2 Timothy 2:18



- is the nominative subject from the masculine plural qualitative relative pronoun HOSTIS, used “to indicate that persons (or things) belong to a certain class (such a one) who.”
 “Not infrequently, HOSTIS seems to function just like the relative pronoun HOS in the NT in that it has a definite referent in view.  In such places there is little or no discernible difference in the force of the two pronouns. This is especially common in Luke-Acts.”
  Then we have the preposition PERI plus the adverbial accusative of reference from the feminine singular article and noun ALĒTHEIA, meaning “with regard or respect to the truth 1 Tim 1:19; 6:4, 21; 2 Tim 2:18; Tit 2:7.”
  This is followed by the third person plural aorist active indicative from the verb ASTOCHEW, which “originally meant to ‘miss the mark’, then it came to be used of the inner life, meaning to go astray by departing from moral or spiritual standards: to miss, fail, deviate, depart with the genitive from something 1 Tim 1:6; miss the mark with regard to the faith 6:21.”


The aorist tense is a culminative aorist, which looks at the action of missing the mark of living the spiritual life in its entirety, but emphasizes the result in that these believers have missed the mark, failed to execute God’s will, deviated from His plan, and departed from the truth.  It is translated by the English auxiliary verb “has/have.”

The active voice indicates that these believers have produced the action.


The indicative is a declarative indicative for a dogmatic statement of doctrine.
“such who have deviated with regard to the truth,”
- is the exegetical or explanatory nominative masculine plural present active participle from the verb LEGW, which means “to say, speak, communicate.”

The present tense is a descriptive present for what was then going on at the time Paul wrote this.


The active voice indicates that Paul produces the action.


The participle is circumstantial and could even be considered a modal participle, indicating what these false teachers are doing to deviate from the truth.
The feminine singular article (shown in brackets) was probably added by a scribe for stylistic reasons, since the copyists had a tendency to try “to fix” what they considered bad grammar by the writers of Scripture.  This article is not found in the Uncial manuscript Sinaiticus of 350 AD, though it is found in manuscripts beginning a century later.  Then we have the accusative direct object from the feminine singular noun ANASTASIS, which means “resurrection.”  The absence of the article indicates the qualitative aspect of the noun.  This is not just any resurrection, but the resurrection, which is a reference to the exit-resurrection of the Church from human history prior to the Great Tribulation.  This is followed by the adverb of time ĒDĒ, which is used logically here and means “already” (as in Mt 5:28; Jn 3:18).  Then we have the perfect active infinitive from the verb GINOMAI, which means “to become; to come into being; to happen, occur.”

The perfect tense is a consummative perfect, which emphasizes a past, completed action.  It is translated by the English auxiliary verb “has.”

The active voice indicates that these reversionistic pastors are producing the action.


The infinitive is used here in the Greek accusative-infinitive construction, in which the noun in the accusative case (“resurrection”) acts or functions as the subject of the infinitive, which functions as a finite verb.  This is indirect discourse, which requires the use of the word “that” in English to bring out the indirect statement rather than an actual quote.  “The accusative substantive frequently functions semantically as the subject of the infinitive.  This is a common use of the accusative, especially with personal pronouns.  Normally the subject of the infinitive is the same as the subject of the main verb and thus is in the nominative case.  Though this usage of the accusative is difficult to grasp, it is not without some parallels in English.  In the sentence “She wanted me to learn something,” “me” is both the direct object of “wanted” and the subject of “to learn.”

“saying that the resurrection has already occurred,”
- is the connective use of the conjunction KAI, meaning “and” followed by the third person plural present active indicative from the verb ANATREPW, which means “to jeopardize someone’s inner well-being: upset, ruin; they ruin whole families; that is, by false teachings Tit 1:11.”


The present tense is a descriptive present for what was going on at the time Paul wrote and is still going on today.


The active voice indicates that these reversionistic pastors produce the action of upsetting and ruining the spiritual lives of certain believers.


The indicative mood is declarative for a simple statement of fact and reality of what is actually happening.

Then we have the accusative direct object from the feminine singular article and noun PISTIS, used in its passive sense for “what is believed” or “Bible doctrine.”  With this we have the possessive genitive from the masculine plural indefinite pronoun TIS, meaning “of certain ones,” referring to those believers who follow these reversionistic pastors and false teachers.
“and they are upsetting the doctrine of certain ones.”

2 Tim 2:18 corrected translation
“such [pastors] who have deviated with regard to the truth, saying that the resurrection has already occurred, and they are upsetting the doctrine of certain ones.”
Explanation:
1.  “such [pastors] who have deviated with regard to the truth,”

a.  The entire sentence reads, “In fact, their teaching will be like having a spreading cancer.  Among whom there is Hymenaeus and Philetus, such [pastors] who have deviated with regard to the truth, saying that the resurrection has already occurred, and they are upsetting the doctrine of certain ones.”

b.  The subjects of this statement are the reversionistic pastor-teachers previously mentioned at the end of the last verse—Hymenaeus and Philetus.  The major characteristic of these men is the fact that they have deviated from the truth of what the Scriptures teach.  They have accepted the false teaching of doctrines of demons.


c.  The fact they deviated from the truth indicates that they once had the truth.  These pastors are not ignorant of the truth.  They know it and have rejected it.  The same problem occurs for believers who go negative to the teaching of the word of God.  They are not ignorant of doctrine.  They have heard it taught; they understand it; however, they reject it as being true.


d.  In order to believe the lie, we must reject the truth.  False teachers or degenerate pastors don’t start out the spiritual life being false, degenerate, and reversionistic.  They first learn doctrine and know what the Bible teaches.  They just don’t want to live up to that standard.  They prefer to believe what they want to believe and to do what they want to do.  Believers don’t begin the spiritual life in rejection of doctrine.  They always learn doctrine first before they justify some reason to reject it.


