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Prom the earlicst boginnings of Chrisztianity, it is
evideont thni crror was dostinod to bocome a common problen
in tho Church of ovory ago. dJosus Himself had warned His
discipleos that it would come (Hatthow 7). Error had alroady
nanifestod itself ropeatodly inm tho iife and work of 5U, Faul.
But movherc do wo find it teking on such a vicious form as in
the Gaelation Jimivchos where the very heart and centor of tho
gospol was boing denied.

The purnose of the presont writer in this thesis hes
boen to deberming just how Paul went cbout troeabting and row
fublng the crror.  Waet wore his arguments and attitudes
over ageinst his converbs? His-opponents? The orror itself?
Were his armuuonbs sound and convineing? Dooa he leave room
for compronlse? To whab degrec doos ho allow his own golf To
enter ¢ho pioture? In abbompiing to answer theso guostions,
the weiter has ondsavorod ab ell times to malnbain objectivily
except where s Aiffcvoncs of opinion among loading comontators
Torcod him to cmorcise sclectivity. Detallod oxsgesis has
boon kopt to a minimma and has boen omployed only where it was
holpful in understanding the parbiculer point Paul wos maling.

As far os tho present writor has boon ablo to doborning,

=]

thore is no published work on this topic. In propering this
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thoeie tThe wrltor hos found tho following outhowrities partlcu-
larly helpful: Durbon, Duncan, Xoohler, Lightfool, Ransay and

Zaim,

All gquotations of thoe Scwipbtural toxt are from tho Roviscd

Stondard Vorplon of thoe lew Testomont unless othomiise indicated,




CHAPTER IT

THE JUDAIZING ERRORISTS

In the Caleblen Churches, 28 in 211 Pauline clmwches of
which we Imow anyithing, there wors scme native Jows = & Noc=
esgary ssswipblon 17 3:20-29 is to have e natural explanation,
0 the other hand, it is obvicus that Paul is writing to 2
predominantly Coniile congrogabion, since ho speaks of the
Galations as of ono time nob Imowing God (l1:8)e* This ot

nee raigsos Sho quostion as to the ldentity of the Judaizers,
Woro they Jows within the Galatian Churches as were tho errore
ists ob Jorinth, or did thoy come from tho outside and launch
their dovantabing obtbock? The apostle novhors answors the
auostion,

In faver of the view that the troublers wore churchnen
of Golatic itscly, there ave tho following consideraticns:

1) In 5:10 the words, “he who is troubling you will bes= his
judguont, whoever he is," ave said to hinbt a cortain eminonce
of poslbion hold by omo or mors of tho decelving Goscness
there is & similar allusion in 1:8, "even if wo, or en angel
from hoavon, should proach to you a gospel conbrary to .
which we proachod o Fouees? From these two pessages 1t is

inferved that probably onc of the Galatlen cldors or Cescons

Ymoodore Zalm, Intreduction to tho lew ?9%10_91':
(Wow Yorlk: Charlos Scrionoris oongy 190975 Ls .




b
hdaself had commdbiod the offences Thig would be a caso like
the one envisioned in Acts 20230, whors the apostle werno the
Bphosion oldcws that "from amoug your own selves will arise
mon gpealing nerversd things, Lo dvaw awny &isciples afGor
thonle na 2) Tho intimation of 5:12 that 1t might be & good

thing i those who were

&
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= : ing the Galoblenc would inflich
en Ao K0Ty woon thomsclves seems fop mors oppropricte

the Ttroublors ars regarded as feil '.':—a‘irsrchrmn.g' 3} Panl
sooslks of then as "wndcrgoing circumcision;® JEec Z'Jﬂya.'az Vot
tho present tease, iloplying thot tho troublc originated wib.:
eorbain ongs wio wewe Yhomgolves Galatiems (6 :12,13).!5'

Bal these rrguments gro by no moans declsive. In tho
fipst pines, tho wrlbor canmob help bub sonse a purely con~
Joctuwal olonsni in epplying 5:10 and 1:0 to the esswiplion
thel the ssduccrs wers officers in the Galatien Churches. ;
Fupbipmione, Uaul could just ez well hevs spokon of an 2?0&' olty
in tho sense thot shose Judalzers who hed entorod the Churchos
of Gelesia would ab once remove themselves to their original
pliace off habilabion ond sciivity, Finally, tho apostlets
sbabouent Bhnt the scGucors worc wndergoing civcwseision (0:13)

23 poscibly Lmplylog thel the trouble origi etod with the

27, tusbobic and Obhors, Tho Pulplt Commentaxy (How Yozl
and London: Funle and Vagnalls, NeCGels y hi-rlile

31?:)5.!3..

hpia,
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Galoblzns Vhemsclves must bo disregarded 1) by roeson of &

/
woll-atbootad voriant in piscs of il-éecz'é,aVoﬂf.Vab i

namcly, Tee e Z'/H]MGIVJL s the porfech tenssc, uconing

Tthose viho have wdergone circumcision," l.c., Jows by bivrth,

260 that the more sultzble interpretation of

end 2) by the Tac
sy ’
l]éet CELVIUEVOL i Vihs civcwsclsion party.® "those who

advocate cirouncision'-

In support of tihe traditlondl explanation That the Judaiew
zZors wore Ironm oubside tho Golatian Churchos, protably from
Jerusclor:, the writcr hos found and rogerds os toneblo tho
following vicws: 1) Thwoughoub the lettor these -falsc toachers

ars distingulished from tho mowbeors of +he Church sddnrsssed

1 6

and charged with boing their soduceors (1:7s 3313 L4s17,29=31).

2) raul doco not weaist thom oo if they wore scbiloed toachors

vin oo monbors of the Churches woro doing things widiclh scemed

o) X - - (3 =2, L ¥ e’ -l we - 310 £ :
injurious, bub hs Uroabs Them as I Thoy werc proccuacrs oL .

faloo gospel, “missionary proachers who dogged his sbeps ond
Invaded the Ghuwehos wideh ho founded, T Zelm says,

The comparison which PYaul mekes in l:21-31 botwoon hif.
opponenss ond himself by scwnbrasting the spiriimal with
the fleshiy descoundants of Abrahan, refo?’z‘lﬂs o tho i
carilily Jevusaloen as the homo or the molher of tus formor,
and bo tho hoovealy Jeruselom as the home or umother of
the latiow, is vony far-fobohod unless these Jowishe

Sahe AL

B e - v = g Woistleo bo the Gelsbians
Je B. Tipghifoob, Seint Faults Hpisblo Lo ,
(8th ad:?.i;i.cr,.g L:nzdm; i lon and 00.s JOUL)s Ude 222=2234

&

i a 2L
Zohm, oD. Cibes De 1O0.

T1pia,



6

C‘ igbion misoionoplics had come into Galatia from this
wehly .Tc:'ur.'.‘.lc..::s

L) In Jevuocien end Judeon, whero Jowish Christiconlly wes o
living force, thers cerbalinly was & pavby within tho Church
which insistod on ecbbing Chrisbisnity within the frameworic of
Judnisn, Acbs 1515 welers o Chrisblan Phariseos who demanded
Lo civouncised and told to koscp tho loselc
Lows and Sho Trlsc brothens whom Poul donounces in 2:l wore
Chrigblions « o least nominal Chreistians, Bub they wore Jows
fivst ond Christiasng cfberwerds; and thoy would fight to the
ubbormost any Internrotation of Christianity which was ©o
sopavebe tham Peon She cormonwealth of Isemel; ond liniz them
up with "Gentile simnors,” In s thoy wore surs of suppo ok

foon tholyr nonetlhreisbion Jewish brothron, whoso atititude o

nc of deop wosentuent and finally

e
LS

2
Q

active opnooiltion,

Tms Sho onpositlon to Pavl in Gelatiac mey hove hod the
beeling of non~(hrishion Jows; bub the driving force camc from
Jewishethvictisng, And tho probability is that thoy were
Jewich-thrictians from Judace, Bnissaries from Judaea Tound
thiely way Lo Antioch, according Yo Acts 15:1; and il thelir
veul alm wee o do all in their power to wrock Paults worly

then the probebility is that they pursued him into Gula'bia.g

a'ér.i:.’n. 0D, C:-I.';Soa De 166¢
9c.~eo~'r~ 4. Duncan, "The Epistlo of Paul to the Gelatians,®

—we

Tho Moffatt Dew Tostamont Colmont (fow York and Londons:

[
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Thewoilore, slacc these Judalizors were in all probabllity
from the Jorusalom Church, tho gquestion arises whother these
mon had the endorgcment of tho other Chmreh, Paulls ont
manmer of argumontation in chepter two scoms o indicato that
the Judaizers mado some kind of apnoel as being roprosentativeo
of Ths Jorusalen aposiles, DBub Poul assures tho Galatians
that Jjust tho ovposite was the caso, One roason being that
Tituas, who wos o CGrools, wes nob compelled to bo cirvewncised,
end the other, thet James, Pebtor and john gave o FPaul and
Barmabag The »ight hands of fellowship, indicating thoreby
their doctrinal agvoement with one anothor, Although the
prosent weitor doos not idontify Galotiang 2:10f, with the
Soumeil of Jorusalem {Acts 15:1Pf.), Bishop Lighifoob's come
mont on the Judaizovs?! astlvity in Acts 1531ff, is eppliceble
to the netivity of those who avo mentloned in 23 i

Tt would botrey grest imioranco of human nature to supposo

thot o deeision thus euthoritatively pronouwncoc s

hove silencod all the opposition, If thoreforo we should

ind 1ts provisions .consbantly disregarcad horoaficr,

it is no srgument ageaingt tho genuinoness gi‘ the_.tlegrao

itoell, Ths blgobed minority was little likoly fo meake

an absolubec surreader of its most stubborn projudices -

to eny cxbornal influence, lany oven ol Those, Wao &b

the timo wore porsudded by the looding apostlos 0
coquicseonco, would find thoir misgivings return, ?hetie
thoy saw thab the offoct of tho decroc i to S £ the
scentpe from thwlr grasp end placo it in the hands of

Gontile Thurche+0

An intovesting quostion slways is’tho quostion of mobives,

lOIlj- A '!Gfootv' Oe .clii'l Pl 307‘308'
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¥y do pooplc act as they do, ond horg, whoet constrained the
‘J‘udniaors to have guch a zZsal for Jowish legalism outsido the
fact theat it waes the roligion of thelr fathors? The apostle
allepos oot strongly tho selfish motives of his oppononts.
"It is those who want Uo nake o good showing in tho flosh that
- would cormel you. Lo be circumcised, and only in 'orc‘zer that
thoy may nob bo vorsocubod for tho cross of Christ.” (6:12).
It is troubls fo» thomsolvos that thoy wish to avoid, Sinco
they thomszclves were mombors of an orthodox Jewish conxminlty,
diff'erent from othor Jews only in that thoy accopted Jesus as
the cxpected liessich, they wished to romain in good standing
in their commmwmity, and with that purpose in mind, thoy
wanted o Lo able to point out some of thelr Gentile converts
who had not only accopted Jesus as the Christ, bub vwho hod
algo conformod o thoso physical requirements of tho Hosale
Low which from tho Jowish viewpoint wero vitel and necessary
_ to snlvation, IT thoy could do this, they would escape that
persoccution wiich the apostle had himself suffercd and To
which they would bo subjoct if they did not uphold the tinmo=-
honorod standerds of Jowish logalism, FPaul confimns this
truth by oxeluding the reason which the Judalzers probably
claimed for their anctivity, nomely, a sincero zeal for the
lave Te maintaing (6:13) that the Judalzors! converts do
not theuselvos loop the law, not roforring o their fallure
to atboin perfect conformity, but to the fact that they co
not undertako to keop it in full and aro nob roquired by tho




Fadalzors Go G0 Goett

Another agnect ol the Judelzers?! solfishnoss ia bared in
hel7. "y aeie much of you, bub for no good vurposc
( 0‘5 KAA M?S}; they wanb to shwb you oub, that you may mako
amweh of thom.” Taul wofers o hls opronenis as courding the

? T4 -

favor of itho Galatimns OV KAdws - not homorsbly, nob
ginceroly and uwnscliighly, kdll “’} S iz =n adjoctive which
meens goud only in a goneral ways "opecificslly, especianlly

when refoveed o

S

wrson and tholr sctions, 1y signifies, cx-
cellont, noblcs, adalrable,” To tho Grock one is /(obl 13 S

who bears the charceter of a gentloman in our uoblor use of

n% Cron wideh Paul's opponents wished to exslude tThe

Gelabiang is not sbabad; the context immiies oither 1) ths

.-.'

vrivileps of tho gospel, f.0., tho ssuge of acccopbance with
God which comes feom faith in Jesus Christ, or 2) the circlo

who hold %he broasder vicwy Paul end his companions

&
43
B
G
2
o

, who mainbain the Gonbtilos oro accepfed iT thoy

ELL L Tl

end convert

u

have foith without Mlfilling the requirements of the Jercumon=
iol Taw. In oibher case, the effect and murposc of such eXe

LA

clusion would be that the Galatians would turn to tho Jowishe

Llmwost D, Durbon, "A Critical and Bxegetical Commontary
on thoe Epistlc :,: Paul, ;;g the Galations," Ths Ini:enmhiom%a
Critical Commontary (Sdisburghs T & T..CLARK, 19211, Pe 352

LD ety

1Zn, ¢. H. Lenski, The Interpretation of Sty Faulls Boistles
to the Gelobicne vo tre Tohsstens oui Go the Pollipplevs =
TCoTmabug, Ot ~THo Vortourg Frass, Cel93()s De ooce
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Christicns Jor guldonce and csgoclation, snd the 1:.';?{;3:' would
bo in tho position of boing goughi afver ( I Hdovle ).
Durton thinolks that the verb favors tho Lomuer inberprstation,
¢ 1o not nabtural bo apeck of one group of norscns as
chutting othors oul from another growp; @ verb to allenate,
or bo couse soporation fron, would be more pro'babla.n

