBHEZRHNZRE (ZF—F) BFfF "2, AERE
FORHERE A (EFELIAT) FREF & (M EIR) B ERN
TR ER TR WRFEHAEEFTSNNEFEF > BE+
PURE (=78 "ol ERER—F 1) el EE (B
AFERE) B ARHEA - BHEEWMS - P HE e TR
e P REHe T8 MBS ) HEeBENENf >
IR o DUOE R AT 18] & B (S & - ief® > AR H A it
HRR - ATER R TR T ENEER G SR ESGS
WY -

e EFE G AL BN > B H X EREA &L —
—HEEREN S T MEE (— 1~3) G <Huh Ay & #8 MR
BE (— 5~9) BEEFMFHYATE R HMEERE (2 1~ =
8) AR HHBZMAE ML (— 10~16> = 9~

Hifle —+—1t42 » ‘New Testament scholars will continue to stress the importance of
grammatical-historical exegesis, the determination of the meaning of texts in the light of
their respective historical contexts and of the intended meaning of the author. And they
will continue to protest the misuse of texts by those who seem to have no appreciation of
the importance of exegesis. . . . If it is finally an author’s intention that determines our
understanding of a passage, there is simply no other way to proceed.” (£ (Zg) 3.13 &
16 - [ffrhes - ) GEEANE - BLEIEERY T EiEESE (intended meaning ) | JZETFAE
SO A A DIEE R Fe © RIE)TH - EEHERX (BEL) KOMEERE—
L (B RRVEBEEE) » (PTEEEIZERET) 27 (1999) 41-56 -
12 H5E 1 (EE ix)e
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figk . —& "EMXE L WRE

BREREERISKETERIHE T SRENEEAZRRE - 2
FERISE - BEEBTAIMASBERNTY - F—H TERTEES
[EtE4REEENE (1960-62 4F) » EIFFF(TEISAEER A R E &
SR FSCERAE TR (GERS) ° VAITI4RER (1961-62 47 ) « (AL » &
B — AR o fF TR | —REIE Ay 2 Christian Literature
Worker' - iSEEENHREATERNER LR THR—4£ |

TESE R AR B2 e Sk T W2 A eI R (1962-65 4F ) » [a]s
TRk Ry B E B A R A e 3L R R SE (1965-67 4 ) » FZ T
TEhR4RER CERS) T - (AfEEm O L REE s - SRR ZE
RAE 5 RS E MR (1967-69 £F ) » HARTZRELHMHE
& o EREHBARSHERE » ZRIA EBIE L R BRI S S RUITRs KBRS
TINERIRTEAEAE (1969-754F ) « fEEBIM RV - HrE i
IEEHNE BT B2 b K AT 2T A B B8 A\ THER 4 FHEE A
o> HER - L EmAT T o 2 W 5T B 4 7 BT &
(faculty-in-preparation ) Y7741 » —JLEAFEREEEFIBEPHES -
HEZOO=FIEHEN -

TIEFGRIR BN TIRES ) AVRIR - RBE—IU\EF > Bk
A T EAEREATAYITE  — I/ R R - R L BB 5 1F -
TELLZ AT BB R G4 (W 3 BEREAEME) (s R
B EHIR 0 1979) 0 WHIRE LGSR (BEIANE) (BrExiEE
FJOUEE S HIE 0 1982) - AV —AE ((BIGEESE | (REEMEELRE)

=

G+ ARSCiEEL A B T RS ] (2015 4F - (EEEESEN) > B
20-21 » AREFVEHH IR & 5 i, -

2 International Fellowship of Evangelical Students (IFES).
3 The Way. Way = Witnessing to Asian Youth iy RH4H&E (acronym ) o G2 am

HIRHEL -



©2018 by Logos Ministries Limited
All Rights Reserved

(K3 > 1980 )) s — Ak iedE ((HHEE h— i KETR) (58
> 1982)) > DLRHARUERRCRy (EERAA dn Z 8 —— B8 I T (& s A Y
Ebwn) (FEiE > 1990) HySCE - R fEd " IRIER ) BBIRATHIRREY -

—NEEZOO=FEZTHFZA Julk el T HMfE——4&
FOCGERES Y KBRS EN (MRt E ) - (MR e M mTE ) -
(fEgiete®s) M (FHEKE (L) (BT)) (1987954 ) - LA
R Uy (SEEETR) (88 IEE S > 1997-2003)  fErf kR
BIRE > BRSO R ] DUE R T SRR A et S
(2004 £FEFHAE B tERE DREIRAT L T2 (LB KT —4(2003-15
£ SRR T ERREN hKESER) (e 28 K&
2008) ~ (EREEPHE - BEFIPIE ) (Wit © B0 > 2013) A1 (LAFRAT
FabkE) (W& ; B - 2016) - ASHERENVEIREZ(F° thatBEN
AR BRI BT TGS A 2 G EBE T+ T EEE -

DL ERUKIR— RIS — T EE LB REIE - FRF AR
R (EEARIFS UM EERIMEE » FA A BRIV R
EECCFET - TR RREEER - Aer R ESS T Rl
A IS R T T B ERER TSR AR P SR A R B it £
(RS TAREERL) M ER AR B FERET o tHURGEH L
HAt 50 (PN Rt e s S0 46 TV EERE - B
BRI AL R BRRAREER © (A REMD) - S e HREITE
an > BLANRERA AT A T-HEAE A - SRAEI R A EEHY 3K
BB S AR e RIS (TR BE T G LSRR EEE A
JER TEEEE | (IR - ERTRERIESE R E TR ZHY -

4 The Epistle to the Galatians (NICNT; Grand Rapids: Eerdmans, 1988).

5 EHrE  (ESLUR) (B8 » 1959) 5 Z8pIR%E © ((EEEENAG) (5
1961) ; (EVEMERBEAEETER) (=M B4 © BISEEEE AR T E2L » 1967) ;
(BBEREE) FEE 0 (6F) (FE - 1968) -
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