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�Chapter I �A Summary of Discourse Theory

Introduction

Until recently most linguistic study has been based upon the premise that the sentence is the basic unit of expression.  However, there is a growing interest and acceptance of "the analysis of discourse or 'text' as basic to understanding the use of language" as opposed to the "more traditional sentence-based grammars."� The study of text grammar or discourse has been defended on several empirical and grammatical grounds.  It is noted that most utterances are more than one sentence and that discourses have more psychological reality than sentences.  It is also contended that sentence grammar leaves much ambiguous material whereas in discourse grammar much of the potential ambiguity is eliminated by reference to the surrounding textual matter.  Furthermore, sentence grammar cannot adequately explain the "definitivization of noun phrases, pronominalization, relative clauses verb phrases and tense, sentence adverbials, conjunctions . . . .  Only a discourse grammar can handle . . . morphological markers at the beginning and end of a text."�

A central idea of discourse is that the surface phenomena of a text such as those quoted above are al manifestations of deeper underlying semantic relations.  Discourse theory holds, then, that textual deep structures have essentially a semantic rather than a syntactic character.  Thus an entire text could be summarized by a string of logical symbols which have some type of universal validity.�  It is this universally valid meaning which allows the translation of a text from one language to another.

Basic Assumptions

In analyzing written communication in order to determine its semantic structure, linguists make five basic assumptions:  (1) "There is a valid distinction drawn between deep structure and surface structure."�  To restate this assumption, an analysis of the surface structure phenomena (see above) does not tell all there is to know about language.�  (2) "The deep structure is what is meant by 'meaning'."�  Wherever a translation occurs one can observe the outworking of this principle.  For example, in the United Nations as a translator hears the speaker, he perceives the surface structure of the original language and interprets the meaning of this structure which he in turn expresses in the receptor language by means of a different surface structure.  The translation process then is moving from surface structure to deep structure (that is, meaning) and back to surface structure.�  (3) "Deep structure is structured."�  Deep structure is not an unattainable, undefined mass of meaning.  Rather it can be analyzed and studied in the same manner as can surface structure.�  (4) "The deep structure is universal.  Whereas the surface structure is language specific, the deep structure is near-universal.”�  Whereas the surface structure of each language is unique, the deep structure or semantic structure has a universal validity.  "I.e., the units, the features of the units, the relations between the units, the functions of the units are all near-universal."�  (5) "The propositional form following the deep structure rewrite rules is of universal validity."�  This assumption is based on the fact that the finite verb form occurs in all languages whereas other verbal forms may not occur in a specific language and therefore cannot have a universal validity.�

Characteristics of Semantic Structure

Semantic structure as noted above involves the meaning of a text.  An analysis of the semantic structure is an attempt to bring out the significance of all the information carried by the surface structure.�  In order to analyze semantic structure it is first necessary to understand its features.

"Semantic structure consists of units."�  Any system must have some type of unit organization since the human mind is so constructed that it must group things together into some kind of organizational structure once the number of entities exceeds seven, according to some psychological studies.  The mind cannot assimilate an endless list.  It must put material into groups (units) if it is to comprehend and communicate it to another.�  Thus semantic structure consists of independent units of thought.

In semantic structure three basic units have been posited; the concept, the proposition, and the paragraph.  A grouping of paragraphs may also be a unit, but is to be distinguished from the paragraph primarily by its size.�

"These units are hierarchically arranged."�  As noted above the mind must organize units in order to comprehend and communicate them.  From this fact it follows that some type of hierarchical arrangement is necessary.  The organization of the semantic hierarchy can be seen in Chart I.

The most basic unit of thought is the component which may be a thing, event, abstraction or relation.  These components group together into concepts which may be words, phrases, and morphemes.  When concepts are grouped, together one moves out of the realm of units of thought and into the realm of units of communication.  Concepts group into propositions, the smallest units of communication.  Propositions in turn group into statements, statements into paragraphs, paragraphs into sections.  This process continues until fin ally one arrives at the entire discourse.

Basic Features of Each Unit

"Each unit has the same three basic features: unity, coherence and prominence.  'Unity' refers to the 'sameness or reference between constituent parts of a unit'."�  The very concept of a unit necessarily rules out the possibility of speaking of totally diverse things within the unit.  But the basic feature of unity "is that the various constituents are conceptualized and accepted by others as a single unit."�

Coherence "consists of the proper relation of the parts of a unit to one another.  Appropriateness of reference within a unit is not enough. There must also be appropriateness of relation, "i.e. the concepts being used are appropriate for the relationships they enter into."�  A lack of coherence is well illustrated by the statement "'I have never heard a green horse smoke a dozen oranges.' Grammatically this sentence is perfectly correct, however, semantically it is all askew."�  The reason is of course that the concepts used are inappropriate to their use in the sentence.  Coherence also has to do with relationships between statements.  Consider the statements "He put up his umbrella" and "It started to rain." As two separate statements they are perfectly proper.  They may be combined: "He put up his umbrella because it started to rain." This relation too is proper because it reflects an "acceptable relationship in the normal referential world." However, these statements could conceivably be combined in an unacceptable manner: "He put up his umbrella therefore it started to rain." "He put up his umbrella although it started to rain." "He put up his umbrella, that is, it started to rain." Thus it is apparent that two acceptable statements can be combined only with certain acceptable relations.�

"Prominence" is the third basic feature of semantic structure; that is, each unit of semantic structure has one "central feature which is called the theme or the nucleus."�   Prominence is the recognizing of one feature of the unit as more important than the other features.  This feature is similar to the subject and complement idea statement in traditional exegesis.

Prominence can be illustrated in the contrast between a good teacher and a politician.  A politician may be an eloquent, polished speaker who holds his audience enraptured with his speaking ability.  However, when he is through one is never quite sure what he has said. He has purposely obscured prominent features because he does not want to be held accountable for what he has said.  A good teacher on the other hand is careful to emphasize the important points of the lesson so that the student knows exactly what has been said.�

Formal Organizational Features of Each Unit

"Each unit has the same three formal organizational features: informational constituents, relations of constituent to a central constituent, and a central constituent."�

The informational constituent of each unit increases as one moves up the semantic hierarchy from the concept to section.  The result of this is that the "constituent that forms each unit varies."�  This feature of each unit can be seen in Chart I of the appendix.

"The constituent parts must . . . be connected together to form a unit."�  The grouping of constituent parts (see above) is not arbitrary.  There must be some relationship between each constituent.�  It is also assumed that "the relations are universal and finite in number."�

"Each semantic unit is characterized by a central constituent which is referred to as the nucleus."�  On the lowest level the concept has a central component representing a thing, event, or abstraction.  The proposition consists of a combination of the following:

. . . concepts which have either an action experience, process or abstraction as the central concept.  The paragraph is a combination of propositions and has a theme proposition (or theme propositions), usually independent clause (or clauses) in surface structure.  This theme can be classified as descriptive, narrational expositional, hortatory, procedural, or interrogative.  In addition to the central constituent as described, the paragraph may also have a speech orienter.� This theme can be classified as descriptive, narrational, expositional, hortatory, procedural, or interrogative.  In addition to the central constituent as described, the paragraph may also have a speech orienter.  This is also considered central to the structure of the paragraph.�

Meaning Features of Each Unit

"Each unit has the same three meaning features: informational meaning, or content, role meaning, and purpose."�

The content of each unit enlarges as one ascends the semantic hierarchy (see Chart I).  At the lowest-level the concept functions to refer to a thing, such as a stone, tree, dog, ghost; an event, such as run, think, die; an abstraction such as soft, red, round; or a relation, such as coordinate, simultaneous, sequential.�

The role meaning in a semantic unit refers to the interrelation of a concept t with its context.  For example, the term "boy" is neutral as far as role relationship is concerned until placed in a context.  When in context the "boy" can become:

the agent, the experiencer [sic] or undergoer.  Propositions take on a role function from context.  The relational system not only assigns connections among propositions but also a particular role to each proposition such as reason, condition, etc.�

Purpose is the third feature of meaning.  The purpose of a concept is to refer to the real world--to its things, events, abstractions, and relationships.  On the propositional level the purpose is spoken of as illocutionary,� that is affirmation, denial, command, prohibition, and question.  On the paragraph level the purpose is spoken of as the perlocutionary function,� and coincides with the popular notion of the "purpose or intention of the author, to inform, persuade, amuse, instruct, encourage, ridicule, praise, sympathize, etc."�  However, this perlocutionary function can usually only be determined within a larger context.