In addition To these =asserblons of the Judalzers! motives,
the apostle uzcs soveral vorbs which ghod light on the moathod
of tholy activiby. In 137 Paul gpecks of tho orrorilsis as
Z'ded'd"ﬂ‘dalb'db ;;j.dgs 1e0e: “voiging seditions snong you, sholle
Ing your alleglance,'! The ghrnse ZMG'WovZ'lS c. q‘v ﬂvﬁuf:?.s comronky
used of fac :;.?.-3;;:5."1!5‘ (henter Uwoy VOXE0 1“01&,» characteorizas
thoir sclivily as KATACTKo IT;;M(- s "o act as sples on,”
although 14 should bu nobed that tho identificetlon of the :
Tfalos brotiwen”® of chuplor two with the CGelalisn orrorists
soin. Tdghbfoot says that U KAldoK ol ;I‘Mf-gemr-
ally sigznilics o omamine covefully, belng mosb frequently
ussd whers the noblon of troschery is prominent, 15 Iz"deecd‘de'avs
%0 Do Drought In sscz’si;l':,; or crafilly," and Taeecohddov
"oo comz in siealihily," eve even mors chepacheristic of the
Judsigcrs! methods, Albhough ib cennot bo detiexmined from
these verbs whobhor the Judaizers had o preavrenged plsm In
AR sy 0 B oy o i

133311:-.“::03;, op. Clbes e 2ibe

nimg:».-::rcai—., ODe Clles Pe 02¢

r’_ - -
57h1c. . p. 206.
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in foisting bhelw ‘Lugallsaic opinions on tho Galations, ono
thing is certoin - they worked with iundefatigeble zocl for

tholer couss and utllized eny mcans to accomplish it

-

Paicding i%s cuo from Petorts dissimmlation ab Antioch
whorc bis actlon was suiliclont means to convey the beliof
that {aith without ceromonial obsorvances was inadequatoe, tho
. fulnis Commontary also points out thab .aorhaps the Galatian
subvoriors ¢id not preach their gospol in words, bub simply
by thoir action - by loscistic observances; by vaunting and
glorying in such ceremonies, and by vojecting those from fra-
ternel fellowship who did not take part in theso ceremonies,
Such movenenits of thought a.nd foeling, ospocially v:hen Olil=
bodying thensclves in distinguishing badges of outward coro-
monial action, arc apt in goneral to be very catching with
unwary end wisbable souls.“lf’ Although therc is noti-d.ns in
the enisilc %o worpmt this essumbion, it could vory well bo
thet This was onc of tho Judalzers! subt;lcr mothods which
helned couse the Galatians? :lr*rauioual and sudden swing to
Judalsm (ef, ﬁﬂr‘/molsz -oWan'aS Yo

Yol hes boon said go far paints a prebiy dlack ploiure
of the judaizing orrorists. And certainly it is not withou®
Covndebion Hhab tho apostlc reproached tho decoivera with
ansonscicusly no doopveyr mobive in tholr

baving conseiosusly o

(=]
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than to comacnd thomselves to thelr unbelioving countrymong
in ordor thal thelw Telth in a crucified Hesaich night bo
exeuscd,
On thoe othor hand, o8 J, T, Xoohlew points oub, Paul no-
whorao says thobt these mon cver doniod a basic tenot of Christ-

ionity, nowr thnt thoy wore aware of tho fact thet thoy were
actually ian orror (cf, Illom, 10:2, 3).17 ot ho does say is

thet Theso mon preochod “a..m hor gosnol,' and that thoy desirved
to porvert { HUELATE @5 Woc ) tno gospel of Christ.
. ;

LMETATice % {mweans to roverse 'or chonge to tho oppoaite
and so ie stronger than J ¢ FECE Wdtwitch is slmply to éis-
tort or wronch, 18 T4 was o gospel, thon, that they proached,
but it was o differont, en opposite ono, The idoa that was
prominont in the apostlols mind whon ho called this horesy =2
reversul may bo gathored from 3:3: "Having bogun with the

Spix

»il, ars you nvw ending with tho flosh?™ The Judaizors
maingained that the Galatians maerds not bo satisPiod with msro=
1y bolioving raults gospol. Just ag vhore Word Tatages? in many
heathen religious tim-aug;hvﬁ:ich the Initiate mmst pasa to
atbain porlect rightoousnoss, oy too, faith in Josus shrist

goemod Ho he Judaizews o usoful stage by which pagens could

como to £ull incorporeiion with Godts covenanted noople of

l'u- P, Koshlor, Der Brief i’aull and die galaton
(siiiwaukes, :’1._‘. 3 .-»orE‘:\we.sEo; ﬁB’T louso, 4940)s Pe 1lle

18L_glztfoot, OPe Ciles Pe 77-
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Isracl., Dub to atiein ™l snd complobo salvabtions lalth
In Chwict ncodod to be supplamsabed by some dogrea of conforme
1ty to the Cowomonisl Law given through Hosos, nemely, civounte
cigion. Thus, the Julaizors probably orgued, it was nod noc=
nsssn*:;; Tor the Goalatinns Lo give up thet which thoy had learnod

fron Faul,

aul, bub only odd o it the seal (eircumcisicn) of tho
promise which God had given Yo Abreham, Such Uocaching oo the
pavrt of the Julaizors would elgo bo in lino with tho Lfach

thot the Calations Toll auickly, The gospel which Paul nreached
o Bhom ind beon so palatably aind subtly chemged that the
Golabians wore not cepablo of mrca iving the cifforence =znd
Gécov Gvdn'sh 0¥ veedily ond withoub
Bul Pouwl bopes the evmor ob ite vory cors. He soys that

Lo pishioousnoss coming from folth os the

full .':.11:'-. cormale
cause { E’K Ter&éws ) through the low as tho condibion

( §id Voaeov ) is to dshy fe sugficlency of Chrissls
ebonemont ond Trocdom fron the law. MIf yo bo cimcuwacisods
Chvelet shall owofil yow nothing” (5:2 - &V). Tie judalzing
crrar, Thorotore, wos not one of 1ittlc consogquoncs; BUL

Vamts Jo bt v 1‘ ‘—’ Weid

neaugh

ﬂ"'

ultimabely resulied in o complobo dondal of salvabion

The judeizing errer alse took on a porsonal 8iGc. It is

o
evident from Foulfls arpguwacnt in chepters one and two that his

ophonents wewn esubstanticlly in sgreoment with him that the

TR
toac}zﬁ‘n{; fl._';‘;, the 1“:-(311 holon ge(" +Q tha F?JGS'B:-'. o o8 8 G.G" e
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{
class In Uhic Clmrch, Appavontly his opponents wld tho viow
hat Potor QLG In AcUs L2l 22, in megord Go adding auy
eo Uo Ghw Hloven, nanicly, thet the puthority to do this
woobod withy the Jorusalom Church, Thoreiore it followed thab
anyone vwho cglained to Do an apostle wes clther a foise teachor
or a lose-muthioritabive assooliabe of the Wwelve whoss Uoachings
wors Uo Lo accopbed ouly in so far as thoy wore in sgrecusnt
with e Twelve, IU iz not ontirely cloar into whnich class
Paulis eribles had placed his, Bab the naburc of his roply
in ths epistle in which ho donios GopenGones on men and tho
original twolve opostles in pasticuler males it probable thab
Shey vegarded Lim, not as bolag cosmisaionod by the Dwelve,
but as being instructed by them and then becoming a perverier
of thoe truih, This deprived him of all rights to bo a
Chrigbion tonchor.+7 Zeh obsorvos:

ey avguod Uhab reults indepondence was cn unjustifioblo

protension and that his toachings were & degonorecy from

Filame D pode? snua ¥ Juine iy ey e L 7 : D
Ghvlstlonlty oo originally vaught, It is implied in 1:l
that in his offort to plensp men; 1,0., bo meke tho Gose

Bol 1:&1;5;:16 to Gontilos, and to make as many convorts
&% ho oould in hig misslonary work; Paul cbridged tho
Goopsl in sous of its ossontial points, ‘”ég preached 1%
to the Gontiles only in a mubtilatod forn.

From 5211 1% also appears that Paults oppononts callad

the Galetisna® eitonbion to this fact that Paul could, 1iko

19Burton, ope elbes De 3o

20’.:"1&1&1: GRe gibes Pe 1671684
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othor anostlog,; precch civcuncision whon the oceasion dow-
mended, and therciors Chrlstisnity implied no docisivo break
with Judaisn. Faul hed seld, "Bot if I, brethvon, still

proach circumclsion, why am T sti1ll persecuted?” lany commone
tatorg think thot this chavrgo rofors to the oventrocorded in
Acts 1631-3, Timotlhy's clrowscision, Burton, however, is of
onothor opiniong which would olso bo in kooping with an oovly
dating of the oplaitlo, takon by this writer, "The »oforenco

is doubtlogs To his pro-Ghristisn life, since we have no ine
formation thot he ovor advocated circumeclsion affer ho became

n Chricbion,"2l In avriving at this intorpretation, Burton
takos tho firab 2’5 ¢ gg borpersl and tho second onc as Gonoting
logical ovpositione Tho sentonco then means: "If I anm still
pwoach:ing clrcumelision, why em I dospite this fach porsocuted? u22
Ancthor vooson in favor of Burtonts vicw ig this, Assuning
first of a1l Sheb tho opistle wos weitten labo and if the

eveni of Tiluothy?s cirouncision becauo the ocoasion for the
charge o which Poul hove vefers (5:11), thon it is indeed
strange thed Faul would malke no further roply then sluply %o
dony the chargo, end that only by implication. So in all
probabiiity the chaerge that he proached ecircuncision probably
hag 1ts poobs in the charsctor of Peul?s cerly 1life, with which

e Goletians wore scquainbods (1313,

-2-]:131".3."'3021, Ope Cltes Pe 2864
227h1d,, pe 287
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Tho succoss of tho Judaizers and the sorifousness of.tho
evror which they perpotrabod met not be undorrotod. Fron
tho whole epistle, from the earncsinoss with whish Paul spoaks,
Tvom his thorough hendling of his ovm doebrinal wosition and
of Tthe question of his aposbolic authority, we can sce thoi
the judeizing view was gotting the wppor hand. On tho othor

hand, the apostasy Tron the prineiplo of Jjustifying Paith was

'u

ags yot by no nmeana complets, bub only in its boginning stages
(1:6; 11.29,17,21), Tho cbservance of varicus days had coms .
mencsd, bub the ides that the CGelatians should comply wilth
civewacision is souebhing that is still imponding, 2s czn be
gebhored from Poulls sboboment in 3:i. They had not yeb
actually viclded %o tho porsuasicn of the Judelizers, Hovorthe=
loss, the Celatious wore on tho brink of disnstor, for Paul
algo says, "I foor lost T havo labored ovor you In vain,"
(Le11),

Tfhe sibtvabion which confronted Paul wag indeed delicate
and precaricus, The Galations were on ths vorge of being losts
yob they could bo caved. As for himsolf, Paul found thab hopo
and foar dwolt in his heard ab ono and tho same momonb,. hab

did Lo do? The following poges seck to answer thet quoatione




CHATTER IIT
PAULIS VISDICATION OF HIS APGS"‘OT..’\.”L AID GOSPEL

The opening ssuSonces of 2 Paulino opistle generally re-
pay caveiul and detcilod sbudy., Thoy ofton rovenl The thoughts
vhat dominete Tho aposile as he bogins to wribe, and so pro-
vide a koynobo for tho rest of the letter. This is notably
the case in Galablans,

Paul horv..-‘.,' by assorting his divine commission when he
soys, /M?‘hjab GS7OG‘Z'M05 « This in itself is not unusually
striling, since .m. most of his letbors he cormonl.f designates
hinsel? as en AN06-Todos J.qmm Yer ey » with tho
addition of the words, ana\ A}éllﬂﬂdrﬂj A'}Ef” o It isasif
ho were preseniing his credentials fram the court of Josus
Christ, Tn no lotbor, howover, does he describe his cormission
with such Culusss or onmphasis as here, whero he dofines his
aposbolate not morely affirmatively, but also by mesns of a
doublo negativo. Thero is no parellel to this in eny other

2

opistlc,® Tis onomies had deonled his epostleship; all the

nore uncompromisingly will he assert 16,

]"“‘Io iZ. Romsay; Commontary on saint Paults Enistle to tho

Gnlatiana' (2nd a3 tTonT Tondan: Hotdor and Stoughton, 1900)s
De [
2G°°1’£§0 S. Ducany "The Epistle of Paul to the Galctians,™
Tho Hoffabt How “o.stum;nt Goxmen (low York and Tondon:
Harper endl Grotuors Publisherss Ié% )s Pe Te
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vavl iz an apostlo not from (g0} mon nor through (5 cd )
man, In both of these nogntive phrasos Paults language is
porfoctly ponortl « ho ls worcly worlking out the contrast bo-
.t'ween God and men asg tho ulbimate zourco of his au‘bharit}rman;
exprosecos sourco in its sinplost and most gonorel form, and
thovoforg denies humen origin in $he broadest way possiblo
without iLself dirvecting the mind to any perticuler porson,
Honce tho omission of the orbticlo.> Yeb wve 16 end 17 leave
no doubl that in using this particular construction Faul hos
in mind cgnocially hia rolation to tho Jerusalen aposislas.h'
He did not wpwpcar, os Josoph and Hatthias did {Acts 1:23),
before The othor apostles as a candidate for apostleship, &8s
if the wltimabe question was whother they would accopi or ro=
joet hin, Sinilerly,; with rogard to his clelm that this
apostleoship was not J- it 0qu /Va e“f' fev  , tho gospel which
he as on apostle procleimed was not ono which he had derived
by sitiing at tho feot of another apostle, nor was 1lts authority
dopondent on the auestion of its egreement with the tocching
of tho othor apostlos, Upon this point Paul cammot insiss
too mmch, and thereiore he reasserts 1t in Ve 12,13«

e E e T ™ "rok mama gompal “Foe I 41d

not recoivo 1t from man, nor was I taught it, bub it
camo through a revelation of Jesus Christ,.