e.  People who deviate from any standard must first be living by that standard to deviate from it.  Hymenaeus and Philetus learned their doctrine from Paul for the three years he lived and taught in Ephesus.  Then they learned from Tychicus (Eph 6:21) the pastor of the Ephesian church and finally from Timothy.


f.  These men were not stupid, not untrained, and not new believers.  They had been around great doctrinal teaching for almost fifteen years.  So what happened?  They rejected what they had been taught.  Specifically, they reacted to the immanency of the Rapture as taught by Paul and concluded that it wasn’t going to happen, because it must have had already happened.
2.  “saying that the resurrection has already occurred,”

a.  Paul continues by stating the exact false doctrine that these men were teaching their congregations.  This particular doctrine is also an illustration of any other doctrine that could have been rejected and taught falsely, such as the distortions of the doctrine of the Trinity that were taught in Ephesus thirty years later as mentioned by John in his epistle we call First John and in Rev 2-3.

b.  They taught that the resurrection or Rapture of the Church had already occurred.  They equated the resuscitation of believers at the resurrection of the Lord with the resurrection of the Church taught by Paul.



(1)  Believers who died during the First Advent of our Lord were apparently raised from the compartment of Hades called Paradise and brought back to temporary life on earth (until they died again as in the case of Lazarus) when our Lord was resurrected.  This is mentioned in Mt 27:50-54, “And Jesus cried out again with a loud voice, and yielded up His spirit.  And behold, the veil of the temple was torn in two from top to bottom; and the earth shook and the rocks were split.  The tombs were opened, and many bodies of the saints who had fallen asleep were raised; and coming out of the tombs after His resurrection they entered the holy city and appeared to many.”



(a)  The term “fallen asleep” was also used of Lazarus, who was resuscitated and subsequently died again, Jn 11:11, “This He said, and after that He said to them, ‘Our friend Lazarus has fallen asleep; but I go, so that I may awaken him out of sleep.’”



(b)  The term “fallen asleep” was understood by Paul to refer to physical death, 1 Cor 15:6, “After that He appeared to more than five hundred brethren at one time, most of whom remain until now, but some have fallen asleep.”



(2)  These First Advent believers did not receive resurrection bodies, but regained the use of their human bodies as Lazarus had done, in order that they might testify to the fact that it was possible for a person to come back from the dead as our Lord had done.


(3)  The testimony of the resuscitation of Lazarus was duplicated many times over and all at once as a miracle from God to testify to the resurrection of Christ.


d.  These Greek/Gentile pastors of Asia Minor understood and at one time had believed in the resuscitation of these Jewish believers in Jerusalem at the time of our Lord’s resurrection, which had occurred thirty-eight years earlier.  Now they have rejected the truth and are teaching that that event was the resurrection of the Church and there will be no other.  Instead they were teaching that the Church will go through the Great Tribulation and is waiting for the Last Judgment.  This teaching is the heresy of postmillennialism.


e.  This heretical teaching grew to became a part of Gnosticism in the second century as seen in the apocryphal work the Gospel of Philip.  The ‘Pistis Sophia’ [the Doctrine of Wisdom] declares that the three disciples who wrote down the Savior’s revelations were Matthew, Thomas, and Philip.  Epiphanius refers to a Gospel of Philip used by Egyptian Gnostics.  The original Greek composition dates to the second century. The Gospel of Philip is a work expounding Gnostic doctrines, often through parables. There is a particular stress on sacraments.  The Gospel of Philip 121.1–5 (90) seems to defend the concept of a present spiritual resurrection (cf. 2 Tim 2:18): “Those who say, ‘They will die first and rise again,’ are in error.  If they do not first receive the resurrection while they live, when they die they will receive nothing.”


f.  These men have rejected everything Paul has taught in 1 Thes 4 and 1 Cor 15.
3.  “and they are upsetting the doctrine of certain ones.”

a.  By teaching that the resurrection of the Church has already taken place and that believers on earth were to live a holy and spiritual life while awaiting the Last Judgment, these men set up a legalistic system to control and manipulate believers under their authority.


b.  The result was upsetting and ruining the genuine spiritual lives of those believers who were once positive to doctrine but looking for an excuse or reason to reject doctrine and turn to a legalistic lifestyle.  False teachers ruin the doctrine in our soul.  They upset and destroy the spiritual life of the person who loves the word of God.

c.  Certain believers fall into their trap, because of their old sin nature trend toward asceticism and legalism.  Grace oriented believers do not fall prey to their heresies, but those believers who have trends toward legalism are easy victims to their false teaching.


d.  These reversionistic pastors were destroying the doctrine in the souls of some believers, but not all.  Those believers who just needed an excuse or reason to follow them would readily do so without much persuasion.  Those believers who remained positive to the teaching of the word of God were not persuaded by them and would stick with Timothy and the Ephesian church.


e.  People cannot destroy our spiritual life unless we allow them to.  We cannot blame others for our decisions to follow their false doctrine.  Once we know the truth, we must stay with the truth.  When we hear something other than the truth, we are responsible for recognizing it as error, a lie, and false doctrine.  Many believers didn’t want to continue with the truth because it meant being gracious, thoughtful, and considerate of others.  That is much more difficult than being an arrogant, judging, criticizing, self-righteous legalist.

f.  The goal of false teachers is to upset and overturn the thinking of those with correct doctrinal standards.  They are rarely successful with those who maintain their positive volition to the teaching found in the word of God.  They are often successful with those who are negative to the teaching found in the word of God.  We all have a choice and will all be tested with regard to the system of belief we will follow.
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