The Concept

The lowest unit on the semantic hierarchy is the concept which is defined as "a combination of components of meaning, one of which is central, which are compatible with each other in the particular world to which the concept refers."�  All concepts fall into one of four categories:  things, events, abstractions, and relations.  In their simplest forms, things would appear in the surface structure as nouns, events as verbs, abstractions as adjectives or adverbs and relations as prepositions and conjunctions.  However, this breakdown is not invoilable since skewing occurs on the concept level.  For example, the noun "salvation" is in reality an event concept, to save.  As one moves into higher levels on the semantic hierarchy less skewing occurs.

The Proposition

A proposition is the minimal semantic unit (unit of communication), "consisting of a concept or a combination of concepts which communicates an event or relation."�  Propositions occur in two different classes.  The state proposition is that which has a relation as the central concept and the event proposition, that which has an event or process as its nuclear function.  Within a discourse, propositions may be classified according to their function: support or development.

The Paragraph

As concepts group into propositions, propositions in turn group into paragraphs.  A paragraph may be defined as a combination of two or more propositions with unity and coherence which describes, narrates, expounds, exhorts, gives directions or questions in relation to a topic.  Within the paragraph, one proposition serves as the nucleus to which all other propositions are related.  This nucleus concept is called the theme.  If perchance there is more than one nucleus proposition within a paragraph, a singular proposition (theme statement) may be abstracted from these propositions which in turn becomes the nucleus to which the other propositions are related.

Paragraphs can in turn be grouped into sections, sections into divisions, and so forth, until a semantic hierarchy for the entire discourse is constructed and a theme statement abstracted.

Discourse is not a string of propositions or theme statements.  The author of a discourse had a purpose in mind as he wrote and he arranged his material accordingly.  Before the nuclear concept of a unit can be determined, the relationships between the concepts, propositions, or paragraphs of the unit must be determined.  Beekman and Callow list two types of relationships: addition and association.  Addition relationships between propositions or larger units develop the author's argument.  These propositions are of equal weight semantically.  Associative relations serve to support and clarify material already presented within the discourse.  The specific types of addition and associative relationships are outlined in Chart II.�

Discourse analysis then aims at determining the universal semantic meaning of a text and displays that meaning in the form of concepts, propositions, paragraphs, and so forth, in their relationships to one another.

Method of Analysis

Thus far the details of semantic structure and its analysis have been discussed.  However in an analysis of a text, one begins with a large section of text and works in reverse order.  The discourse is divided into sections and the sections into paragraphs and then the more detailed propositional analysis is undertaken.�

Chart III lists the basic procedure which is followed in discourse analysis.  Chart IV shows Beekman's list of grammatical and lexical criteria used to determine larger semantic units in the New Testament.

This thesis is limited to the larger semantic units of Galatians.  Hence, a full propositional analysis of the text is beyond the scope of this thesis.  This stud will take the procedure developed by Beekman and Callow and inductively apply it to a biblical text, the epistle to the Galatians.  The larger units from the paragraph level up will be determined and theme statements will be abstracted for each unit.  The units will be related to one another according to the relationships described above, a semantic hierarchy will be built, and finally a theme statement for the entire book will be determined.

�Chapter II �Semantic Paragraphs

The analytical process was begun by searching out grammatical and lexical evidence for the boundary markers of the paragraphs as presented within the text.  This was done by comparing the paragraph divisions of various versions and as a result of this comparison discovering to some extent the various translators' justifications within the Greek text for the divisions of the paragraphs. (See Chart V for this comparison.) After such evidence was gathered the text was again searched for these boundary markers which did not mark paragraph divisions, and consideration was given as to whether these instances might not also legitimately be labeled as semantic paragraphs.  Next, lexical spans were considered in an attempt to discover it shared lexical information might indicate paragraph or larger units.  Third, coherence spans were examined, mainly the subordination of verbs, in order to determine if this factor also might have some bearing on paragraph divisions within the book.  Paragraphs were then posited and theme (genre) statements abstracted.  After this, relationships between paragraphs were posited using the relationships presented in the previous chapter.

Grammatical Paragraph Markers

Several features upon examination were found to consistently mark paragraph divisions within the book.  These include: a speaker orienter (qaumavzw 1:6, gnwrivzw 1:11, levgw 3:15, 4:1, 5:1, 5:16), the vocative (adelfoiv 1:11, 3:15, 4:12, 4:13, 6:1, ojv anovntoi Galavtai 3:1), the imperative (levgete 4:21, ivde 5:2, peripateivte 5:16, ijvdete 6:1) and the rhetorical question (1:10, 3:21, 4:21).  In the first two chapters of the book the temporal conjunction ejvpeita is prominent as a paragraph marker (1:18, 2:1, 2:11).  It was discovered that while any one of these signals was not necessarily a paragraph division marker, when these markers were grouped together a break was very definitely indicated.  In addition it was discovered that when these indicators did occur at points which were not marked as paragraph divisions by the UBS text that new semantic paragraphs were very often justified.  These occurrences will be discussed in sections listing evidence for the breaks of individual paragraphs.

Lexical Spans

Shared lexical information, the repeating of words and phrases within a specific given span of text was found to be a significant factor in determining some paragraph divisions, but it was especially helpful on the higher levels These too will be discussed as they occur within the paragraphs and hi her level units within the book.

Coherence Spans

The chain of verb subordination was a key factor in determining where to posit paragraph divisions.  As with the previous two factors, these will be discussed as they occur throughout the book.

Discussion of the Semantic Paragraphs

Before the actual discussion of the semantic paragraphs of Galatians is begun, two further words of explanation are in order.  The first has to do with Table I, the Paragraph Display.  This table summarizes the results of the analysis presented in this chapter and the proposed paragraph relationships so as to trace the argument of the book through all the paragraphs.  For the sake of clarity the sub-section sections and division boundaries are included although the evidence for these is not presented until the later chapters of this thesis.  The second explanation has to do with the arrangement of the material throughout the rest of the chapter; four aspects of each of the semantic paragraphs are discussed. (1) The theme statement for each paragraph is proposed and then the evidence for that statement is presented. (2) The lexical and grammatical and other evidence is stated for the unity and cohesion of the paragraph. (3) The grammatical, lexical and implicit evidence for the division between the paragraph under discussion and the previous one is presented. (4) The relationship of the paragraph to he context is discussed.

Table I

Paragraph Display

Introduction (1:1-5)

P1 I Paul and all the brothers with me, greet you the Churches of Galatia.

Body (1:6--6:17)

Division I (1:6-10)

P2 (1:6-9) I marvel that you are so quickly deserting the only Gospel.

P3 (1:10) (The reason why I am "talking" this way is because) I am seeking to please God not man.--reason for P2.

Division II (1:11-3:6)

Section I

Subsection 1

P4 (1:11-12) I make known to you that my Gospel is not from man but from Jesus Christ.

Subsection 2 Here is proof of that fact from my life!

P5 (1:13-14) You have heard that I was formerly persecuting the  Church and was advancing in Judaism.

(BUT THEN)

P6 (1:15-17) When God revealed His Son in me, I did not seek human confirmation.--sequence to P5.

(AND THEN)

P7 (1:18-20) After three years I went up to Jerusalem to get to know Cephas, but I stayed only 15 days.--sequence to P6.

(AND THEN)

P8 (1:21-24) When I went to Syria and Cilicia the Churches of Judea only knew about me indirectly.--sequence of P7.

(AND THEN)

P9 (2:1-10) When after fourteen years I went up to Jerusalem again, the apostles accepted me and my message.--sequence of P8.

(BUT THEN)

P10 (2:11-13) Later at Antioch, I rebuked Cephas.--contrast to and sequence of P9.

P11 (2:14) I said to Cephas it is wrong to compel Gentiles to live as Jews.--specific of P10.

Section 2

Abstracted theme: It is wrong to trust the Law since all men, even Jews, are justified in Christ.

P12 (2:15-16) Even we Jews trust Christ, not Law for justification.

(AND)

P13 (2:17) If we as Christ's ministers are found to be sinners, we make Christ a minister of sin, and that is intolerable.--matched support with P12.

(BECAUSE)

P14 (2:18-21) If I rebuild the things I destroyed I prove myself a transgressor.--reason for P13.

(THEREFORE)

Section 3

P15 (3:1-6) You Galatians are foolish and bewitched to trust in the Law rather than to believe.

Division III

Section I

P16 (3:7) Know then, the ones who believe are the sons of Abraham.

P17 (3:8-9) Those who believe are blessed with Abraham.--equivalent to P16.

(BUT)

P18 (3:10-12) Those who follow the Law are cursed.--contrast to P17.