3Ermoest D, Purton, "A Critical and Exegotical Conmentary
on tho Epistlo to the Gelations," The Internabional Oribical

Commontary (Edinburgh: Te & Te Clo¥k, s Do Do

lf‘D‘ancan, ODe Cibes Do 7o
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In conbrast to thoso noﬁativo truths, Paul assorts thait
this opostleship comc ’Jo hinm through Jesusg Chriat and God tho
Fathor, The fivet park of this phrase (J'cd‘A Thoe 50 XecrZav) L
vhore Tho proposibion is Tho some as in tho procciing phrase,
ot throuvgh ran,” pefors primerily o the channel through
vhich the speostolic aubhority hod boen conveyed to him; yeb
tho sddition of Kdt 460U JTATES inolndes the idea of
tho wltimete aoweree fron which Paults aubthoriby ond power
originnto, ©he vory fsct that Panl can combine theso two ideas
in ono compositc uro o..ltioml phrase showe theb for hinm the
action of God as ’.-.gl..atm and thot of Josus Christ as
Pransrd bl o“ arc not separato and distinet, but Uogethor con=
stitube o divoct divine intorvenbtion vhich leaves no place
Lor dependence on hnmian ngoncios.s

Whet fs eepocinlly sigaificant hore is that the names,
Joous end God, awe linkod togothor by the words, "who raised
vim from the dond," Ty ave thoso words added? Tho oxplenation
which most roadily suggests 1tself 1s that i% wag from the

pigen Chwish Shaob Paul claimed o have roceived his coxmilgsion

o8 an apostle. IL oughl, however, nob be forgotben thab whab
Paul.is concerned vo vindleate in this epistle is not his
apostloship mewoly, bub tho vory gospol with which be had been
commissioned (ef. his omphatic statoment in VVe 11a12)' and

the contoni of that gospol, no loss than his call o preach

SBLI'.'.“E‘A‘):‘!., ciley Pe Do

Ze
srmo s - v
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1t, vwas glven hinm by tho vovelation of Christ riscn, and
nscenc".od.e
A welobod thought is oxprossed in v, b after the saluta-

tion; wheove, instend of sonbinuing with-the usual bonediction

<
Cr
[

or themmpiving, the spostle seys, "who gave himsclf for our
sins bo deollver us Ipont The proscnb ovil ages” The addition
off these wondn, 1lile the full gtobemont rogarding the origin
of his svosbolato in ve 1y g occasioned by Peults desive to
exphasize an agpoct of tho gospel wiich mist be vindleated in
the face of lsnovanse and oppositions Paul realizes that to
noe ho st esteblish his epostollic authority,
bub alvondy hewve in the introduction ho is consbrained to glve
exprocslon to the thousht which ig of first-rate significance

in tweabing ol vefubing thoe judelzing orror, that Chelst died

Sk - - et "l----va

o mpocue us Trom the prosent ovil world,
b

]
hes sncbler peason for stabing that ho is en dMeasZodes.

S .
Tt 16 o curious oot Uhat tho Grook word dlosToA0S s in

the scuse of "o man sent forbh with o coxmisgidn, ® ghould be

r amamin

80 meldon fowad 1311 we meob 4t in the Tow Testamont; end the

froquoncy ond prominence of its use thoro may be takon as &

mongume of Hho new cuphasis wiich the oarly Christians hed

e LTS 2 = v

i

loamed Lo place on this concepblon of e men being sent from

- ~ 3 o 1
God. 7 By using this womd, thon, Paul desiros to moko cleoer

6Duncs.u, -0De Ciley De Se.

15300, Do e
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thet ho is not proaching the Word by hls owmn cho:‘l.eo.a This
thought comes to the foro cspoelelly in 1:16 where Poul says:
o [}
got mo apapb ( dfeecras ) beforo
as HUnteos _ucy } ma had callod

t‘n:au@.. his e,;-ace ecTos, )
) $o povoal ( gm kddv?dﬁ 5

But when ;?.L. who had
I was bornd, ._ék Kocede
wo K&X"bﬁ"ﬁlb e )

Noe P | .
weag ploasaod
-~y -

hig Son Bo -u-Cr-ou.
Hovre thw voudowr wlll oboorve how words arc accumuleted to tell
upon thiz onc point on which Povl isg insisting - the sols
agency of Cod ns distiunet from his owm offorts, In everything
Foul vogardocd Cod cg bthe Activator snd tho Doore e strongthons
this point by making o covort allusiom the call of Jereumlah
(Jovomich: 1:5), thevoby naralleling his calling with that of
the prophot, whose calling tho Judaizors rocognized as coming
Ivrom the Lord.
In Poulls lobiovs, tho opening salubation is often folw-
lowved by o word of Choniisgiving. Faul likes to give Thenks
Tovr the progross his veaders ave uwaking in Chrisblen feith and’
1ifo, ond hisg thenkegiving is ofton accorpanisd by & prayer
thalt their progress will go on fou wore Go more, In somo
epLubtlos, Cees Li Corinthiens, Hphosiansy os 2lso In I Poler,
the thenksgiving oppoars in tho form of an aseription of proise
in which God iz blossod Top His seving grace in Chrlob and for

the effecte which theb saving gracs is producing in tho lives

T :
™~
i) tool Lo
Jo P 4.6&-2.10:? Doy Briefl TFaull an d:.c Gula
(l-i.Lv.mL:., 5 Wig,?s _;o%' 705 LoTR FaﬁIism.ng touso. 1910)s Pe 1le

LEhGT oot commont on thia vhease is worsh mi:lk-s-
vo ¥ hod eny prineiplos, sny lupuldsos of Iy ovzle
’J

Q
&
C ¥
“d
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of the belicvers; ond in much tho semo way tho doxology here
(ve 5) may Lo cloimod ag talking tho placs of e genoral thanks-
giving, PYaul on his pert cen and Coos give glory to God for
Ils grace revealod in ('7".1‘.:.1-,. the trhgedy is that on the sido
of the Galabions thab grace is boiﬂ{, spumied.
Iience, insHond of boginning with a word of pz raigs, tho
pistlc oveng with an abrupt and passionats outburaby not
Sened in the Crsek oven by an introdustory perticle, UI
morvels¥ TIi fo cignificont to nobs that Panl clothes his in-

* aoboniplhmont and snozement, Ie doos

)

dictuent in the form of

wot haprmncme thom with hefbizer Reds, bocause Foul imew thal,

if tho Celatisng still had a feoling for the Savicr; it is

m-- =

weve Lioly Whnd bhey would bscoms conscious of their misdeed

oo ods. LR e

by boing designebod as hoving burned awey from ths grace which

~s

the Savior offors 15 And this initial note of astonishmont

R A T Y

i malnbeined Shooushoub tho oplsble, evon in prssages wHiord

pRssiocn ndl 0-:_-_\‘,‘ a0 anellr hovo dcge*bal'atﬂd into niers Gomuncliow

e W e bme e ‘d
tlon (ef, 3:107.), Paults abtitude throughout is That of tho
mon who, in firistlon love is clways eager ©O neliove Giwe

hopefnl, always pebiont (I Corinthians 13:7).

lJQﬁt’ al PR o1
Tt mav be thob Paults cheritcblo snirdit 1s furtlioy 0Xchl

s Loobfai 1’3‘ 3 o tho getucersS,y not b:f noLicy

T
"Oi\Ol-}.-.:lﬂl‘, Spe clbes De 20,

’ LA B -y
but movely ap 02 LA ATTOY C €S o o have anobhex oxaumle
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of thig in 1:9, “i¥l =ny man proach any othar £ospoless” Faul
dees not refor Lo e Judaizors by nams, bscause in so doing
he might nossibly designnbo soue who wers perblcoular friends
of the Galotlion converts gad thus would hindesy hig purposc.
Yoliteness was in place even whers men's souls were abt stake.

Ot the obther hand, this charity on ths pori of Paul mmat
not be intewvnioted as il he werc compromising his position,
Thowe is @ rmess oo, o accuses tho Galstians of shiféing
and deacribing - this double iden is brought out by ono coms=
pound vorl { _a,ata{ﬁ' ¢,,o?.¢:a',u¢£ ) in the CGresk, which implies
& wilful chonge of allogisnce; o going over from oxe sides To
anothor,tt Tn vw. 8 and Y ho dolilioratoly ropeats an inprecas
tion, nob o Ibis own prostigo or the success of his missione
ary labors, Lub for Lho gospel of Cheist, Its signillcance
is in no wey Lo bo boned dewn, bocause enyens who proclaims
and distoris the gospel of Christ is “onathema,” "He becones
& porson sch apawbt and dovoted to dostruetion. becouso ho is
hatelful bo God."te
Faul fs srresbed howe by ths wncorpramising boldnoss® of
Ui longuage that he usos, and so in 1:10, by contrast ho To-
ealls, it sscus, some of the dommeiations with which his
opponents wore sceking to undeimmine his authoritys Tho Judai-
Zors hed snid theb ho wes appocling o the interssbs of mon

I—l

1
Jt.u'lc:..., OI). ult., ;G. 9.

(o)

2111 {00y S0 ci-u] Ve 760
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( /TECJM ); alac, that he was trying to plocse or satisfy
mon ( dew‘f:w Jo In tho first of those tawnts tho word
uged denotes the procoss of sresonting a ca 280 80 28 to win
apsrovel., Paul, 1t vas sald; was like & sophist or demMAZOFUos,
vhose scle objoet wos Go geb men Lo ogvee with him, Concermed
Yo win adhoronis, he made the gospel eagy, but cared little
oither fow the Truth of whut ho nreached or for tho ulbinato
salvation of thwse who accenbed it. The second taumt is more

genoral, Paul waz o nan-plenser - thich nay meeon olther that

-
-
s |
cﬂ
&
5]
c
aQ
a8
,::.

s
ﬂ 0

So win povular copleuse, o t.x:zi; i% wos nan
and not God who dictabtod Lo him his standerds of conduct.
The lattay perhaps is tho bobtor interprotabions

Toth of (hose aceusations Paul indignently ropudictes. .
Thore iz Indood o gense in which he might have accepted the
£ivst ond glowicd in it, Tho vory nature of the gospel nec-
essitates thal whoover pronches 1t should scol to "win® mens
and so thovoushly was this Paulta ambitlon thab, as he himsol?
prondly elaims, he bocmse Yall things to all mend! (o€, ospecl-

ally I Cowinthisns 9:19-23). Bub in all this hs ‘saw no c=use
4% was all dono for the sale of tho gospole
Hence, wlih the words ho has just dicbated (vve 8 and 9)
sti1l mosounding in his oar, ho ctops short and asks whobhory
whon a mom con exsress himgelf as ko has just dono (this is
the forec of 4?195: ¢  in ths Groek) it is men he 1s appoaling
%0, o God?  This conbwast bobwoen "men" and fGod" is mord

o metbor of doon peliglous foeling with Poul thon of logics
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2y
no lack of logie in tho final swuning-up. Eo i

TLf T were siill pleasing mon, I should not bo a servant

Vhy "otill®?  The senso 15 strictly

a logical onc, vize "If I, who em ard claim to be & bondservent

o
-
1]
i
o
-
cl-

- - 3 -y -
alleged davo

; wern, despilc thig, To seelt Yo satisly men, then my

tim to Choist ce Tord would be o delusion and o

ghax, And thet therc iz no delungion aboub it, bub thst both

his life sxnd

- .- L P
new procoeds

his sospel aro based on o rock foundation, Faul

to moindain in a lengbhy apology.

Mrot of 211, e recalls in one short but vivd sentonea

£ 5 b . e
o him, Ui

im o e an

g X LI =
al'tor his co

a
g e gl ) SV
nVors ¢

Pentures of his 1ife beforo tho gospel was rovenled

srelhy showing how hig vhole monbality predisposed

opronent: of tho gospol ho now proscheds And |

hig fvmediabe roachion to tho divine

- tdele e

revelaticn on the Damascus rood was not to consult with ey

Y N
wman bolinge 3
e

-~ e - S
Jorusatom o

the obrious step of going wp To

i TR SV ey
0T UL 5AC ThK

: tho rocognized loadors of the Christlan

ann *ho
e s LR e

Chwrel, bui ho wenit inbo Arebla and thon roburnad Go Douascus.

Final 1y afte

visited reber

LE: o
Thocsaloniang 2:5

vuors, he wenb up to Jerusalem where ho
At this

Pow fiftoen doys and elsc sSoW Jamede
5117 unicown o the Churches in Judeeds Paul
hisorical -r.lcet-c.‘-.x by the expression,
£ 7oun, boforo Cod; I do nob 2icd"
similerly emphatic and golenm affirmatlons of

¢ apd IT Corinthiens 1:233 2:31.
shows claarly thet the factsa
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just sbated ave not given simply for thoir historical valuo,
but as ovidonco of whrt ho has beforo assorted, his indenend-

T2
cnoe of the Twelve,™”
Conbinuing his norrative in 2:1, Peul sayse,

Thon ofbor fourdoon years I wenb wp again to Jorusalom

L T wayym
with ot

Dornobos, taklng Titus clong with me, I went up by

wevolation: and I laid bofore thom (bub privetely bofore
thosg '-:.-'E.‘-.:'-. Wore a:i.‘. ropube) the gospel which I preach among
tho CGentiles, loat somchow I should be ruming o2 had

»un in valn,

. . 0 .

iz scnbence is gigniticant for the point Paul
is maldng, Toul dees nob say that he consultod anyone, as a
puril might consult o mastowr, Ifis gospel had alrandy beon
given to him by vovelabion, and he had alweady been pz*ocla:!.ﬁb-'
ing it (L:23). Thed ho did in Jowusalem was to tell people

Youbalttea® i.‘i:v.-.I F Ho did not content himsell,

as ig somotincs the wey with missionary speakors, with describe
ing the civcumstances in which ho worked and the rosulis which
ho aghiovod, bubt ho informcd thom whal tho message was which
in those unusual civcumstancea wag boing blessed with such
sucecss, And moro parbticulorly, he did this'in privatc conver-
sation with thoso who wors ewthorities. FPaul doos not here
identify thoso authorliles, but from 2:9 it is appavont that

i3 . < 1
Petor, Jomes and John wore included. 5

13%*501’1, _9:.1. _.g‘j_.-‘?‘_.’ PC 61-
]'!"Duncm, ope cibes De 39

IJ
PragntPoot, ope olbes e 109
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Tho pospol of Chwist, thom, was tho posl lssus et this
Jorusnleom conference, ond in 2:5b Paul significantly points
out the resulits of thic meoting, 1)} Thuso who wore aubthorities
added nothing to hvimy il.0e5 "thoy lmparted no fresh knowledge
Yo me, thoy sow aothuing doloctive or incorrect in my toaching, wlb
2) But Tobter Jamses cnd John gove Ho Paul end Bamabas tho 1‘