P19 (3:13-14) Christ redeemed us Jews from the curse of the Law.--reason for P17.

P20 (3:15-18) The inheritance to Abraham and his seed is by promise not Law.--reason for P17.

P21 (3:19-20) The Law was added because of transgression.--comment on Law.

P22 (3:21-22) The Law is not contrary to the promise of God.--comment on Law.

P23 (3:23-25) The Law served as a "child leader" to bring us Jews to Christ until faith came.--comment on Law.

P24 (3:26-29) You are Abraham's seed.--equivalent to P16.

Section 2

P25 (4:1-7) Now I say:  You are no longer slaves but you are all sons and heirs of God through Christ.--grounds of P26.

(THEREFORE)

P26 (4:8-11) You should not turn again to the weak and worthless elementary principles.

Section 3

Subsection 1

P27 (4:12) I urge you, become as I am (without the Law) even as you formerly were.

(BECAUSE)

Subsection 2

Abstracted theme: We really are good friends.--reason for P27.

P28 (4:12b-16) We are good friends.--equivalent to sub. 2 theme.

(BUT)

P29 (4:17-19a) They are really your enemies.--contrast to P28.

P30 (4:19b-20) I am concerned about you.--equivalent to P28.

Section 4

P31 (4:21-23) The Law says Abraham had two sons, one of the bondwoman and one of the free.--grounds of P34.

P32 (4:24-27) These two sons illustrate freedom and bondage.--amplification of P31.

P33 (4:28-30) We, as Isaac, are children of promise.--grounds of P34.

(THEREFORE)

P34 (4:31) We do not belong to the Law, but are free.

Section 5

Subsection 1

P35 (5:1) Stand and  do not be subject to the yoke of bondage.

Subsection 2 theme: Don't be circumcised--specific of don't be subject P35.

P36 (5:2-6) If you are circumcised Christ will profit nothing.--reason for sub. theme.

 (AND)

Those who are teaching circumcision are disreputable.--matched support with P36.

Subsection 3

Abstraction theme: Don't become involved with the flesh.--specific of stand P35.

 (BUT)

P38 (5:13-Serve one another through love.--contrast to sub. 3 theme.

P39 (5:16-18) Walk by the Spirit and you will not do the desires of the flesh.--means of sub. 3 theme.

P40 (5:19-21) These are the words of the flesh.--amplification of P39.

P41 (5:22-23) This is the fruit of the Spirit.--amplification of P39.

P42 (5:24-26) Let us follow the Spirit and not exalt ourselves.--equivalent of P39.

P43 (6:1) Restore those who sin.--specific of P42.

P44 (6:2-3) Bear one another's burdens.--specific of P42.

P45 (6:4-5) Let each one examine his work.--specific of P42.

P46 (6:6-10) Share with your teachers.--specific of P42.

Division IV

P47 (6:11-16) I glory in the cross of Christ, not in circumcision as others do.

P48 (6:17) Let no one cause trouble for me.--grounds of P47.

Conclusion

P49 (6:18) The grace of our Lord Jesus Christ be with your spirit.

Paragraph Analysis

Introduction (1:1-5)

P11 (1:1-5) (I) PAUL AND ALL THE BROTHERS WHO ARE WITH ME GREET YOU, THE CHURCHES OF GALATIA.

While there are two major propositions in this paragraph and several minor ones this statement was chosen as the theme for this paragraph because: (1) the minor propositions are, on the whole, comment propositions and other major propositions developed from those comments, (2) the other major proposition in this paragraph is, "may grace and peace be to you from God our Father and the Lord Jesus Christ." It was felt that this epistolary introduction is a variation on the common opening formula used throughout the Ptolomaic and Roman periods,2 and has the same form as "Dear . . ." in a letter written in modern culture.  To elevate this proposition to a paragraph level would be in error.  It was also felt that the generic term "greet" conveyed the intent of this proposition.

The unity of this paragraph is attested by the standard epistolary form.  The blessing as noted above is the content of "greet" and the statements of Christ's work are comments upon Christ.  The doxology ends this paragraph with ajmhvn amen.

Division I

Section 1

P2 (1:6-9) I MARVEL THAT YOU ARE DESERTING THE ONLY GOSPEL.

The introductory speaker orienter, qaumavzw, the fact that metativqsqe (you are deserting) is the logically nonsubordinated finite verb in this section the repetition of eujaggevlion [gospel (or its verb form to preach the gospel)] all give evidence that the Galatians' turning away from the gospel is in view in this paragraph.  The twice repeated curse, ajnavqema ejvstw (let him be anathema), upon those who would change the gospel, gives prominence to the fact that there is but one gospel, hence the "only" of the theme statement.  

The unity of this paragraph is shown lexically by the seven repetitions of eujaggevlion, its verbal cognates and pronomial references to the gospel, and the second person plural pronoun which is repeated five times within this span of text.  The paragraph is held together grammatically with only one logically non-subordinated finite verb.  The other verbs in this section can be seen to be comments upon "another gospel" or those who would preach "another gospel".

This paragraph is separated from the previous by the ajmhvn at the end of verse 5, the speaker orienter qaumavzw oJti at the beginning of verse 6, and a change in semantic domain from God and Christ (v. 4-5) to the Galatians and the gospel.

Division I

Section 2

P3 (1:10) (THE REASON WHY I AM "SPEAKING" THIS WAY IS BECAUSE) I AM SEEKING TO PLEASE GOD, NOT MAN.

The fact that the four verbs are in the first person singular establishes "I" as the subject of this paragraph.  In addition, all the verbs but one deal with pleasing someone or courting someone's favor, establishing this as the event. Anqrwvpo" (man) is mentioned three times in the verse and is prominent also.  The implicit answer to the rhetorical questions establish the fact that Paul was seeking to please God, not man.  The first part of this proposition is implicit and is that to which gavr (for, illative) refers, since there is no logical referent for gavr in the text.

Lexical unity through this paragraph is shown by the thrice repeated concept of pleasing (peivqw v. 10, ajreskein v. 10 twice) and the thrice repeated Anqrwvpos.  Cohesion is shown by the first person singular of the verbs, and logical subordination of the verbs to the main proposition.

The paragraph is separated from paragraph two by the two rhetorical questions which introduce verse ten and by a change in semantic domain, from the Galatians and the gospel to pleasing God.

This paragraph stands in support to the previous, as is evidenced by the gavr and gives a reason or justification for Paul's harsh sounding words.

Division II

Section I

Subsection 1

P4 (1:11-12) I MAKE KNOWN THAT MY GOSPEL IS NOT FROM MAN BUT FROM JESUS CHRIST.

The proposed theme statement of this paragraph is the only non-subordinate proposition in the paragraph, thus it is of necessity the theme statement.  The other three propositions found in verse 12 are in a support relationship, giving reasons for this theme statement.  ToV eujaggevlion tov eujaggelisqeVn uJp’ evmou (gospel which is preached by me) has been condensed into "my gospel" chiefly for the sake of brevity and because in the context of this paragraph the gospel was uniquely "my gospel" to Paul since he received it as a direct revelation from Christ.

The lexical unity of this paragraph is not overwhelming. Eujaggelivon or a derivative is used twice in verse 11.  The first person singular of the verb is used three times in verse 12.  The cohesion of this paragraph is shown by the logical subordination of the verbs as mentioned above.

This paragraph is marked off from the preceding by the speaker orienter gnwrivzw oJvti, the transitional de, and the vocative ajdelfoi.  There is also a change in semantic domain, from pleasing God to the source of Paul's gospel.

This paragraph is related lexically to the previous by the shared usage of ajvnqrwpo" (man) which has three occurrences in paragraph three and two in paragraph four.  However, there is no direct relationship between these paragraphs on this level.

Division II

Section 2

P5 (1:13-14) YOU HAVE HEARD THAT I WAS FORMERLY PERSECUTING THE CHURCH AND WAS ADVANCING IN JUDAISM.

The content orienter hjkouvsate (you have heard) is reflected in the theme statement.  However the content of "you have heard" is a topic (my former manner of life in Judaism) rather than a proposition.  So it is necessary to analyze the paragraph propositionally in order to determine the theme.  Such analysis yields three propositions, "I was persecuting the Church . . .", "I was destroying it", and "I was advancing in Judaism".  Of these three propositions the first two can be seen to be near equivalents.  The third can also, be seen to show opposition to the gospel when one knows Paul's background.  However, from the information presented in this text, it is not a necessary inference (albeit a logical one).  Therefore it was felt that the theme statement should reflect both aspects of Paul's former life.

Lexical unity in this paragraph, as in the last one, is slight.  The term Ioudavismw (Judaism) is twice repeated.  The unity of this section is found in the subordination of the three main propositions to the content orienter hjkouvsate oJvti and the fact that these three propositions are fused together by the coordinating conjunction kai.

This paragraph is marked as separate from the preceding by the use of the content orienter as noted above, and the change in semantic domain from the source of the gospel to Paul's former life in Judaism.

Although this paragraph is introduced by gavr it is related only indirectly to this preceding paragraph.  This phenomenon will be discussed at the subsection level

P6 (1:15-17) WHEN GOD REVEALED HIS SON IN ME, I DID NOT SEEK HUMAN CONFIRMATION.

The contrast in this paragraph between what Paul did and did not do seems to be in focus; two non-subordinate negative propositions and two non-subordinate positive propositions placed in juxtaposition against one another.  These propositions all speak of not consulting with man (with the exception of the last one which completes the sequence of activities).  Thus the idea of "human confirmation" has been abstracted from these three propositions in light of the theme statement for 1:11.  God's work is included in the theme statement because of the large portion of text which is devoted to His call of Paul.

Lexical factors play little role in determining this paragraph division.  It is again the coherence factor which is crucial.  This paragraph contains a temporal clause followed by three independent clauses joined by the coordinating conjunctions ojudev, ajllav, and kavi  respectively. Another interesting factor is that in the sequence presented within this paragraph, he twice uses a compound of  ejvrxomai (I go).

This paragraph is separated from the preceding by the temporal conjunction oJvte, the transitional conjunction dev, which in this case appears to have a slightly adversative force, and a change in semantic domain, from Paul's former life to the activities surrounding his conversion.

This paragraph can be seen to be related to the preceding, primarily in a sequential type of relationship.  How ever, there also seems to be a slightly adversative relationship as evidenced by the dev and the change that took place in Paul's life.

P7 (1:18-20) AFTER THREE YEARS I WENT UP TO JERUSALEM TO GET TO KNOW CEPHAS, BUT I STAYED ONLY FIFTEEN DAYS.

The forefronted time element (ejvpeita) within the paragraph places it in a place of prominence.  The verbs of the main proposition ajnh'lqon (I went up), ejpevmeina (I stayed), eij'don (I saw), are all in the first person singular, thus establishing "I" (Paul) as the subject.  The comment is explicit in verse 18 with the exception that the kaiv which joins the final clause to the preceding, has been changed to a "but" in the theme statement and the idea "only" has been added.  These two changes were made because of what was understood to be the author's point of his argument.  After stating in the previous paragraph h that he did not consult flesh and blood, in this paragraph he states that he did meet Peter.  However, he qualifies this by saying that it was three years later and that he stayed fifteen days, which is hardly enough time to receive a thorough theological training.  It was because of the brevity of this time period that the adversative "but" was used in the theme statement.

Lexical unity is found within this paragraph by the use of names Khqa'n (Cephas) and 'Iavkwbon (James).  Again the cohesion is given by the use of the coordinating conjunction kaiv and dev.  While verse 20 is grammatically independent it is logically subordinate giving attestation to the truthfulness of what has been stated.

This paragraph is separated from the previous by the use of ejvpeitw (then), metaV triva ejvth (after three years) a temporal phrase, and the use of ajnh'lqon which marks a new event in the sequence started in the preceding paragraph.  In addition there is a change of setting from Damascus to Jerusalem.

As just noted, this paragraph is related to paragraph six in a sequential type of relationship.

P8 (1:21-24) WHEN I WENT TO SYRIA AND CILICIA, THE CHURCHES OF JUDEA ONLY KNEW ABOUT ME INDIRECTLY.

The focal point of this paragraph is quite difficult to establish.  Verbs occur in both the first singular and third plural.  It was concluded that since the proportion of material devoted to the churches of Judea was greater than that devoted directly to Paul, that the churches should be the subject.  Once the passive of verse 22 hjvmhn ajgnosuvmeno" (I was unknown) is converted to an active, the major part of the theme statement appears--"they did not know me personally".  Verse 23 while presented in the form of an exception is not a true exception to what Paul has just stated but rather gives further information, "they heard good reports about him".  Hence, the "indirectly" idea.  While verse 24 is prominent as a result within the paragraph in the context this does not seem to bear on the focus of the argument.  This leaves the problem of how to relate verse 21 to 22.  Verse 21 presents a new event in the time sequence which is apparent through this series of paragraphs, and as such it is prominent.  However, as discussed above, this did not see to be the focus of the paragraph, but rather seemed to present a time setting for the events of the paragraph; thus it was subordinated under the temporal "when".

Again there is a great diversity within this paragraph.  The real coherence within this section is seen by subordination and coordination.  As mentioned, verse 21 is logically subordinate to verse 22 although grammatically coordinated, 66 being the conjunction used.  Verse 23 is best understood as an amplification of verse 22 and is thus subordinate to it.  Verse 24 gives the result of ajkouvote" hjvsan (they were hearing) as ejdocavzon (they were glorifying) and can so be seen to be connected logically to the preceding.

In relationship with the preceding paragraph this unit gives another step in the sequence of Paul's life being related.

P9 (.2:1-10) WHEN I WENT UP TO JERUSALEM AGAIN, THE APOSTLES ACCEPTED ME AND MY MESSAGE.

The structure of this paragraph is parallel to paragraph eight in that while the sequential-temporal proposition introducing this paragraph is grammatically coordinate to several other propositions within the paragraph, it serves as temporal orientation within the paragraph.  The discussion of the paragraph centers around Paul's presentation of his gospel to the "pillar-apostles" (ajneqevmhn aujtoi'" toV eujaggevlion) and the result of that meeting, ejmoiV oiJ dokou'nte" oujdeVn prosanevqento (the ones who had a reputation added nothing to me), alla . . . deciaV" ejvdwkan ejmoiV kaiV barnaba/' koinwniva" (but they gave the right hand of fellowship to me and Barnabas).  The discussion of the circumcision in verses 3 through 5, while significant, does not bear on the theme of this paragraph but is placed in an antithetical relationship (ajllav) with the possibility of his work proving fruitless (mhv pw" eij" kenoVn trevxw hjv ejvdramon, "lest I was running or had run in vain," verse 2) which is in turn subordinated as a reason under ajneqevmhn (I submitted, verse 2).  The "did not add" and "gave the right hand of fellowship" have been combined under the more generic "accepted me and my message."

Lexical unity in this paragraph is found in the repetition of eujaggevlion (gospel; verses 2, 5, and 7), peritomhv (circumcision; verses 3, 7, 8, and 9), ejvqno" (Gentiles; verses 2, 3, 8, and 10; also ajkrobustiva  verse 7, uncircumcision), the frequent occurrence of names ’Iakwvbo", barnaba'", Tivto", Kefa'"; and the repetition of the personal pronoun ejmov" (verses 3, 6 bis, 8 and 9 bis).  Cohesion in this paragraph is not as easy to detect because of the very involved nature of the thoughts.  However, by using a rough propositional display, it was possible to trace a logical subordination of the verbs down through verse 10 with the sequence mentioned above having the most prominence.

This paragraph is separated from the preceding by the use of ejvpeita (then), diaV dekatessavrwn (after fourteen years) and ajnevbhn (I went up).  These signals mark a new event in the sequence being related. Other markers include the change in setting, from Syria and Cilicia (for Paul) to Jerusalem, and a new semantic domain, from the reports of Paul's ministry to his official acceptance by the apostles at Jerusalem.

As noted above, this paragraph is related to the preceding in a sequential relationship.

P10 (2:11-13) WHEN CEPHAS CAME TO ANTIOCH, I OPPOSED HIM.

This is the only non-subordinated proposition in this paragraph, the others are subordinated by ojvti (because) and gavr (for) which introduces a long propositional string giving evidence or grounds for the theme statement.

There are very few repeated words in this paragraph.  There are three repeated names: Cephas, James, and Barnabas This paragraph is held together by the verb subordination chain.

This paragraph is separated from the previous one by the use of ojvti dev (but when) and the use of ejvrxomai.  In addition there is a change of setting from Jerusalem to

In its relationship to the preceding paragraph, paragraph ten presents a further event in the sequence and as such furthers Paul's activities.  However, there are some other factors which make this unit more difficult to classify than the previous five.  In paragraph ten it is Peter, not Paul, who is the principal actor.  Another change is seen in the fact that there is no temporal phrase stating the time between this event and the events of paragraph nine, whereas previously in the narrative, the temporal phrase has been a prominent feature. In addition to these factors, the dev of verse 11 seems to have more of an adversative function setting this paragraph in juxtaposition with paragraph nine, contrasting Paul's acceptance by the “pillar-apostles” at Jerusalem to the fact that he found it necessary (and felt he had the authority) to rebuke one of those very same men.  The fact that Paul did this seems to emphasize that he was at least on an equal level with Peter.3 

P11 (2:14) I SAID TO CEPHAS:  IT IS WRONG FOR YOU TO COMPEL THE GENTILES TO LIVE AS JEWS.