8]

wight hends of fellowship vhon thoy saw tho grace that was
given to them, 1.0, "shoy hearbily recognlzed uy rdgsions ST
How Poulls soul mmust hove oaulbcd os he told this tale] And

vhat o twovesty of the frath was all tho talk of thoe Judaizors
of

about Thoe sibjoction cuiorced” on him by the Jorusalem asuthori-
tics, llore woo ne subjoction bub fellowship in the work of |

the goarel; ne cnfoveouont of o superior authorily, bul mbual

vecogniblion Ly cach party of 'bu.G obhort!s God-cppolnted spbero
3 (4
of sorvice, The phrase, &f tds KoL Vwy(AS 4 excludes tha

. ...-A\l
idea of suvronder oif submisclon which the »hwase “to give the
wnd” wieht suggostet”

Taul adds cn apvavent qualiricotion to the giving of tho
right hends of followship, POnly thoy would have us wemembor
the poor, wideh vory thing I was eager bo do.™ (2:10). Zub
this qualificobion by its very naturo gorves to cuphasize

Peul's clelis thot tho Jorusalom authorities had 30 adaitlion

16,

.I:bi(;:'.., De 100,
173hid,, v, 109.
lel.‘ll"bo.‘.l, ODe Citey Po 96,

M. e
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$o make to his gospels Thoy meroly asked of him a service of
lovo, & sowvice wihich he himself was quite willing to ronder,
The test case of Titus, Paults co-lsboror, was also nob
to bo ovorlooited. "ot cven Tibus, who was with ms, was nobt
compelled ©to o civowacised, though ho was a Groal, " (2:3).
TAGHETGOE: suggeste: ths £ollowing wo uterhretaticass

Iz it 1) nol oven Titus, vho s ny follow-labourcr
would bo brought constontly in contact with the Jows

- e

end therefore might well have adopted & concilictory .
atbituds Towords thomee. 0 is it 2) not oven Titus,
thougl: tho prosocurs cxerled ia his casc wae 8o great?
Wo noed meowe informabion. - Frobably both ideas ave

n

[P Eglet: oy s O
At auy wate the point Poul wishes to meke ls that the circum=
cislonupon which the Judaizors were so very insistent was nob
required by the Jeruselem authorities whom The Judalzers
clainmod to be ropresenting,.

Paul eonbinuos bo vindicato the olaim thet his gospel is
independent of hwmen aubthority. S; fayr the claim has boen
" that hie gospol is not something which he had inm:t‘i‘-beds or
which ho had boon taughts he had never accepbed dictation with
rogard to it from clloged superiors, bub he was recognizod
25 a foliow-laBorer by tho Jorusalom sposilos. -Hie now tells
of a dovelopment which ecllod him to dssort his indopendonco
by open wonistonce snd romengtrense. Concerning his, Dongel

: .20
Beys, "Tho argumont has como to its hoight.®

1913ghiroot, op. cites Pe 105

200uotod in M, A. W. Hoyor, A Gritical and 2o tical
Hand-book to fho Fpistlo o e Gelations (Uow YOrAs
enT ngRa 118, TOBLT Be e
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The occasion arosc whon Potor, coming to intloch, wes
attracted by the spoctacle of Jewish end Gontilo Christisns
living bogether in harmony in one commmity. Io joined hime
golf for o time %o this comramilty, and, following the practice
of tho Jows of thol Church, ate with the Gentile members,
Proscntly, howoveor, certain men come from Jorusalem as the re=
presentbatives of Jomes, Those mon brought such pressurs to
bear wion Pebor by Sheir prosones that ho gradually discon-
tinued his social Teollowship with tho Gentile Christians, So
influentinl wag this chonge in Pebor's practico that all the
Jowish mombors of the Church coased to oat with the Gentile
Tollow=Chrisiians, and as a rezult of this, ové;; Barnabag,.
who jush a shoeb whilo bofore ab Jorusalem had championed with
Peul tho frecdom of tho Centilos; also followed Peter!s ox=
ample, Thus tho Clurch was divided, soclally et least, inbo
two, and by this fact prossura. was brought uson tho Gontilas .
%o take up observance of the Jowish law of foods in the inter=
o8t of romtoring and preserving tho Churche

It wos at this point thab Paul says ho intorvened. It
is ovidont thot ho did not ach hastilys ho wallboed unbil he saw
thinge cloarly, Dub whon ho suw thet even Barnabas s car=
ried eway by Fotor's dissimilation, then i% was plain Ul
© thay v.:cz*a not walking wprightly according to tho truth of The

gospel, 2 Top tnls, Peul says, "I opposed him to his face

2]101131"5-’ O _c_t"_i_i;.’ DPe 99-.3:00'




a0
becauge ho stood condemped,” (2:11) Paulls irdependence
stands oul hore in bold volief, For just a short whilo .boforeo
Peul end Pobor hed cxechangoed the right hands of fellowship as
a tolken of their rmbusl friondship end doctrinal sccord. Bub
trubh was deaver to Paul, and so Paul rosisted Yotory tho cone
toxt imp iFing that ho daid ao with suceess.zz
L% hos been menbioned that Paul charged Pebor, Barnabas

end the Antiochian Jews vith not walking uprightly according

te the truth of tho gospel. The definition of this expyression,
sruth of the gospel,® in 5%, Paults 1anguase is imporbant.

It denctos the doetrine of graco and the maintonance of Christ-
ien Lliborby, oo opposed to tho false toachings of the Judaizors.
Cf. 2:5 ond comparo Colossions 1:5,6 whore the semo ldse seeus

to be Indircelly inmveived.®3 Theveforo Paul puts this sharp
geestion Lo Peber in the prosenco of all who #a;'a eround; "I
you, though a Jow, live like e Gentilo and nob 1ike a Jow, how
can you coupel tho G .:tilos to live like Jews?" (2:1hb)e Tho
words dyﬂj’kﬁZ&-S ¢avfd¢ ?é‘lk are of cmeiel importance Ior .
the undorstanding of Faul's posibicn. They show what he ro-
garded as tho significance of "etar's cond.unt in refusing

longor to eob writh the Gentile Ghriltians. Under the circume

stonces this moant not only the naintaining ol the validity of

22vpm, Dl lmann; "Lectures on Galatians," Concordia
Iheolo ict.ll ;E;nthl (st, Louis: Concordia publishing Houso, -

’ GO=5¢
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the Jewish low lor Jewlsh Chwisbinns, but also Involved tho
oreing off Jowish law upon the Centilos, Thisy of coursc,
lof'v no choice Tor the Gontllc menbers of the Antlochlan
Church but to confoma bo Jowish practico or allow a 1ino of
divisglon to bo drawn tlhwough ths early c!mrch.zl' And it wes
this clomont of ccocwcion brought bo bear on the Gontlles
which mpde made Tho issuc a mobber of diroct concern to FPaul,
since in ites final ramifications this coercion forced tho
quostion; "Are wo justified by feith or by workst® (2:15-21)s
The Seerod Rocord does unob tell ua.wimbm_:' Foter snsworasd
this cherge or nod, but since Paul mentions nothing, it is as-
gwed that Yobor in lwaility and lowlinoss aclmowledged his
aborration {von the trubth snd cowld possibly have nothing bo
say. I Corinthiona 925 would sosm o show, howovor, that no
losting bithernsss wouained bebtwson the two apostles.

Should Paul nob have gons to Petor privately instead of

melcing his rebuite’ "in tho progonce of all?" ioe It was nec—
ossary ¢hat the mebuke be public, nob as desorved punishmond
Tor Pobow, but co that 2ll who worc carried &g by 1’3‘-'-01'?5
dlasihwmletion could hoar and locra the truth for their owm
pobest

good. Iven Dolagius seyss "Fublicum Scandelina non
thorwiss his opponent, agroes:
'111 sacroto

Privatin cu-pm:i__uZp Augustinos @
"Hon enim ublle eral ewvrores, qui palum nocorets

&M'kcn, OBe Gibes PDe 111113,
. abLmB]ﬁ’ ﬂ. _c-i‘.ia., pﬁ 100-.
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This incident at Antloch, as hins bacn pointed out before,
proved Paults indopendoncs of the Jerusalom authoritics, Bub
this, it scems, is not its solo significance for Paul, for hs
follows his vobuke againsh Pobor by oxpostulating on the very
heaxrd of thic gospel, justification by falth, not by workss
In developing this point of his srgument, ho scems ot the oute=

sob still to bs addrossing Poteor, but in the end 1t locks as

[

i? Foter i1s forgobion, and whabt began as an account of a remone
sbrance with a brother spostle choanges imperceptibly into a
pascioncte address to tho Gelatiana,

Yaul recalls how Pobor and he are both Jews by birtn and.
not Genbile sinners, IHore the name simmers ( dﬂMCuIllob )
Soous o be used with reforonce o spiritusl rather than morel
dolinguoncy. In this sonsc it was often cpvlied by devoub
Jews o those in thelr own nation who wore not stvict in thélr
obsorvonce of tho Nosaic Law and %o Tne 'Goni:i.los WAo Wore.Nnon-
obuevvers of the law,®! Poul usos thoe wovd hore (2:15) to
Show Bow 1itilo profit bo Yeem Jewish birth and privilegos hod .
£ scceptonce with Cod. Paul

been ginee f=ith was Uhe basis OX
cuphegizes this fect by saying threc tlues :I.n one varso (2-10)
that justilication doos not come Ifrom tho 6'6"]'4 Vaﬂw -

3 '_
“YUrbid,
A R L)

2T11ghtfoot, ope olbes Pe 115,
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By E€fd VYoM6v raul moans doedy of obedience to

Lormal ohabutecs done in the logalistic spirit, with tho

oxpectaticn of theroby sscuring and moriting divine op-

proval ond ovard, such obedilence, in other words, as

the logaliicl rondered o The law of the 014 Tosbampnt as

oxpraxiod snd inverpretod by them (the Judaizere). € el

Vokaw ooe doods of mon conrared to an act of God in

rolation o jusbification,

In this some passago (2:19) Foul fuethor fortifies his
position with an intensified positivenoss by a quobation from
the 014 Tosbament which ho lator uses constantly as a weapon
egoinst his opponenbs. "By the works of the low shell no one
bo justified,” Hy uaing the fubure tense, "shall be justifiod,”
Paul wishos o oxpross notthe tive at which justification “ook
place, bub tho absolubeness of the rule thot no man being is :
o expoct over to Do justified by the works of the 1311.-29

Peul, howevow, lmow that dosplte the oxaciness with which
he had thus sbeted his position, thoe Jews could easily put r
double mosning on this point of tho argument, Tho rigorous.
Jow would be tempbed to say (and this doubtless was ono of tho
Judaizers! conbenbtions in Galatia) that what faith in Christ
did for Peul and thoso who sidod with him was o tolko good
Jows and make thom simmors, non-obgervers of &n inviolable
holy law, Would noi this in burn mako Christ a stor i
gin, i,e,, "ono who furthers the interest of sin, proxotes,

-~ ‘ y ’ - 2
oncourages 157R3% pavl saya, T4h fevee To o' = on expres |

[——

EBEGZ"%DII, 22'. cit‘. FI 115.
2Mhuctable, op. oltes Do 058
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wWore parvicipating i

.
gion of repudintion fouad again in 3:21, and no fower than
ten $imes in HNomeons, Paul uses it here o demolish on argument
uhich cocording o hwien stendords may sound élauniblog bub
whoss conclusion is completely incompatibls with tho revealed
chevacter and puvnoscs of God, Peul has né pabicnco with h:ma'n'
disputebions which iguoro the truths of rovoaled religions

The M?J é'i Y0.TO is sustoined by an az-g‘mnent of the

S gontraric !';;-;"3,5.31 Miop 50 I build agein the thiags “'hi"h x
destroyed, I mele myself a tronsgrossore” (2:18)e This stote-
mont is ovideably nolntod at Pobor, although Paul tactfully
epplies the sbabement to himself, I a person practlces the
stabubes of the Jovemomicl Law after ho hes laid thom aside
for o mubor of' yuars; as Peior had dono. then ho proves hiuw
gelf %o bLe o transgrossor (”d?d/’dz.ﬂ.ﬂo By a aubtla sub-
stitution at his point of the now term ( e a3dcns) in
place of the aubiguous o) ,MAG’EWJ’-S of tho previous vVorses,
Poul; with a poignant.sense of reality, drives home g HLon
bint conduct sush as ho is doscribing and in uhich the Calatians
;e o Gireot and serious violation of Ged's
Will; it i3 2 consclous wilful transgression of the Will of ;

God a8 woveriod in Crish If a Christien ellows such a rogula=

bion o stond bobwoon him end oabing with a brother in Christ

Bmploying & doublo contrast
Paul doclares:

The voason fop vhiﬂ ig clcale

between 1iving end dying, botwoon law and Gody

31311:0‘%;03., Oie cit.'. Pe 130
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"I through Lhe low died bo the laws that I might 1ive to God.”
(2:19). DTy “dying Lo tho law” Paul moaus thet he has ceased
to have any direci rolation with it, and ho implics that he
had passed inbo o wrealm wiwee tho law hos no hold over nim
{Cf. Rommae Til)e Vhon ho adds that doath to thio law Took place
through the low, ho meaus that it was his.experience under the
low thet voveslod the law's lnoffectiveoness (as o meuns by
vhich o mon can bo jsutifled in CGodls sight), and so led hin
o bo dome will 1B, end bo sook justifioation in enother way.32