The first clause of this paragraph is a circumstance orienter (or possibly time).  It is not included in the theme statement because although there is a parallel construction with the preceding paragraphs (the "when" idea), the preceding paragraphs have an unquestionable temporal flavor, whereas this paragraph has neither a temporal phrase (as seen in paragraphs seven and nine) nor is it coupled with a form of ejvrxomai or baivnw as occurs in the other paragraphs.  The content orienter eij'pon is included because of its precedence over content.  The content of the theme statement is what has been interpreted as the intent of the rhetorical question.4 

The evidence for the unity and cohesion of this paragraph comes from the fact that there is only one propositional string involved.  The circumstantial clause and the content of the rhetorical question are subordinated under eij'pon (I said).

The evidence for the separation of this paragraph from paragraph ten is found in the ojvti coupled with ajllav which serve as a contrast to what the Jews should have done and what they actually did.  In addition to this there is a shift in the focus of the action from the hypocrisy of the Jews to the response of Paul to that situation.  In addition the use of the rhetorical question makes a paragraph break likely at this point.

This paragraph can be clearly seen to give the kataV provsopon autw/V ajntevsthn (I withstood him to his face) in paragraph ten as eij'pon (I said).

P12 (2:15-16) EVEN WE JEWS TRUST CHRIST, NOT LAW FOR JUSTIFICATION.

The theme of paragraph twelve has been determined from the four main propositions of the paragraph which can be related thus:

15a we are by nature Jews and not sinners from among the Gentiles.  Concession of 16a.

16a  (we) know that a man is not justified by Law but by faith in Christ.  Grounds of 16b.

16b Even we have believed in Christ to be justified.

16c Because by works of the Law no flesh will be justified. Reason of 16b.

It is then apparent that the theme stated (16b) is the most prominent proposition within this paragraph.

This paragraph can be seen as a unity by the proposition string which is related above.  Within this paragraph the term dikaiovw (I justify) is thrice repeated, and a form Of pivsti" (faith) is repeated twice.  Ergwn novmou (works of the Law) is also found three times in verse 16.  In addition to these factors there is also the occurrence of synonymous terms ajvnqrwpo" (man), and savrc (flesh). So one can see very strong evidence for positing paragraph boundaries at this point.

The separation of this paragraph from the preceding is not clearly marked by grammatical signals.  Rather there is at this juncture a case of asyndeton.  This serves two purposes: (1) to separate what has gone before from what follows, (2) often this construction ties two paragraphs closely together, at least on a low level.

This paragraph can be seen on a low level to introduce a reason for the statement of paragraph eleven.

P13 (2:17) IF WE AS CHRIST'S MINISTERS ARE FOUND TO BE SINNERS WE MAKE CHRIST A MINISTER OF SIN, AND THAT IS INTOLERABLE.

The theme of this paragraph is extremely difficult to discover because of the inability to discover with certainty what Paul is actually saying in this verse.  Light foot states that there are a myriad of different interpretations of this verse.5  Three of these seem really worthy of consideration.  These interpretations center around the interpretation of aj'ra, which, depending upon its accent, can function either as an interrogative or as an inferential particle.  Many commentators take the aj'ra as interrogative and see verse 17 as a question in which the mhV gevnoito negates the conclusion as faulty even though drawn from a sound premise.6  An alternative is to take aj'ra as inferential.  Verse 17 would then function as a statement and the mhV gevnoito would then negate the whole preceding statement.  However, this solution presents a problem in that this would be the only place in the New Testament where mhV gevnoito did not negate a faulty conclusion drawn from a correct premise.7  There is a third interpretation which would see the situation being spoken of in this paragraph as referring specifically to Peter.  This view sees the aj'ra as interrogative and the implied answer to the question as "yes." The mhV gevnoito then would function to show that this situation, while existing, is an intolerable situation; because Peter as an official minister of Christ has involved Christ in sin by compelling Gentiles to live by the Law.8  This interpretation has been adopted because it seems best to fit into the development of the argument.  This view, it is admitted, is not without problems.

This paragraph has a very tight-knit structure even though it has little lexical unity.  The conditional statement forms the basis for the inference that Christ is a minister of sin and the mhV gevnoito emphatically underscores the intolerability of the situation.  There is the repeated idea ajmartolov"/ajmartiva (sinner/sin) within this paragraph which gives lexical unity.

The markers which separate this paragraph from the preceding are the transitional dev, the rhetorical question, and a new semantic domain.  The evidence at this point is admittedly slim for making a paragraph division.  The deciding factor was this author's present understanding of Paul's point of this paragraph.

This paragraph can be seen to present further grounds for the rebuke of paragraph eleven by showing the implications of Peter's act.

P14 (2:18-21) IF I REBUILD THE THINGS I DESTROYED, I PROVE MYSELF A TRANSGRESSOR.

This theme statement is the only non-subordinate statement in this paragraph.  Verses 19 through 21 present evidence for this statement and are introduced by gavr.  One proves himself a transgressor because he has already realized that the Law is unable to justify him and turned to faith in Christ.  By turning back to the Law, a man again brings himself under the condemnation of the Law.

The unity of this paragraph is seen primarily through the subordination of the verbs.  As noted above, verses 19 through 21 are subordinated by gavr and introduce reasons.  The verb zw' (I live) is repeated five times in verses 19 and 20. Xrivsto" and Qevo" are mentioned six times.

The evidence for breaking the paragraph at verse 18 comes from the change of the person of the verb form, first plural to first singular, and the gavr which seemed to function on a higher level to subordinate 18 through 20 to verse 17.

As noted, this paragraph gives a reason for the state of verse 17.

Division II

Section 3

P15 (3:1-6) YOU GALATIANS ARE FOOLISH AND BEWITCHED TO TRUST IN THE LAW RATHER THAN TO BELIEVE.

The vocative at the beginning of this paragraph includes the predicated idea of foolishness.  This idea is repeated in verse 3 ouJvtw" ajnovhtoi ejste (are you so foolish).  Under this idea of foolishness the rest of the rhetorical questions can be seen as specific examples of their deception.

There is a great deal of lexical unity within this paragraph. ’Anovhtoi (foolish) is twice repeated, pivsti" is found in verses 2, 5, and 6; pneu'ma (spirit) occurs in verses 2, 3, and 4 and the phrase ejc ejvrgwn novmou hjv ejc ajkoh'" pivstew" is twice repeated.  There is little grammatical coherence within the paragraph.  But there is parallelism in the repetition of the rhetorical questions.  One problem in positing the boundary to this paragraph is verse 6. On the one hand it breaks the pattern of rhetorical questions, and brings a new character into the picture.  But on the other hand it was felt that it would be highly unlikely to begin a new paragraph with kaqwv" (just as).  In addition, verse 6 gives amplification to the implied answer to the question of verse 5. It was on the basis of the unlikelyhood of the beginning of a new paragraph with kaqwv" and the close tie semantically with verse 5, that it was decided that verse 6 belonged to paragraph fifteen.

This paragraph is sharply distinguished by the vocative  'jW ajnovhtoi Galavtai (O, foolish Galatians), the rhetorical question, the change in person from the first singular to second plural, and the change in semantic domain.

This paragraph can function in one of at least three ways.  First, it can function as the conclusion of Paragraphs four through fourteen.  Second, paragraph fifteen can function as the introduction to the new section of material which begins with 3:7.  A third option is to see this as a new higher level section.  In weighing these arguments the objective criteria have little bearing because they only signal a change of some type, not what the change is. it is unlikely that paragraph fifteen functions as the introduction to the new section of material.  If it were to function as an introduction it would probably present a theme statement or a topic statement of what was to follow.  However, it does not.  It could be seen to function as a summation of paragraphs four through fourteen in this way: 

4-11. My gospel is not from man but Jesus Christ.  GROUNDS. 

12-14. It is wrong to trust the Law since all men, even Jews, are justified in Christ.  GROUNDS.

15.You are foolish and bewitched to trust in the Law rather than believe (my gospel).  CONCLUSION.