Tho weol cigniticance of Paults death to tho law in his
argusont cgoinet the Judaizers comes oub in the phrase which
follows (19h): “Thal T migat live unto Gods" How vehemontly
Faul's opponcubs havo vepudiated the implications of this con-
tz-as.{:l ey mainbained that o wan lived o God in keeping %he
lovr, since in tho law God Hiuself spouics o men; it is an ez~
Progsion of his cbormal iisdom und Hie oternal Uill. o,
roplies Faul, "the low sbax ig botwoen men and Gods for Cod is
not primarily a Llaw-glvor oaforeing his comuends; Bbo is a
Fathor soeking ilie soms,” Paul exphatically deniod the theo-
logical imolicationc of the Fharisaic uaaohings of the law;
but above all ho hed a profound religlous sonse of tho roallty
of the life which God seoks to impart to man, a 1ife apaxt
i‘rm" which mon 1s dead; and 1t was because the law utterly

32311310&1,, 0De clbes Do TOs
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falled to give life (3:21) that it sbood cundemed, end thab

he personcliy died to ib33

In 2:20 Peul continmes o elaborate cn tho theuwe of living
unbo Cod, Tho power that now onables him to do this is the
crucified Christ and the fact that his old solf (2[“") has been
cruclificd with {Jlu'i.ai;. And thoereiorey "it is no longer I who
live, bui Christ who lives in me; and the J.ii‘e‘ I now live in
the flesh I live by foith in the Son of God, who loved me ond |
gave himsol? for mo.* 34 It is unfortumetc that in English
wo cannoi'rebzin the stebtely word ordor of the Greeok - “and
live mo longer I, thore iiveth in me Cheist,” Christ was the
debomuinative agent in Faults lifo, oven as Ho was the doter-
uining foactor in his argument against the Judaizers, and horo,
even the wowd order ’u;-.ars out this fact by throwing speciel
emphasisc on c)(l?( 6¢"C 0S . Burton poinis out:

It is ¢ tno heavenly Chrict of Whaom Paul speaksSess
Wi .Ezigi‘.?.f fs?ﬁ?gful being Poul fools himgelf to ba living
in guch invimebe fellowship, by him his whole life is =0
controllod, theb ho conceives him to be residonb in him,
Tmpariing bo him ispulse end powor, trensformlng mim .o
morally end working through him for and UpoR OuUDRD HORe

) 7 y a ¢ N €C
3bamme wae of A€ end EM® rathor then _”,‘“ds sud HuwV indie

cates tho Goop pecsonal fooliny with which tie ;gosi;lg fmitgga

The wlnle expression, while suggesting the gix of 7211315

tho espoet of Cheishts work with which falth nas speclally to

do do, iz rathor a spontapncous and grateful ubtoranco of @tho

apostlots Ceoling celled forth by tho meniion of tho Son itn

God ag the cbjoct of his falth thon a phraso introduced W

crgusentebive inbent.® Durbon, obe cites me 1hi0e

35
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ocs Poul mean when in the closing sontonce of this

!'.‘.o

That

chepter he says, "I do not nullify the graco of God" Is
this perhops & dolgnse agalngt an arguasent his opp;mem'ss haye

been urgliag against him that he ignores the grocs of God
wiich God hog ghown 4o Isreel, that grace which He had manifested
eepecinlly in the groat gift of tho law  Such an inberprates
tion is wosszible, .ﬁ.:,lu‘b'.-aci’ axclanstion, suggt;sﬁod by Duncan
and delten by this writor; is that the ap'osi:lc; is hore in a
Moct, not ol defongo, bus of attacic,3° U pefuse,” hio says,
"o annul, bu grace off _.m, as tho Judalzors end those who fole-
low thom ers peally doing.”37 o explaing his meaning mors S
fior 1T Justi.ﬁcation wors
. (a;m)-,

clearly in {hs words which follows
LS = s Seaon .

L’-‘G Iy “ﬂ {d.'.-'..« det -’ 0140.(1 u.ll"lﬂt disd uO m mose.
Tho orthadon Jowish poslition, advocated by the J 16

in the Gelgtien Cimwehics, was thab tho law was given by God

for mon Uo koop, and thel righteousness (accoptance with Cod)
wes given bo those who kept ite Whab Christ does in this viow
1z to holp men o lccep tho Jaw. Paul trenchantly declares
the By iT righteousness comes in that ways then indocd Christls
death wos useloss; thove was no need of a new rovelation of :
and tho death of Christ with its

s end of God's love and
- Odleﬂsl

Godls woy of rightocousnoss

dorionstration of divine rightoousnes

its rodomstion of men from the curse of the law was D6

4

36 :
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is ev;.-cﬁca that it was not necdless, end thic in twra proves
thet mightoousncsa through tho law was not in God's plan for
the world, and boletors Foults asscrbion that he is not sof-
ting seide the grace of God by donying the validity of the lew, -
Thus Paul cooncludcs the vindicatlon ol his apostleanip
and gospel. against tho Judaizors! assculbs oun tholr gomuinew
ness end aullowrily - 1o got thow by revelatlon from Jesus
Christ, and ho was ju no way dopondent Ffor theom on those who
went Lofove hing 'iﬂmugl.{ Pebor, Jaues end John had approved his
migsion =nd his gospol, ho had boon and "nenk.ina& indonondent
OL Ghwoii, el now goes on to v;m&icate his gospel agaiost
those wio chollonge is tratike Tho troatuent of this themo,
Tor wlich he has provided s unpromoditated transition by h:ls
sublime owgumcnt In 5elbe2l, is to occupy him throughoub
chapbers throo and fouwr, where, contrasting hls gospel of grace

with o :I"“L“--! 5%iC ZOSpo 1: -10 ‘,_ppsals succiauﬂlvo..}f 50 G'q:crienee.
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CHAPTER IV
PAULYS VINDICATION OF TS TRUPH OF THE GOSPEI-

In the boploming of chapter timwoe Paul roturns to the
sibuation in Golobic itsolf, wnieh ho had loft bohind in 1:0,.
The chawnge in thought scoms to be abrupt, bub not so at all
vhien thic wornder conelders tho conclusion to which the apostlo
came in 2:21, i.,0,, that Judsiom is o practical donial of
Cheisbtoc death because it toclitly essumes that a mon is justle-
fiod by his own works. Thic thoight 1s ab once intolemblo
to Paul, and thevoforc ho caunot help bubt burst out inbo an
Indignent romonsirence, "0 foolish Gelabtions, wirc has bow
witehod you, bofore whose eyes Jesus Christ was publicly pore
trayed as crucificd?” (3:1). Paulls eim in this and tho fol-
lowing guostions {3:2-5) is to revivify among the Galations
the memory of tholr first condition before any contradictory
and confucing messages had affocted them. e wonts to touch
tholr hospis ond mako thom foel for thomsolves again the
divine word in tholr own soulg. Ramsn;r 8oy

misiclan swoons

o (Faul) swept over their heurts nsﬁﬂﬁﬁing oxactly whab

aver thwe ri nes of his instrumont
urasic um: can 'b'%ing Prom thom and what he must not attemnt

with &I Kis 111 B8

on Sk, Paul 's
» Romsay, A &ﬁ-ﬂ%%’-ﬁﬂl- Gwmon e iont  tioddor and

Tt
B _1&%.16 'bu tho Gnlet'ﬂ.'ana
0 ox, 1'@'50 s Pe
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Practically overy word in Paul's first quostion (3:1) is
Jso:-.d;ad with significanco, Ilo calls the Golatisns "fooligh, ™
dllo))l' 0C . By this word he doos not imply natural stupidity
and fickleness, bubt rathor suggosts to the Galatians thelr
failure to uwse thoir vowers of porceptlion, Thelr coaduct was
irraticnal in the light of their past exporionco, and they
were sinling beock to the old level of suporstition and ignor-
anco in which thoy thought they could attain perfection by
physieal acte end works,”> TFor look how ho had preached to
thom in times past - JlC0 & rEdlfh « "He had publicly en~-
nounced (tho goapel) as o :nag:.sterial edict or 91'0019"‘3"‘1"“
Purthoriore, he did this /(dc.’ afdd/l,aws o This oxe
presaion is stvongor than /T 60 WI’J(“’V » sinco 1%
brings out the idea of o coni'roniiiﬂ&h' Poul, then, hed
proachod to them in no uncertain terms, and Vh?t_ he preacked
to them was Christ crucified ( 5,0‘ Cdyew uEVOS ). Faul
uses the porfect tense hore inatead of tho aorist, advisedly,

n3

because ho wants to donote not the got bub the stato of belng
crucifl :'i.oc:.:i in othor words, what is ammounced is not an

2. tical Coumentary |
BErnost D. Burton, "A Oriticel and Exogo S orngtlonaT ;

on tho \.'.’.'Ji stle of ?ﬂul to tho Galntim, %m.
GI‘i‘b"cal Jormontary (Bdinburgh: T. & U ® s P

35. B. Ligntfoobs Sain‘b Paulls %!.stlo to the ) ialatians
(Bbh OQ.L'biOﬂ, Iﬂhdo.‘{!. v o.’. ] [ ]

hrvaa,

sc’em’gﬂ 3, Duncan, ‘'Tho Epistle of Paul to the c-&laziana,
o0, Moffalt iow ogbamont Commen t (fow York and Londons
Warhor snt tretusrs, 10T, Ds
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historical fnob, bub pathor tho oternsl truth which 1t signie
fies. 4ind as suchy this is an ammowncement which could not
afford Vo be road with ompby wonder, as if 1t dozlt with the
pest only, but 4t is onc to which the Galatiang mmust give
earnost atbention, for it has en ablding significanco., This
is prociscly the peint that Poul wanbted Go geb across to tho
Gelotione, Bocauwse of their rocont dofoction, Paul,by his
colonful, exoct and forceful choiceo of words, wented to reo-
awalten In tholr owm souls that they had at ono time accented
this Christ and nlacod on Him tholr only hope for salvation. .
Pavl put inbo pracilce & principle which Goethe doscribed thus:

0! never yot hath mortel drunk
A draught rostorative 3
Thnt wolled not from the dopths of his om zould
Paunl posges onothor question which is a forcible e.nnaa._
to thelr post cmperience., "Let mo ask you only: (/‘0!’0[/ )
this: Did you recelve the Spirit by works of the law, or Y
the v‘oamz{, with faith?® (3:2). The implicetion of the
ﬂOVOV i thob en enswor bo.the question cbout to bo asked
would iself be o decisive arguuents’ Prosented with irresist-
:.nle cogeoney, the question adnits only ons answoly 65 dﬁahS
e G’Lij , end Panl doos mot walt for tho enswer to bo forth-
cowdng, He rushos on and agks snother question. “Haviag bo- -

Tys7) in the
gun in the Spivit ( JVEVuAL )s ove you now onding

6(?.110'335‘. in Rausays ODe _O_i-i-'ut Pe 3060
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flesh (Mg r;-’ 2% (3:3 ). Instend of following up the
Galatians?! asnumed montal answor to his quostion in 3:2; viz,
“we roceived the Spirit by Lfeith," in vhich faith would have
been uhc enmhetle uozvﬂ, tho. enostle bransfors tho omphasis to
A y"Md\ with G‘me; standing in contrast to it. Hove it
ig %o he nobed how the apostle got down to the vory core of
the (Gelatisng? past oxperionce, The sctivity of the Spirit
had boen an immortant olemont in their eorly Christion ox--
porionco, Tho mossege of tho Judaizers, on the othor hand,
omphagsized tho 0" 0{6 ;’ which in this cnso is not tho flesh aB
the scab of carncl anpetibtos, bubt tho flesh which was marked
by civeumeislon, although thore is porheps an allusive play
on the ofher songe leo.d Taorefore, this change in anti-
thosis ot this poind from "faith” ond "works of law™" &o
USpdpit? and "flosh® is more offective -:Eor_ Paulls purposc.
Tho Galnfians might have replied that by eccepting cirowscision
they were not nocessarily rosisting the Spirit. Paul wishos
thom-to penlize that they assuredly wore doing 83 To:ablach |
valus ¢ eipcumcision whon the Spirit has been received without |
i% is to deny the volue abtbaching o the Spirit, and is a
sign of gnipitunl retrogression, and nob of progresde

Drouping erguuent for a quict appeal, ¥a aul goes on o
ek, "Did you suffer so mauy things in vaim? - if s meally
be in vain,® The Galatians would lmow to whab ‘_’xp@ﬁmeﬂ

Gntmcung ope Cites Pe 81e
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Poul was roforring, The Grook verb J/d 6’2 &) doas not in
ltsclf delinc Uhw oxporloncos as oither good or evil, Iowever,
from the genewrcl uss of the word .olscwhore in tho Hew Testamont,
it soens o be more naturel to regard Taul as horo appealing
to ths sulforingo which the Galatizns hed endurad for the
foith, Pavlvs provious appeal, therefore, to the spiritual
benefits which hove coms to the Galeticns through tholr falth
is followed here by a woninder of the sufferings which their
Loith had ensblod then to cndure, And then, with hope broake
ing through, for tho cause is not yob lost, Paul adds, "if 1t
(your sufloring) really ip-In vain,® Paul calla on thea Yo
teke noto where thelr sonsoless behavior is teldng them, bub
sugpests that suvely 1t will stop short before disestor comes.
Truly an example of chawity hoping all things¥

Pavl coneludos his appoal bo exper:lénce in this section
with o cuesbicn similer o that in 3:2, "Docs ho who supplles
the Spirit o you and works mirecles emong you do so by worits
of the lew, or by hoering with falth?" In it, wo 890 thab
Paul aimnly comnot gob hic thought away from the voelity of
God?s fulland froec and officacious Spirlt. Duncon says, thab
this is o fact "which transcends in sigaificance overything
olse Tur him, %9 This, of coursc, must nob be construod as -
dotracting from tho christocentricity of Paulls erguient, bo-
oause Paul lmew thot it wes beccuse of the work of Carist

911:1{1., De 82,
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that the Spirit of Cod waps active in tho hoarts of tho Calatiens,.

Poul iIn combating the judaizing orror now moves on Lram
his roltorabed conirast botween' "doing what tho lew Wa"
and "bolioving the gospel moasogo™ and appoals to thoe typleal
case of Abweham, Io poasses from dircch remonstranco (3:1=5)
to a louror genoral argwment based on Godl's ascepbance of
Abraham, or from the porgonal.guestion: THow did you Galatlens
win your cccontoneo with Godf" to the larger end more gonoral
quoation: "o ave the pooplo whom Ged accepts and on what
iz rre they nccepbed?™

. o understonding of Poults evguwnsont et this goini‘-

18 well Yo note the orecice connccblon botwoen
odl the passage which procedes. In the Grocl, ve D 1S
Insrodusod by the simple conjunction Adv«/'s  (Yeven

QB AV & R‘f) ond this hes ofton led Lo the mistaion
Idoa that ve O 43 essentially a subordinate clause do-
ponden’ on Ve 5, 80 thob Faults appeal to the Galabians
in 3:3-5 is pogerdod as olinchod end closed by the quota-
tlon foom Scrivture in v. O or by subscquonb up
in 7. Te OSuch an interpretation obscures jhe real noind
of Toulls apewmmont, Tho Greck word Addws is regularly
veoil Go mowc the introduction of a new topic, Gho state-
nent as 1% wors of a Loxb on which the cgrmni:ar:r is o
Pollow (Gf, Hawle 1:2; T Ploothy 1:3)ees 0

Thy doocs Paul citb tho caso of Abraham? 'It is not thet
he i3 himpelf here oponing up a now subject of controversy;
rathor it is Hhat his oppononis hove alrondy bassd their clalw
on on spneal to the caso of the patriavch, end Paul nov sets
out to refubc them. They mainteined that bo bo & son of

Abroham onc must either 1) bo a circumeisod malo doscondents

105,18, , mme Ol=85,
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or 2) (i tho CGoniiles wished %o bocomwe song of nbraham) sube
mit to cirvcwscision,

Faul poos book to Genoseis 15:6 %o »rove theb the combon-
Clom of s onvonents was fnlse. Ho says, "Mms Abraham Thgs
lioved CGod, and it was reckonsd o him as pighboousnosz,”
(325 3‘- Falth wag the singnlsiing mavi of Abrahan and not

1

BaL: f Cyd Vou » leCey cireumeision, which tho Judalzors

[ =]
i
[
‘-!-
|-Pl

were advoenting, Whilo Burion charges that tho passago from
1wre in no way furnishss a2 natural

Genesls which Pauvl uses
1 Fes Dom A B T e 3 e 2 2 3 y!
vagLE Jor an zrguent cgoainst the .]‘udan.ze:-:s.u e overlooks

the faeh thot tho Hernpunkb of ths whole narrative concorning

] 3 < " : R | . - - -
wWranom in Geonesis is thet ho belioved tho pzwmses of Cod
e wan o man of faith (cf, Hsbrows 1l: 8). Taul treats

vlo subjoet of Abvahamts Ju stli‘.‘.cation by faith ncre olabo=
rately in Romens four, whors he stabes i:hat Abrahan received

ion ac o sign or a scal of the rig_,; tcousncss which he
hod by f2ith while he was still uncivouwmeised. Abraham wos
ous before circumeision "to mako him the father
of all who beliovo withoubs being cireumeisod and who thus
hove rightcousncss rockonod o theme” (Romans L3ilb)e
Thore{ore Paul bogins to refute tho arguments of his op-
bonents by intcrprebing tho phrase, "sons of Abraham,™ not

genenlogically, but rathor as dcslgnm.:lng those who have falith,

’J"

Woetion, Ope Citey 7Pe 150-159.

127 Rochlor, Dor Brief Pauli an d:.le Galator
(“ilh'mﬂ.:.ac,'ﬁs.. lortitrosEora TubLLsning .Iouso, T10)s pe O8e
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That this iz a vory naturel sad reasonablo :I:ai;orprotat!.on is
ovidont from _':;ho woy ho introduces this coeunelusion, d’lrwﬂ‘ltt (4 &
j\ted » "30 you 806 “hon," Aud this use of tho word "sons”
as woaning those who walk in éomeb;:zafs footstops was by no
moans Torelgn to the Somitic use of the torn (CLes CoBes "sons
of #iwmder” and “childron of dlachodionce"),™ while Paul 1s
pericetly in sympathy with the demend of the Judaizors to link
up tho now weligilon with thoe religion and history of the Jows,
and indeod inaists on doing so, as hils repeatod oppeal to
Sevipture shows, sbill be is oquelly insistent that the cone
nection mmst be traced clong roligicus and nob merely trival
or nationnlictic 1ines. .

Pavllz substitubion of "sons of Abreham™ for "saeed of
Abwono, ¥ ne it is in Gonosis, contribubes groatly o the
point ho is me.i:iné, booguse tho Galatians undovstood the adop=
tlon lews of the time which oguabed sonship end helrsiip.

Mo adanked holr succesds to iho ro-
Convarsely

Paul®s thought is thiss.
ligious obligationa and position of tho deceascds
he who succesds vo the religious position of any man is his
Sox. Thowoiore he who saccoods to the Tfalth of idrshan is

his son.lj':‘ Tho Galobions indosd had dopo this, and therofers
the Judaizerst! contontion for oircuncision as e merk of
sonship must bo disrogarded.

13Burton, ops’ cit., Pe 156
nhmfx, -22. 2!-.?'..’ pp. ﬂ‘l-jl-z.
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In suppert of wvhat ho hag just said (3:7), Paul says
they the Scripture foresew that God would justify tho Genbtiles
by faith wivn the prouisc was mado o Abrahau, "In Gthee shall
all the nuotions be blossed.” (3:8) The Galatlans would at

nee underabond that this appliod not only to the ancestral
descondonts of Abrahow, but to everyono and especially Uhom-
solives beoeausgs of the manifestation of the Spirit in thoir
livos, I5 is bruc thab this promise doos seam rather vaguo
and, as it stonds, con scorcoly be equabed with the gospel.
© we cos that in Paul's oyes God doog nol changa

foie

But not so
despite any sdvencement or rotrogression mon mey show in their

oppreciation of Hime, His rodompiive purposo in Christ was

inhorent in iz purposs before the world bogan (Sphesiens 3:1)e

The goapel of ju:sti.?ication by feith was implicit in Cod's
Word from Gho begimmingS Abrehem swoko to this great truth,
thovgh his descondanis in subsequent ages tended to forget 1G3
but it iz plain, Pawl contends, that if men are to be blosb
in hin (according to tho words of the promise), it can ba only
in so fap og thoy loarn to bake their sband bofore God in the
somo pirit of faith end rocoptivity as Abreham did.

Wans, bhen,ave the conclusions on which Paul would 1ike

the Gelmtians to rost? In tho first places Faul wants o as~

sure thom that all who roly on falth are blessed, This bles-

sodness vofors not only o the gift thoy had through tho

lsDuncan, 0pe Sty Pe 9o
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Spivit, Dab oleo Snoludss all foture bloasinss wiriel: would bo
vhedrs in Whe oow ago alffor tho ;31""'1.11&. Zaul hug vofervod
to thoeln» Justifiontion indivecliy: bat Mg full »oozoning 1s
thel Thoy "vivo boon Juetified, &nd in emssouonco oyo olicibla

Koy FEary D P - LU L, I
Tow Godtu prorised blesalngs,

T - Sy 5 Sty o fa

I Sho oogundd plagt. tho Saleticses cre o roncbor et
2 = . g . - - - K = X - -
< ddoaning { Iz Shic vare God ban fuilililold Iun thom B

i oy 12 e, R B g o oA T
PRonEna 1o pave Lo Abraboms  "So then, those whe orp en of

Poath o blsused with Anmehn who had 2aithe® f3‘9}' and

I ary mucolion wouwld ho volsod cboub FAlwshomtn sons,” they
coudd wanlyy To ovs sons of Abpohna by foidh; vo aro hoirs by

Tolin in Ghe orordge wade to hims® They oouldy thorofone; Do
» $holy poneldp uer thele imbwritenco

L

L-
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A Snri i R A -. ;Ll \.r____,.: .-!:u'-’.;-'}ﬂ

3.1'““* et s .9:. ::z:{"!u -'.":.:;l- on 'lit‘.‘.ﬂi@ ﬂomgﬁwm Qf ﬁle ﬂ% Qf ci’-\.'

wallatall BIY o

otiy In ths oam off Uhe ohoiye =5

-".; ;.“ - S .---- .J-
sEul Desy movoy @lTne

imymote ip ool in a;_-.; -;w;.-:s r:i.':-;a. waselh in Shwo Gwosk tho

saotlon apona, 0:?' 4 d’dc E ; E EJ’WV o ror oll vhio ¥ELF

O Worits of the Law ave undor o aErace” J“ﬁ‘i- as stovs (3:6-9).
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Inevitable oubcouc of coming undor o curge. For 15 4o wribe
ten, "Cursddbs overy ong who doss not abide 'lr,;r all things
writton in Lhe book of tho low, end do them," (3:10).

Foul might have been expocted %o £ollow un Giis avounent
by an eppesl 4o nersonal aupericnce, viz, thot aporh from die-
vine help 1o mem iz alle o eon the law, and no man i;hemfobe
g&n escone the curso, Bub his reagoning doos not follow this
i1ine. The point of view of tha Judalzors, ng we alroady have
88¢n, won Jush thig that divine holp Ffor lLecping the low pore
foebly wan ovoiloble thwough Chrigt, i.0e, throush the gift
OF The spiell, and thic was tho bolfef which in burn Thoy had

It wounld have boon 18-

-
R T T 3y Sl LU e
LIDSOET ol Gho Golatianse

loss fherelove Por Pavl to sppesl bo o fach of expericnco which
might hove sareded grzat welght in an ergument divected agalinst

Ron-Clwleblons, bub which noither his Galsbion readers nor
Thelr judelsing boachers would have rosnrded as being.eppliceblo
Yo the prosant disuvube, DBosidos; it was nolt on porsonal ex=
s bub on the wribben Tord that Paunl knsw his
spealed to Soripiuve

16

Dorience zlone
6o8o must bo bLuilt. Els oppononts hod

and froum Serdpbure he must refube them,
How then does Foul contimms his ovgumeni? IHe asserds
() ] ) ’

cnet on Bhe Dagls of the law {(EV Va,mg - thils proposi-~

L nleage conpics the emphasis in the Greck just as "faith®-

€oos inm 3:5) no man is justifiocd before God, Panl invites

.b-"-.ﬁ.., Pe 930

i T
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the Galabtlons o keop steadily bofore themsolves tho question
on which thoir ultinate blessing or curging will depend. Thoy
have been shown how faith loads on to justificetion and Justie
fication to blessingy will justification ang blogsing 1ikow
wise follow fo» those who scels thom by obedience to the law?
Pleinle {J Q,{a i/ )a Paul soys, thoy will not; +ho evidonce
of Seripburc ig agaiast 1%,

The Seristurs evidoncs which Paul adduces is Habaldmk
2:h, s who theough i':;.ii;h is righteous shell live." And’
then ne conviines, "The law doos not rost on Taith, for (tﬁc
low zeys) *Hs whio doos thom shall live by them,? Peul hero
chowe that the principleos of logalism and faith aro mutually
Oxelusive g {he bapes for justificabicn, and by this asser-
tlon cxeludes any thought of o compromise betwoen the two prin-
eiploe.™! whe case from a logicolly argumentative standpoint
¢ stated with more clarifty and cogoney to the
atbor, to tho Judaizors too, It ade

Galations, and fown thab mo
Sinez the CGalations wore nob keep-
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2itted only onc conclusions
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A% Uhis oriticel point in ths argumont Peul saya,

; podoemed us from tho curse of the law, naving be=
Core a cursc for us - for it is writien, 'Wuwrassd bo cvery
one who hangs on a tree? - that in Christ Jesus bthic blose
sing of Abraham might cexie upon the Gontiles, that we
might roceive the promise of the Spirit through falth,

(3 3133 3{-).

1?.‘1"11'1:911; ODe Cltes Yo 1670
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Tho senbounce is all tho move impressive in the Grook because it
hag no Introductory particle to connect the now and contrasted

sbatomont with vihnt proceded iam 3311,12, Coming afbor oll that

has boon sald aboub the ourss, the gboupt introduction of the
neo of Chwelst supsonbs the appeerance on tho soonc of ono who

elone con denld with po tragic o sibus i:.;on.le And thet iz pre-
cisoly the thought Paul wishios to convey Lo the Gelatians, I8

woas (heist alone vho could rodeom thom from tho cursc of the

=

1w -

[
'l

i - .
Al BoITAd ol o
¢ DALTCURNO.LELOT

e

0 or any other proseription of the Coro-

monial Lew, and it was through Christ alono thet ho Dblosaing
of Abranwn and the promisc of the Spirit could como Ghwough
Poith, :

2 L)

The introduction of the phrass &V XewrT %/ at this
point is significand i‘ 7 Paulls argmenb. Tho Judaizors
elainod thet it was &'l/ 7 re d'i/l thai a mon received the
b
oubodiod 1n the netionnlistic followship of the Jews, Lub
hip which drews ita voz"r life

essing of Abraham, Dub Paul denlos that his blossing ls

bt

rathor in the ro;."' sious i‘ello )
fron Cnviss ( &y Neeo Ti0 )o Delsmam soys mat 8 Xe¢ CTH

must be taken with a cortain 1itez;a]nexss tha Ggowaggﬂ

local .._.r*s..:.f"c... rce, and thevefore €/ eLT :
- PR iies that Christ and i
sloro then by Christ's agancy,ti.iéo %r e on fndissoluzble

those :af;o aro Iis are linized
union,t

Paul offiras this truth two move binmes over egeinst the

18Duncan,_ ODe Cltes Do 95,

lg&xobec‘i in Ibides, P 10!!-
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Judaizora whon ho says, "For in Christ Josus you aro 21l sons
‘of Cod, thwough falth," (3:26) and again in 3:28, "For you are
all one in Christ Josus."