On the other hand this paragraph may represent a new higher level unit.  This would be supported by the plethora of grammatical signals.  So many signals (the vocative and several rhetorical questions) may well indicate a new high level unit.  In addition, the semantic domain has shifted radically, from the authority and message of Paul to the experience of the Galatians.  Either of the latter two options is viable.  This writer leans toward understanding this paragraph as the conclusion of the argument Paul has been building in 1;11-2:21.

Division 3

Section 1

P16 (3:7) KNOW THEN THE ONES WHO BELIEVE ARE THE SONS OF ABRAHAM.

There is but one proposition within this paragraph and so it is of necessity the theme.

The paragraph is a unity since it only has one proposition.  The reason that this short span of text has been elevated to paragraph level is that verse 7 combined with verse 29 form a lexical sandwich or inclusion which is by its definition more prominent than what supports it.

That this paragraph is distinct from the preceding one, is evidenced by the imperative ginwuvskete (know) and the hook-eye connection of Abraham with what preceded.

On a low level this paragraph is related to the preceding one, especially the preceding proposition, in a grounds-conclusion type of a relationship.  However, as will be discussed later, on a higher level a division break has been posited at this juncture.

P17 (3:8-9) THOSE WHO BELIEVE ARE BLESSED WITH ABRAHAM.

This paragraph contains two grammatically non-subordinate propositions:

8. "The Scripture 'evangelized' Abraham beforehand saying . . . REASON.

9. All those who believe are blessed with Abraham.  RESULT. 

Since the result is more prominent than the reason, it became the theme statement.

Lexical unity within this paragraph is seen in the repetition of ejulogevw (I bless; 8 and 9), ejvqno" (Gentiles; 8 bis), pivsti" (faith; 8 and 9 bis).  Cohesion can be seen in the logical subordination of the verbs. Proi>dou'sa oJvti [(The Scripture) foreseeing that] is a circumstance orientation proposition to verse 8 above.  Then, as shown above, verse 8 is subordinate to verse 9.

Paragraph seventeen functions in a generic-specific type of relationship with paragraph sixteen.

P18 (3:10-12) THOSE WHO FOLLOW THE LAW ARE CURSED.

Verses 10 through 12 form a paragraph in which there is only one non-subordinate proposition, the first proposition in verse 10.  The propositions in the paragraph are related thus:

10a.  As many as are the works of the Law are under a curse.

10b. It stands written that, "cursed is everyone . . ." REASON of 10a.

11a. It is clear that no one will be justified by Law before God.  EQUIVALENT to 10a.

11b. Because the righteous shall live by faith.  REASON of 11a.

12a. The Law is not from faith.  CONTRAST to 11b.

12b. The one who does these things shall live in them.  CONTRAST to 12a.

So the theme statement of this paragraph has been abstracted from 10a and 11a.

The coherence of this paragraph has been demonstrated above.  Lexically the term novmo" (Law) occurs four times within this paragraph. Kavtara (curse) occurs twice, zavw (live) occurs twice, divkaio"/dikaivsw twice.

This paragraph is marked off from the preceding by the introductory gavr and a change in semantic domain, from blessings in faith to cursing under Law.

This paragraph then very obviously stands in contrast to paragraph seventeen and shows that righteousness cannot be from the Law.

P19 (3:13-14) CHRIST REDEEMED US (JEWS) FROM THE CURSE OF THE LAW.

The theme statement of this paragraph is easily discernible since all the other propositions are in a support relationship.

13a. Christ redeemed us from the curse of the Law.

13b. Becoming a curse on our behalf.  MEANS of 13a.

13c. Because it stands written "cursed is everyone who hangs on a tree." REASON of 13b.

14a. In order that the blessing of Abraham might be to the Gentiles in Christ.  PURPOSE of 13a.

14b. In order that we might receive the promise of the Spirit through faith.  PURPOSE of 13a.

"Jews" is included in the theme statement because it was only Jews who were under the curse of the Law.  Paul makes it clear in Romans 2:12-15 that the Gentiles were not under the Law and would not be judged by it.  "For as many as sinned without the Law shall perish without the Law."

There is little lexical unity within this paragraph. Katavra (curse) is repeated three times but this is not very significant since it was repeated twice in the preceding paragraph.  The coherence of this paragraph is shown in the subordination of the verbs to the theme statement.

The paragraph is separated from the preceding one by the introduction of a new subject, Xrivsto", and a new semantic domain, redemption from the curse.

This paragraph can be seen as a logical extension of paragraph eighteen.  However, it seems that its primary relationship is with paragraph seventeen, giving a reason why those who believe are blessed with Abraham.  The reason is really stated in the two purpose clauses of verse 15.

Division 3

Subsection 2

P20 (3:15-18) THE INHERITANCE TO ABRAHAM AND HIS SEED IS BY PROMISE, NOT LAW.

This paragraph is set in the form of a logical syllogism.  There are three independent propositions and several which are subordinate.  The syllogistic pattern is readily apparent:

Major premise: once a covenant has been established no one takes away or adds conditions.

Minor premise: the promises were given to Abraham.  Conclusion: the Law which came later did not annul the promise.

Verse 18 is introduced by gavr and gives further support for the conclusion.  The ouj levgei (it does not say) of verse 16 introduces a comment on seed.  From these propositions one can see that the theme statement encompasses the major points of this paragraph.

This paragraph is lexically unified by the use of diaqhvkh (covenant; 15 and 17), novmo" (Law; 17 and 18), ejpaggevlion (promise; 16, 17 and 18 bis), and spevrma (seed; 16 ter).  The verb subordination was noted above.

The paragraph is marked off very distinctly from the preceding by the use of the vocative ajdelfoiv (brothers) and the speaker orienter levgw.  There is a hook-eye connection with the previous paragraph in the use of ejpaggevlion which occurs once at the end of verse 14 and then four times in paragraph twenty.  It should be noted that levgw also occurs in verse 17 in combination with dev.  However, it was felt, due to contextual considerations, the syllogistic argument, that a paragraph division was not warranted at this point.

This paragraph serves to give a further reason for paragraph seventeen.  Those who believe are blessed together with Abraham because the inheritance is based not upon Law but promise.

P21 (3:19-20) THE LAW WAS ADDED BECAUSE OF TRANSGRESSION.

The theme of this paragraph is easily seen as the theme because, outside of the rhetorical question, it is the only logically non-subordinated proposition. Verse 20 can be seen to be a comment on mesivths (intermediary).

The unity and coherence of this paragraph is seen by the repetition of eiJ'" (twice in verse 20) and mesivth" (19 and 20), and in the subordination of the verbs.

This paragraph is separated from the preceding by the rhetorical question Tiv ouj'n oJ novmo" (why then the Law) and a change in semantic domain, from the contrast between Law and promise to the purpose of the Law.

This paragraph serves as a comment on Law, paragraph twenty giving the reason why the Law was given.

P22 (3:21-22) THE LAW IS NOT CONTRARY TO THE PROMISE OF GOD.

Once the rhetorical question and the mhV gevnoito is unskewed, the theme statement of this paragraph appears.  What follows can be seen to be support because of the gavr (illative) in verse 21 and the ajllav (but) of verse 22 which contrast verse 22 to 21b.

Lexically this paragraph is unified by the novmo" (Law; 21) repeated thrice and ejpaggevlia (promise; 21 and 22) Cohesion is seen in the subordination of the propositions as seen above.

The rhetorical question and the emphatic mark mhV gevnoito off this paragraph from the one which precedes.

This paragraph functions as a further comment on the Law mentioned in paragraph twenty.

P23 (3:23-25) THE LAW SERVED AS A "CHILD LEADER" TO BRING US (JEWS) TO CHRIST UNTIL FAITH CAME.

The theme of this paragraph is taken from verses 24 and 25.  Verse 24 introduced by wJvste, gives the result of verse 23.  Verse 25, introduced by dev, serves as a proposition grammatically coordinate with verse 24.  However, it has been subsumed in the theme statement as a temporal clause because of the author's understanding of the focus of this paragraph.  It seems primarily to be stating the function of the Law and only incidentally mentioning that the Law is now inoperative.

Lexically, pivsti" (faith) is repeated four times in these three verses; however, this is not very significant since it is also mentioned twice in verse 22.  It is the coherence span discussed above which is the determining factor in establishing the paragraph boundaries in this instance.

This paragraph is marked as distinct from the preceding by the transitional dev and a change in semantic domain from the condemnation of all men, to the Law leading men (Jews) to Christ.

This paragraph serves as yet another comment on the Law.

P24 (3:26-29) YOU ARE ABRAHAM'S SEED.