Paul continues by introducing en argument from the common
knowloige of men that contracts onco agroed to connot bo modi-
fied. Ho starts out (Moffett Translation), "Brethron, I spenie
Trom the point of view of mon." (3:15) Peulisuse of :‘J £A faé
hore is probobly due to his fooling that he is now cddressing
the Galetions move divectly than in the proceding paregresh,
to his desire to gocure thoir friendly sttention, end to the
fact thot ho nover forgets thet thoy and ho are still brethron
in Christ, 'EZc continuog, "Ho ono aimuls oven a mants will, o
adds to it, once it has been ratifiod," And if this is true
of a mon?s covonant, it is oven more coertainly true in the
cage of a 5&149;; kiq uade by God - so truo, Faul conbtonds,
thet not oven the Law of God which came 30 years later could
Tonrul a covenant previously ratified by CGod, so as to mako
tho promisc voide" (3:18).

Paulls pwimary purpose is to present the promise given
to Abrolhom as a J‘mﬂﬂgk‘q of God, comnloto in itself. This
truth nooded %o be reaffirmed in view of the Galatiaon defec-
tlon, And if Romoay?s findings are corroot, we ses thab tho
word §¢d »ﬁ.{!‘a g was woll chosen for tho point Pounl wanted to

rxy.lkﬂ. s says,

{
1) The ancient 4(d+54Kk% was e solexm and binding cove-

' ; 1o
nant, gaayantoed by tho euthority of tho whole ‘paop
and 'f;h%ir gods, It was originally oxecuted vorbally bow

fore tho assemblod people as a solomm roligious act.
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Tho word thoroforo was woll sulted to express the binding
im:wj?«aale solommity of the word ubterod by Gods 2) Tho
g{d 11?;"-;4 wos primarily en arrangomont for the devoluw
tion of woligious dubios and rights, and nst morely a bo-
quoathing of moncy ond property. Tho holr byd Wiy wac
bowad to cariy on the voligion of the family just as if
he had been o sonn by nature and was placed there for that
purnose, The torm was thereforo well suited to doscribo
God's promise of roliglous inhoritaonce ? lﬁe,,chosm
pocple. 3} Tho maker of tho original J(df lgﬁ‘; had
full power ip hig hoends; end the party benofiting from
the dLe.dgiky oxorcised no authority in tho making

of it, The latior had only to fulfill tho copdition and
ho smuccooded to tho advantages of the dédA9944 o The
act of Cod was of tho same onc-sided Type. ) The
FAId & exprossed strongly the absolute authority of
the dispggel"‘, who in the biblical conception was God
IHJ“:!SCL'.'.-

Tn vhabever way, thevofore, tho law might be veloted to
(8 ’-7‘":"5 - ‘,:’1;. s 1t was Cod¥s gracious promise which pro-
vided the uneltovable basis of tho covenanb-relationship bo-
tween Tinm and Ils poople. Tho inhoritance offored o Abrehen
and his Cfepring (3:10) would como as the rosult of CGod's
freeo gifs; and thet gl would bo rabbed of if initial ful-
ness and Iroeness if it woro subsoquently made depondont on
the obodience of the law. Paul will heve nothing to do with
the judeisning contontlon that by keeping the law it is pos-

sible for Abraham's sood to inherit tho proulss. Thorolors

ho ossorts, foreibly and concisely, thab u3f inhoritonce is

by tho law., it is no longer by promise; bub God gove 1t to
(3:18), Peulls point horo is thet

Abrehen by a promise.”
it could not

o the inhoritonce originally came by pronise,

now come by lew. IL in the caso of Abraham God took tho

[om—

aoﬂmnsay, op. cilk.s PP. 357-36l.
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initintive and of His owm freo graco promised to him ths ine
heritenco, why should the gons of Abrahan thinl: they were to
eara it Dy ¢ procoss of logal obedience? Paul wanited his con~
voriz Lo be convinced of this fack: Ghat inheritance ceasos
%o be a froo glit frou God whon men think: thot thelr obsdionco
givos them a eledim on it,

ot now o challenge faces Paul, If the inhorltance goumeg
to mon solely ac tho result of Godls gracious promige and the
lew hos nothing diroctly to do with it, what funcbion thon
doos tho low senve (3:19,20)? Faul 1s bold in his stabement

LA ]

of the uroblom and bold in his answoring of it. ¥You lmagine,

13 soons bo gny, that in the law you have the fuil and finel

all ctornity. On tho contrary, I want you %o lmow that thers
are four basic considerations which domonstrato the purpose
and inforiority of the law, 1) It is cssentially subsidiary

in charactor bocause it was "added," or "intorpolated,® It

20 sense a nabtural and continuous developmont of the proulse
glvon o Abrghem, 2) The subsidicry character of the law is
seenl In the sneeial purpose it gz'as dosigned to secrve; nauely,
the neccosibty of bringing home %o Godts chosen npoople their
sinfulness, 3) Furthermoro, tho roign of the law is ossonti-
ally btempovery because it was designed to hold only “4ill the
olfspring should come To whom the promise had beon undo.”

3:i9bj. I} And them, in 2 final sontonce designed Lo »ob tho

—
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lawr still further of tho wnique dignity which tho Judeisore
ebbachod to 1%, Paul says, "It was ondained by angols through
an internodicory, Now an intormodiary implios more than ono;
but Cod is cmes® (3:20). Lightfoot commonts thus on the
stotenonis
The eIy idea of ricdiation supposcs two porsons, atb
J.r.e-.e.ag_, ca’:;a:can whonl the mediation is carried on. Tho
e Ghon is of tho xiaturo of & contract botweon two
PRPrticsy God and the Jewish poople, I¥ is only valid
8o iloag aeg both parbies fulfill the toyms of tho con-

broct.  I5 is sthoroforo contingont and not abzolutCees
iiilike thoe Lew the Promise is absolubte sxnd uncondibicnal.

It deponda on e gole decree of (od, Theore are not btwo
conbracting paritless Thoro is nothing in She nature of
& stipulation, Tho giver is ovorything, tho reclpieab
nothing,21

Dut Paul vrealizos that all this lino of argument as to
the purposcs of the law might bo construed in the ninds of his
oppenents as loading to on impasse in that it mekos out the
low end the vromises, both of which have igsued from the samo
God, w5 working in opposition to one another. FPaul is ome
phatic in repudicbing any such contention. IHo maintaing thatb
the low and the promiso must be viewed in the light of tho
final purpose of lEm from ¥Whom both cames That purnose was to
give life (3L=21). The low oould not do this, since its pur-
pose was bo consign ell things to sin (3:22), By "eonsign”
(o ?We‘::v'cdg‘w”g(/} is moant that men aro shub up with no appar-
ont posaibility of eseape.= So truo and veal is this ‘Taet to

1
a—lJigh.:;fooi;’ Pi'i 01-‘:"‘.; m). 1{{.6‘?.{!.7.

Eel)uncan. O, cibes Pe 118.

T ——————
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Faul thot he fools constrained to wontion it throe mors times
as; ho scys, "low beforo faith came, we weve confined
(eﬁwew',m-«ﬁd )} under the law, kopt wndor restraint (n‘kdﬂo:usm
until faith should be rovealed. So Hhat tho Iow was our cus-
todion (/la cée},},f-ﬂgafs ) until Christ come..." Paul does not
say that Cod did all this; bub rather Serivbure and the law.
I was on: tho basis of Scriptwrc and the law that the Judai.
Zorsz and choallonged Paul, and it wes on that basis that he
mugt meot thom, In Sorinture, of coursg, God is concelved as
boing ever ot work, intent on IHis purpose of redempition (k.:5).
But sin, too, is at work, bringing awﬁthing undor ils sway;
and, in toking account of 1%, Seripture is like the judge re-~
cording his vordict ond handing the culprit over to be under
ite po‘c:cr.aa

Paul'g reuncated omphagis on v';hi.s Tunction of 'tha law is
Gosipgnod to show that the law could in no way glve lifo.-‘ The
low wes morely o stage by which God sought to advanco tho
roalizetion of s promisc of blossing, If a person was to ob-
tein 1ifo, 1ifo must be given (3:22), end it could ouly be
givon %o those who brusted the promiss which God had so grac-
iously mado, 1.0.; o thoso who have faith, Paul, however,
goes 8bill furthor, Ho is arguing, it must romembored,
egainst mon who aclmowlodged tho need for faith, bub who yet -
belioved that 1ife could be given to thoso whoso falth in-
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spired them Lo obasorve. tho Goromonial Law, But Poul, on the
contrary, kecus stsndily bofaro h:'..nsoli" and bofore hig Gala-
tlans Ghe fach that She falth in question must be faith dn

Jesus Shrict, Diston to him enaals

Buat now thas Paith has CoXlg, WO areo no longer wadsr a
custodian; for in Christ Josus you ovro all sons of God,
theongh Caith, For as many of you as wore baptizod
into Christ have put on Christ, There is noithor Jow
now (rcck, there is nolther slave nor froo,; thero is
neiller male nor fomale; for you are =2ll ono in Chrisg
Jesuz,  And if you ave Chrish? 8y then you are Abrahants
oifzpeing, holrs according to promico, (3:26=29).
Luather says,
reul, as a true and an oxcellent toacher of faith, hath
aluays these words in his mouth, fby feith, in faith,
0:' faith which is-in Chvist Josus...® Ho saith not, ye
avc tho oilldron of God, because you.aro circumcised,
becauso yo have hoard tho law, and have dono tho works
thersol as tho Jows do Tuagine, and g‘l_e Telgo apostlos
Geach, but by faith in Josus Christe

“o can imagine the apostlo flinging this triwsphent oxe=
clemetion (3:26.-29) ou as a challongo to tho Galatians and
%o thosoc who wore misleading thom. And it is evident how
¢learly ho has his converts in mind, for he suddenly turns to
use tho second person (3:26-29)s Fearful lest the force of
his conolusion would be migsed if it wero clothed in too
gencral terms, Paul feels he rust address it directly to tho
ilon who were so tragically disregarding it end thus missing

- the dignity of somships.

2320 e e Seint Paulls Bpistle Go
<lariin ITuther, Commontary on 5
the calat"imw : txvansiem“o?%mir‘”son- T d;.a : mfmd
corracied edition by Evasmus liddleton; Graond Rapidss
B, Eordumms Tublishing Cos, 1930), Pe 3l
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With the vindication of his position in 3:29, Peul might
have onded this park of his lobber., Ab tho menbion of heirs,
however, in v, 29, following what he has seid in v. 2. rogarde
ing tho mincr and his supcrintendent-slava, thore suddonly oce
curs Yo him anothor thought which can be uged to weinforco hias
evgument, iilc eagerness and irropressibility ers scer in tho
eJaeunlation, /}é’é’«u Ja', Mihet I moan i this."

Panl'ls avgumont 1s twofold: 1) The sting of the argmmont
ig scon in this fact thot even o son wio is designated to be
the fatherts helr mist be undor guardians and trusteos ond is
70 botlor thon a slave; ho has no froodom of sotion and is in
the Tullost songe a dopondonte Faul is relontloss in his age
gewiion that before faith came (3:23), our position, desuvits
the inhordionco which God had marked out for us, was not that
of sons in the full sonsa, but that of children who had {Jot
¥et woached maburity end freedom, I is to be notod that
Paul saye, Yso with us.® (lp:3)e It was not only tho Galations,
VI oz heathen in their pro-Christian days wers no bettor than
childron or even glaves; the somo was truo of us who wors Jows.
2) The porsuzsive olomont in the avgunent is thabt tubelage
and guardisnship oven in ordinsry lifo suggest o fubure ewon-
eipotion, In the spivitual sphore this omeucipetlon camo when
“God soui forth his Son, borm of wouan, born undor tho lav,.

To rodeem thoso who wore undor tho law, so that we might re-
ceive tho ndoption of sons." (L:lh,5)e Paul again stresses
the idea of tho Golatiaons?! sonship, not as contingont on tho

e e = oL L e -
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leaw, as the Judaizors held, but as roalizod in the foet that

Chrdst wedoomed oll who wors wader the luw, Foul con never
loave this focal point of his arpguent, becauce it is faw

“to plory oxecpi in tho cross of our Lord Josus Chrish, !

Bus how do the Galotiang lmow thoy aro sons? ihat proof
is there in Paul®s dogactic asserbion as opposed to the clajms
or the Judaizewys? Poul males a renswod uppeal vo itho praguotic
Cost of tho Spivis, He says, "And bscause you ars sons, God
hos sont Ghe Splelt of his Soa inbo our hoarbs, crying, Abbal
Fethwri?  In violabion of strict grammatical soguonce; i:!:‘.ough- :
With Truc Christien courtosy and brothorliness, Faul assocl-
atos Llusel? fov o mowent with his voaders (Cf, "our hoarts®),

bad & 5,

ne who ahares this spiritual experiencs of theirs. [He,.