This paragraph poses a problem which must be resolved before an adequate theme statement can be determined.  To what does the gavr of verse 26 refer? The easiest solution would be to make verse 26 a justification for verse 25.  However, the change in persons from first plural to second plural makes this unlikely.  The reason for this is that Paul in verses 23 through 25, appears to have been speaking again of the situation of the Jew (cf. P21)-- So then verses 26 and following could not be support for verses 23 through 25 since the Galatians were not all Jews.  Even if verses 19 through 25 are regarded as a digression, one has difficulty relating 26 through 29 to the rest of the chapter.  Something seems to be missing. Perhaps the best solution to this problem has been proposed by Burton.9  There is an implicit statement linking verse 26 with the preceding paragraphs which would be stated as, "Therefore, all of what I've been saying about the Law applied to you, for you are all sons of God through faith in Christ." Verse 27 then introduces support for this as evidenced by gavr.  Verse 23 gives further support by amplification.  Verse 29, then, would give the final conclusion of this paragraph, "If you are of Christ, then you are Abraham's seed, heirs according to the promise." The final conclusion of the paragraph would be the most prominent and become the theme statement because an explicit conclusion is more prominent than an implicit conclusion.

Lexical unity in this paragraph is seen by the repetition of Xrivsto" twice in verse 26, twice in 27 and three times in verse 28, once in 29.  The free pronoun uJmei'" found in verse 28, once also in 29.  The coherence of this paragraph has been noted above.  One additional fact that should be noted is that the protasis of verse 29 (eiv dev uJmei'" Xristou', "if you are of Christ") can be taken as a summary statement of the rest of the paragraph which then becomes the basis of the final conclusion.

This paragraph can be seen to be distinct from the preceding one because of the implicit "therefore" as noted above, the abrupt change in the person of the verbs and the change in the semantic domain, from the purpose of the Law to the fact that all who belong to Christ are Abraham's seed.

The best way to see this paragraph seems to be in an equivalent relationship with paragraph fourteen, thus closing the lexical sandwich, or inclusion, begun in 3:7.  However, it is possible (although in this author's mind more difficult) to see this paragraph as a conclusion to the entire chapter.

Another possibility considered for 3:19-29 was to see paragraph twenty in contrast to twenty-two, paragraph twenty-two as a supplementary alternative to paragraph twenty, paragraph twenty-three as grounds for twenty-four, and paragraph twenty-four (verses 26 through 28) as grounds for another paragraph consisting of verse 29 which was then equivalent to paragraph sixteen.  However, to this author, this outlook seemed more forced than the one adopted.

Division III

Section 2

Subsection = Paragraph

P25 (4:1-7) NOW I SAY:  YOU ARE NO LONGER SLAVES BUT YOU ARE ALL SONS AND HEIRS OF GOD THROUGH CHRIST.

This paragraph develops an argument under the same figure as the previous two but develops it in a different way.  Whereas the previous section has stated the fact that inheritance is by promise not Law, this paragraph shows the superiority of faith (the present system) to Law (the old system), stating the principle that a child is kept under a steward until the time appointed by his father.  Then, Paul pictures the Law as a steward until Christ came.  This paragraph is one instance where the generic, the principle of a steward, is less prominent than the specific situation which Paul develops.  The reason is that the proportion of the text devoted to the specific situation (verses 3 through 7) and because of the great detail in which Paul develops the coming of Christ and the resultant adoption as sons.  In addition to these facts the paragraph ends in two result propositions (wJvste) which are very prominent.

The theme of this paragraph has then been abstracted from the final result clauses of paragraph twenty-five. Klhronovmo" (heir) forms a sandwich in this verse and as such is prominent.  For this reason it has been included in the theme statement.  There is also an inclusion with douvlo" (slave) so it too is included in the theme statement.  The idea of sonship is included because of the repetition of uiJov" (six times) throughout this passage.  The "through Christ" idea is included because of the proportion of text (verses 4 through 5) which is devoted to this.

The lexical unity within this paragraph involving uiJov" has been noted as has the lexical sandwich involving klhronovmo".  In addition to these two features, douvlo" (slave, servant) is repeated three times (verses 1, 3 and 7

This paragraph is sharply divided from the preceding by the use of the speaker orienter levgw (I say), plus the transitional dev.  Klhronovmo" (heir) forms a hook-eye connection with the previous paragraph.

This paragraph begins a new subsection, thus it is not related directly to what precedes, but rather gives the grounds for the appeal of paragraph twenty-six.

This paragraph has several troubling features: the difficulty in determining a theme statement, the difficulty in relating the propositions to one another, and the seemingly indiscriminate change in the person of the verb in verse 3 onward, from the first plural to second plural to second singular.  Nevertheless even with these troubling features the point of this passage remains clear.

P26 (4:8-11) YOU SHOULD NOT TURN AGAIN TO THE WEAK AND WORTHLESS ELEMENTARY PRINCIPLES.

In verses 8 and 9 Paul contrasts the Galatians' former and present-spiritual condition.  The more prominent side of this contrast appears to be the present, since it is on the basis of their present condition of being known by God that Paul introduces the rhetorical question, which by definition is prominent. Once this rhetorical question is placed into propositional form the theme statement of this paragraph appears.  Verse 10 gives a specific example of the things which they are doing but should not.  Verse 11 is a personal interjection of Paul which serves to emphasize the preceding statements (compare 2:20).

Unity and coherence in this paragraph are seen in the repetition of the idea of knowing God (eijdovte" Qeovn, gnovnte" Qeovn, gnwsqente" uJpoV Qeou') and the repetition of douleuvw and in the generic-specific relationships between verses 9 and 10. The comment of verse 11 upon the situation presented in verse 10 is another factor which shows coherence.

This paragraph is unusual in that it begins with ajllav. (but) the strongest disjunctive10 and draws a strong contrast between the Galatians' present state (verse 11) and their former condition (verse 8).  The ajlla together with the shift in semantic domain, from their present state to their contemplation of putting themselves under the Law, mark this paragraph as distinct from the preceding.

This paragraph gives a conclusion based upon the grounds of paragraph twenty-six and thus ends this subsection of text.

Section 3

Subsection 1

P27 (4:12) I URGE YOU; BECOME AS I AM, WITHOUT THE LAW, EVEN AS YOU FORMERLY WERE.

The imperative of this paragraph has been abstracted as the theme.  The speech orienter has been included because of its prominence over context.  The "without the Law even a you formerly were" is an interpretation of oJvti kagwV wJ" uJmei'" [because I also (became) as you].  This entreaty is enigmatic until one considers the context.  Once the context of returning to "the weak and worthless elements" is considered, it becomes apparent that "I became as you" most probably has reference to the fact that when Paul first preached to the Galatians he made no issue of the fact that he was a Jew and they were Gentiles, but put himself on an equal plane with them.  The "become as I" most probably has reference to Paul's freedom from the Law, a case which he has spent a chapter building.

The brevity of this paragraph allows for little lexical repetition.  It is significant, though, that the emphatic personal pronoun ejgwv (I) is twice repeated in this short span of text.  The cohesion of this paragraph is readily apparent.  The speech orienter deovmai uJmw'n (I urge you) plus the content givwesqe wJ" ejgwv (become as I) and the reason oJti kajgwv wJ" uJmei'" (because I also became as you).

This paragraph is sharply divided from paragraph twenty-six by the use of the imperative givwesqe, the vocative ajdelfoiv, and the speech orienter devomai.

This paragraph begins a new section of material which covers verses 12 through 20 and serves as the conclusion to these next three paragraphs.11 

Section 3

Subsection 2

P28 (4:12b-16) WE ARE GOOD FRIENDS.

This theme statement was chosen because upon examination of the passage, although the events described speak of the Galatians' reception of the gospel, the point which Paul seems to be making is his close personal relationship with the Galatians.  Oujdevn me hjdikhvsate (you did me no wrong) wj" ajvggelon Qeou' ejdevcasqev me (as an angel of God you welcomed me), and the statement that they would have given their eyes for Paul had they been able, all demonstrate this point.

Lexically this unit is held together by the use of ejgwv (I; 14 bis and 15) and the use of uJmei'" (you plural; seven times).  There is only one coherence span which runs through this paragraph.  It begins with 12b, which is joined by an adversative dev to 13a.  Between 13 and 14 a copulative kaiv occurs. Fourteen "a" and 14b are set in juxtaposition to the adversative ajllav.  Verse 15 is introduced by oj'un and a rhetorical question.  The following clause is introduced by gavr plus a speech orienter marturevw oJvti.  Verse 16 is then introduced by the result marker wJvste.

This paragraph can be seen to function as the grounds for paragraph twenty-seven; an appeal based on a personal relationship carries a great deal of emotional weight although very little in the way of actual evidential grounds.