I
[
G

oo, Ls a lost son who has beon redoomed and s.d.f.:b_'cr‘r.e:t.’l-.a5 And
then, passing from the plural to the singular (iL:7), as if he
wers addvessing each of his readers porsonally, Faul concludos
with the rouindocw that oven bthough sonship has been attained

by adeption, novertheloss a man who hins recoived tho Spirib
is in tho fullost sonse & son, aud as such God has marked him
as on heiwy ib is his privilege to share in tho laberitance

ik u Lars

which God promised of old o Abrahom and his good and in the

wilch ape the prorogative of the sons of Cod..

bloasings
Tias Faul telwsphantly reaffirms tho conclusion to which

EEMYIGM' 920 cites Pe 130."’
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he had coms in 3:29, viz, that the hoire of the divino blege
ging promised by God Yo Abrohom end his ssed aro thase who

are Cheisits; those who through Christ, tho Son of Gody the
one trus offspring of Abreham, have come ints a relationship
of sonship o God, the Father. The whole sectlon from 336
omrards has beon a closoly roasonod ergwaent; stop by step the
epostle has advenced, Dighting every inch of tho way, and posie
tlone capburcd by onc linc of roasoning havo boen confirmesd
by advances along anothor. But at various points in ths pro-
gregs we hove boen reminded (o.gey, by tho suddon changes to
the seound porson) that for Paul this 1s not morely an argu-
wont bub o passlonate asppoal. Paults ultimnto concern is nots
to cetoblish o thoological poasition (although of nocessity he
does this); 1t is to savo the souls of his converts with the
gospel of Christ,

Anparontly occuring to Paul as an aftorbthought is the

fact that ho might make his thought cloarer and HOro rersuce

8ive by sm ellogorical ors bottor, typical interpretation of
the si..m;-/ of Abraham ond his two sons, Isimael and Isasc, the
former being born in tho courso of neturo only, tho other in
fulfiliment of a divine promiso.aé Paul says, "Toll me, you
who desiro o bo under laﬁ, do you not hoar the lew?® (h:21)e
Pawl, then goos on to show by means of the allegory that the

20puton, ope 0ibes Pe 25Le
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low 1ts2lf, that is, tho Torah, of which tho Judaizors moke
S0 maeh, will toach thom that the truc childven of Abrahar,
the true inhoritors of theo promlgo, ave not thoso who hove
Their bond of union with Ged in the lewr, but thoss who have
attiained spiritual freecdom in Christ. He wanbs %o induce tho
Galotions to soec that by thoir present action they are joining
the wrong branch of the family of Abraham, Imbhor!s coment
es to the actual polemical value of the sllogory is inborest-
ing and apwopos,

Allegorles do not strongly porsuade in divinibty, but as
corvalin pleiuros, thoy boaubify and sct oub matier. For
i? Paul hed not proved tho righbtoousncss of faith c-
geingt the righboousnogs of works by strong ond pithy
arguuonid, ho should havo 1ittlo provailed by this allew
sovy. DBub, bocmuso ho foriifiecd his causo bofore In ine
inciblo avguuents, takoa of exporience, of the cxample
ol Abwahom, thoe tostimonies of the scripturc and similiw
tudez, now, In tho end of his disputations, ho addeth an
tliopory o give boauby to all ths rost, For iU is a
scenly thing somotimes to add an allogory, when the
foundobion is woll-lnid, and tho matter thoroughly proved;
Tor as painting is an ormament to sot forth and garnish
2 houso already builded, so is en 2llegory tho light of
a mathbom which is alroady otherwise provod and confimmeds 2t

feving thue stabted his easo for vindicating the truth of
his gospol, Paul rounds off his argument on a triwmphent. note
with o simple direct appeel %o the Galatlans, "Stand Iash
therefors in the liborty wherowlih Christ hath made us froe,
and Do not entangled egein with tho yoke of bondagee™ (5:l3 AV).
Tth thab noto of triwaph still rosounding; Paul passee nOW
to exhort his converis 1) not to secerifice that freedon wane

27!'_.‘;13-’!1-9:"1' 0D, cites Pe 392,
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tonly (5:2+12); 2) but to realizo what thet freedom involves
for them In dally 1ifo (5:13£0.) and mowe ospocially in thoir
sociol rolationships (8:25-5:10),
Faul wae undoubtedly faced with the contendion theb, if
the law worc no longer in force, morallty must certainly bo
wookoned by the gospcle And o, in order to chock any mise
widerstanding on this izsuc (I(O'WV ,ul]‘ s Ve 13), Paul
stobos that Christion freedom is not %o bo interpretod as
the romcvel of vestraint upon tho flesh, but paradoxiecslly
enougl, it impiics thet wo arc servanta to one anothor through
love, and in this monmer falfill the whole le:a_"." The Gelotians
Socurliy for such conduct would be. guarantcod if They walked

and were Lod by the Spirlt (5:16,18),

Feul's oxhortation to love and good works, in the last
tWo cheobors, thon, arc indirectly polemical, Thoy vindicate
hisz gosnol from tho charge of antinmomimnism, while they guard
Christicns from glving occasion o the charge. They protect
from exaggeration and abuse the liberty already defonded fron

logalistic ancroachrmnts.za

28 : - tions (ifow Yorik:
Ge Go Findlay, Tho Bpigtlo to the Gala
Ae Co Am:lst;:'ong and éon, 1%55), DPe 33=330e




CHATTER V
- . WAS PAUL®S'APPROAGH EVANGELICAL?

Peul is never far rvomoved from his readeors throughout

the epistlc, I nevor appoarp as a hierarchical cloric vho
dosircs o imsose hig dogmatic beliofs upon his convortm, bub,
in ostoblishing his theological position, he is alvays sy
bathetlic with the Galatlan problem, Tho writor has endoavorad
~clisngtrato this fact by pointing out tho fairmess of Paul's

ppocl Lo Scerlnturo, tho warmth of his apreal to thoir camon |
Chrrictlon ozporionco and tho winning combinetion of his apow:
elolic authority end personsl mmility (ch. 1)s Tho writer,
has purcosely loft onc stono uwaturned in this respects,

cf
o
F:

howreveon,
Since dus conslderation wes fo bo given it in tho concluding
The section o which tho writor is roferring is

chaptern,

L.e12-20,
Brethiren, I bossoch you, bocome as I a-..:, for T also have
boconeo ag _you avc, You did mo no wwong; you lmow it was
nﬂcm.sa of & bodlily ailmout that I proached tho gosanel
uo you &t f'lz?st, and though uy condition woz a tricl to

¥ou, you did not scormn or despise mo, but rocoived meo as
an angel of God, a8 Christ Jesus. Vaab has beeomo of
che sabisfaction you felt? For I beoar you witness that,
12 wossible, you would havo plucked cut youwr oyes and
givon thom Go mo. Iave I thon become your cnely by tolle.
ingyou the truth? They meke much of you, but for no
good purvoseo; thoy want to sut you out,; that you may
male much of thom. For a good purpose it is always good
to e made much of, and not when I cm prosont with
you, Lw 1ittle childron; with whoit I om cgaiv in tra-
vail wntil Christ be fonuad in you} I could wish to bo
Prosent with you now and to ch:'.ne;e ny tonsy; fo¥ I am

porplexed aboub youe
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_ a8 thoy hove done abt the bogimming,

6l

In this section, argumentation givos place o on opene
berebod porsonal appoal. Tothing in all that Paul has wribe
Bon, unless 1t bo corboin passages in IT Corinthians (e«Ges
Haid-13) s Lilustretes as flly as this passage docs tho ane
guleh that the apostle suffercd throush the Galabiena! estrango-
men Tron God and tho passionate dosiro of his soul o .:;et. tho
woots of such osirengomont romovod. Paul bogins his entroaty
rith en alfcctionatoe a[gf (,] y%‘ ¢ The apostlo desiroes .
the CGulatians o emoncipate themsolves from the bondage of the

wt

low, ng he hod dono, and appeals to thom to do this on the
growd that he, who possessocd tho advanbages of the law, had
forogone ‘those advantages and become a Gentile, in rolation
o tho low, with them, !

hen Paul conbtinuss, "You did mo no wrong," 1.ces "I have

N0 compiaint against you." Hore Paul is seeking with his
whols soul o sssure his converts that, decpife thelr havihg
turned eway from the gospel and dospibe the tone ho had-to
adopt in this letter, ho harbors no ill-foeling toward them,
There is mo roason why ho and they should nob once again hold

tho same view, understending end trusting one enother as fully

Such was Paults plogs; and in support of this plea, Paul
becoues reminiscent of o past visit, Heve we wish wo could
understand tho reforences as olearly as the Galatians would
have done, Dut all through thls section the vory intimecy
of tho apposl, so self-revesling to the original readers who

e e e .
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Imow 2l the inner history of tho case, leavaa tho modorn
rocader pmoscing ab tho pmc.f.no point of smno of ths voferancos,

Paults display of Gender affoction renchos its height in
Ve 19, ='3.3-,v 1ittle children,” ho calls thom, And just as in
I Thezaolonleng he rogards his rolation to his convorts es .
that of o musingemother (I Thossalonians 2:0) or o father
(L Tosscioniens 2:11), so here he likons himgolf o o mghhor
in childbivil, who must enduvrs over again the pangs of trovail
wiltl ehilidron who will nob ‘bo a.\.n.dy %o bo brought to the bilrih
watil Christ .:15 forumod in thom, This lattecr phrese does nob,

o course, suggoat that tho Galetisns in twm are like a wmothor
in whooo wonb Chrdst 1s boing Tormed; it morely moans thab

thoy Thaemsslves aro nol ready to be borm in the Christiecn life
il 4% is trao of thom that it is not theoy who aro to live,
walb Chreict Who iz to live in them ( 2°20}. The metaphor,
thovofove, mey nol be applicable in every dotall; bui it cor-
‘Lﬂ_ conveye the love and yearning and pain which the
apcaotic felt for his woak and wayw‘am‘i convoris, Those samo
. feclings come Lo oxpresasion in the words waich follow (l:20),
Iis louonbs the fact that he caymot be noar thome, *I could
wish Uo he present with you now and to change ny tone, for I
perplexed about you.” Yes, if ho could only bo with thom,

how oa “‘J‘ 1% would De for thow to understand onc anothor,

1)

’;'.'113 weagson for all this loving concorn on ths part of
Paul Howard the CGalatians is Lo be found In this ono fact -
"It ig no longer I who live, bub Christ who 1lives in me.® (2:20).
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For Paul, Clwist was overything, Self was rolegeted to the
backgrownd, while Christ, Whose Spirli authors Christian love
in the hearbs of men, was unsunpromisingly sct forth as the
only hopo of righi;eo;xsmsa. @hig Deing Paulis crocd, he could
mwoa’ sinceroly suy, "Far be it fwom mo o glory oxcsplt in the
oroos of oue Lord Jesus Chwdsb, by which tho world hos bsen

eracsifiad to me and ¥ to tho world.” (6:1lh).

TP —

[ NBRE A



BIBLIOGRAFIY

Aniewith, H, H 1stlo to the Galotions, Iondons
Yiaolillan oos 10000 T i

Burton, Ernost D, "A COritical and Ezogetlcal Commentary on
the Epistlo to the Galatians,” The Interuntional
Critical Cormentary, IHdinburghs™ o & . Oletk, 192Le

Conyboare, We Jep ond Js S, Howson, The Lifo gnd Bpistlos
of 8%, Paul, Marifords S, S. Sovanton and Coes T07C.

Dallnam, 1.':'11:; "Lacturcs on CGalatiang," Concordia
. Ticolopical Honthly, XI. St. Louls: Gonoordie
ubiishing tlouse, 1940,

Duncan, Georgo S. YTho Epistlo of Paul to tho Golatiane,”

The Hoffabti How Tosbement Coumeonia e llow York and
London: Ilarper an POThors, 19 3ile

%llicobt, Cs J. Cormontery on Sts Paul!s Spistle o tho
Galatiana, 7Andovors ;Eﬁa'?ron ¥, Droper, 1090

Windlay, G. Gs Tho Bpistle to the Galaticna, Hew Yorks
A. C. mEstmng‘n%ui-§'nT'le§5}

Focirsg=Jackson, P, J, Petor: Prince of Agosi:les“.
Yew York: Goorgo H. Dovan Qes Co .

linptings, Jawos, and Others, editoras, A Diction of the !
Bibio. II:- How York: Cherles ScribmorTs g:'?ir 8, 1001e

Thuxtable, B., ond Othors, The Pulplit Commentary, XLVIe
low York and Londenf Toml sl WagaeTTe, mds

Iverach, Jamess St. Paul: His Iifo and Times, lew York: ,
I“l;lm E: mz ao.' .ﬁ.:at ED

Kittel, Gorhard; and Others, Theologisches Woerterbuch zum
Boven: Toatamentis: It volay Boctbearts o WorThimmory

Koohler, Je P. Dor Brief Paull and die Galater, Iilwaukeo,

Wis.: HNorthwestorn Fubl House, o
Longkl, Re Cs I, ‘Ihe Interoretation of St. Paul's %uble
to the Galabtisns, GO L sians and to D .

Colimbus, Ohlo:  Tho Vartburg Uress; 0.1037e




68

Ilghtfoot, J. De Saint Poulls Bpistlo to tho Galatians
8th editions London: Laciillon ond 0Oes :

Luther, lortin, Jommentory on Saint Panlls Hoistle to the
Cointions, Corrocted ond roviscd Dy Lrosmus H1AGl0GON.
"?"m'ﬁ"ﬁé\‘ild.s' ¥illiom B, Eordmamns Publishing Co., 1930,

oyer, H. A. We Oriticel ond Hxepebical 'Ian:.-bool: to tho
,a?m,lc to the o IaE.....nﬂ. Tlow Coric: runk end
-muw"’l's, 1000e

lleatls, Ebovhard, Grock llow Tesbemont, Rovized by-Erwin
Teatlo., 10th odivlon, oStuctgerc: rrive fuertt.
Blbelanstolt, 1930, : :

Remaoy, We U, A Ilistorical - Cormen on St. Paulls Spistlo
Lo the Galations, ond odition, London: 'm:' %T
Du Ubﬂn’ —I 966. .

Rondall, ¥ °odo:=lc. Tho _‘s‘choaitor's Creek Tostament. I1T.
London: THodder ana Suvoughtony e

Schaff, Phillpp, Iusuogx of tho Chrigtian Church. I.
Cherles Ser

lfow Yorks: TTg Sone, 1920. .

Schmollon, 0Gto. “Tho ‘-"a.:...’slc of ¥aul to tho CGalotians,®
._.vr!;’c-Scr!uﬁ‘ Goﬁ.mnta e Tronglnted from tho Gorman by
u{-} - Ctarbuck, Wow Yovrk: Cherles Scribnor's Song,
1 ?0. i .

Toylow, Ve Me Foul Tho IHssionary, -How Fork: CGeorgo He.
’“-o;. 21 U0eg elie

Thayer, Joscph Honry. A Grock-English Loxicon of tho low
Tosk Corrootod odltlion, How York, clinclmati

Testament
and i"zzz.'cuéu’ Anorican Booit Co.; 1009,

Velss, Bornhand, "A lanuel of Introductlon to tho Low

Testamente' Tho Foreign Biblical Librgz. I, Transe
laged fro:. {he GOTIOR OF Ae ds Re Davidson. How ¥Yorlks

FPank and Wognells, n.de

Tuost, Hommoth S, Galations in tho Orook How Testamonb,
Crm& Ropids:  WLLLLMA D, Sorduonne Fu ngE GOsy
Co 19 L}

Zalm, Thoodoro, Introduction to tho ilow “es&amnt 1.
ilewr Yorks: UE".I'IGS Soripners SonS, &




	Paul's Treatment of Error in Galatians
	Recommended Citation

	tmp.1627564994.pdf.0hCYj