P29 (4:17-19a) THEY ARE REALLY YOUR ENEMIES.

The theme of this paragraph has been abstracted from zhlou'sin uJma'" ouj kalw'" ajllav ejkklei'sai uJma" qevkousin (they are zealous for you not for good but they wish to exclude you).  The idea that "they" are "not doing well" and the idea of "exclusion" gave rise to the concept of "them" being in truth the Galatians' enemies.

Lexical unity in the section is seen in the use of Cn,k6w (I am zealous).  Coherence can be seen by the fact that there is only one non-subordinated proposition: 

17a.   They are zealous for you, but not for good. 

17b.  But they wish to exclude you.  CONTRAST to "a."

17c. In order that you may be zealous for them.  PURPOSE to "b."

18a. Now it is good to be zealous . . . .  COMMENT on zealous. 

18b. Not only when I am present with you.  CIRCUMSTANCE or TIME of 18a.

The determining factor in positing a new paragraph at this point was the change in the person of the verb from second plural to third plural, the start of a new propositional string, and the change I in semantic domain from Paul' experience with the Galatians to those who were troubling them

This paragraph seems to function best as contrast t twenty-eight and thus emphasizes Paul's relationship with the Galatians.

P30 (4:19-20) I AM CONCERNED ABOUT YOU.

Within the context of this paragraph this proposition which has been chosen as the theme is not the most prominent but rather the cause (oJvti) of Paul's wish to be present and change his voice.  However, since verse 19 conveys such an intense feeling of personal concern, ouJv" pavlin wjdivnw mevxri" ouJ' morfwqh' Xristov" ejn uJmi'n (with whom I am again in labor until Christ is formed in you) and the context is one which related personal concern, this was chosen as the theme of the paragraph.

The brevity of the paragraph affords little lexical repetition; uJmei'" is repeated twice.  This paragraph has been divided at the relative pronoun ouJv" and the subordinated statement has been raised to a non-subordinate level because of the change in the person of the verb, the vocative tevkna mou, and the change in semantic domain (being zealous to being in labor until Christ is formed This new non-subordinated statement in verse 19 is related to verse 20a by dev.  The kaiv joining 20a and 20b gives a coordinate relationship between these two clauses.  The oJvti  in 20c introduces the reason for this wish to be present with them.

There is but one explicit grammatical marker separating paragraph thirty and twenty-nine, the vocative.  The decision for this paragraph break was based on the change in verb person and the shift in semantic domain, and this vocative

This paragraph can be seen then to function as matched support with paragraph twenty-eight as grounds for paragraph twenty-seven.

Section 4

Subsection = Paragraph

P31 (4:21-23) THE LAW SAYS THAT ABRAHAM HAD TWO SONS, ONE FROM THE BONDWOMAN AND ONE FROM THE FREE.

The imperative levgetev moi (tell me) and the rhetorical question have not been included in the theme statement because it was felt that these function on the section level, and in so doing should not be included in a paragraph in a theme.  The theme statement is taken from verse 22 and is more prominent than verse 23 because of the contrast (ajllav) and because verse 22 is more generic than 23.

The term paidivskh" (bondwoman) is repeated in verses 22 and 23, as is ejleuqevra" (free woman).  Verse 22 functions as grammatical support for verse 21 introducing a reason gavr.  The rhetorical question of verse 22 gives the content of the imperative levgetev moi.  The grammatical markers which separate this paragraph from the previous one are the imperative levgete, the rhetorical question toVn novmon oujk ajkouvete, and a change in semantic domain from Paul’s personal concern to the Scripture's account of Abraham.

This paragraph functions with the following three paragraphs to form a logical syllogism.  Paragraph thirty gives the major premise.  This phenomenon will be discussed on the section level.

P32 (4:24-27) THESE TWO SONS ILLUSTRATE FREEDOM AND BONDAGE

This theme has been abstracted from verse 24, aJvtinav ejstin ajllhgorouvmena (which things are allegorical), which yields the idea of "illustrate," and the extended discussion of verses 25 through 27 which explains the bondage and freedom of the mothers.

Lexical unity within this paragraph is found in the repetition of Sina' (Sinai), ’Ierousalhvm (Jerusalem), doulevw (or a derivative form) and 'Agavr (Hagar) all of which occur twice.  Coherence throughout this paragraph is shown in the subordination of the propositions.  There is only one nonsubordinate proposition, "which things are allegorical." This proposition is followed by gavr (explanatory) which subordinates the rest of the paragraph.

This paragraph has been separated at the pronoun DTLVOL, which would then be retranslated as "these things."  Although there is no grammatical marker at this point, there is a change in focus from the fact of the two sons to the explanation of their significance as representing two covenants.  It was on this basis primarily that a new paragraph here was posited.  Another reason for positing this as a, paragraph amplifying the preceding one is that it was difficult to abstract a theme statement for 21 through 27 that was not too unwieldy.

P33 (4:28-30) WE AS ISAAC ARE CHILDREN OF PROMISE.

This theme statement is essentially the proposition of verse 28.  It is the theme for the entire paragraph because verse 29 is introduced by ajllav, placing it in contrast with verse 28.  Verse 30, introduced by ajllav plus the rhetorical question, has a prominent position in relation to verse 29; however, it should be regarded as subordinate to verse 28 because it gives further information about what being a child of promise involves.  Thus it seems to amplify verse 28.

The forefronted uJmei'", the vocative ajdelfoiv, and the transitional dev all signal a paragraph break at verse 28.  This is supported by the change in semantic domain, from the covenants to the fact that "you have" sonship like Isaac.

This paragraph functions as grounds for paragraph thirty-four and gives the minor premise to the syllogism being developed.

P34 (4:31) WE DO NOT BELONG TO THE LAW BUT ARE FREE.

The theme of this paragraph is merely a restatement of its one proposition, in more generic terms.  Diov, the strongest of the inferential particles, and the vocative ajdelfoiv signal a paragraph division at this point.  In addition, the fact that this proposition/paragraph forms a conclusion to the syllogism being built in this section also argues for its paragraph status.12 

This paragraph is a unity since it contains but one proposition.

P35 (5:1) STAND AND DO NOT BE SUBJECT TO THE YOKE OF BONDAGE.

The theme of this paragraph is the explicit conclusion stated in the th' ejleuqeriva hJma'" XristoV" hjleuevrwsen (to freedom, us, Christ set free).  Since it is a conclusion it is more prominent than its grounds.

Even in this short paragraph there is an important lexical item repeated, ejleuqriva/hjleuqevrwsen (freedom).  The coherence in this two-proposition paragraph is seen by the use of ouj'n (therefore) which 'joins these two propositions.

There were several factors which, combined, gave evidence that this verse should be posited as a paragraph rather than being joined to the preceding one as a further conclusion.  These factors include the forefronted dative th' ejleuqeriva, the forefronted hJma'", the inferential ouj'n, the imperatives sthvkete and ejnevxesqe, the change in mood from indicative to imperative, and the change in person from first plural to second plural.  In addition a more subjective factor entered into this decision, that was the apparent transitional nature of this verse.  It acts as a summary of what has preceded, and also serves as generic introduction for the imperative section which follows in chapters five and six.

On a low level, this verse serves to draw a further conclusion from the material of 4:21-31.  On a higher level this paragraph serves as a summary and conclusion of the entire argument from 3:7-4:31, and introduces the material which follows, by the two imperatives.

P36 (5:2-6) IF YOU ARE CIRCUMCISED CHRIST WILL PROFIT NOTHING.

The theme of this paragraph is taken from verse 2. Verses 2 through 4 present the same idea of the futility and even harmful effects of circumcision: "Christ will profit nothing." A man who is circumcised is debtor to the whole Law, he is separated from Christ, he is fallen from grace. Noted, these four ideas present very similar concepts.  The theme statement was selected because it seemed the most generic.

Lexical unity within this paragraph is seen by the repetition of peritevmnhsqe (circumcision), pivsti" (faith), dikaiovw (I justify), and Xristov" (Christ).  There is also a contrast between novmo" (Law) and pneu'ma/pivsti"(spirit/faith) The coherence of this paragraph is seen in the four-fold repetition of the idea stated in the theme.  Verses 5 and 6 are both introduced by gavr, giving reasons for these assertions.

There is a very sharp division between this paragraph and paragraph thirty-five.  The imperative ijvde (behold), the first person pronoun ejgov, Paul's use of his own name Pau'lo", and the speech orienter levgw all signal a break at this point.

This paragraph functions as a reason for the second part of the command of paragraph thirty-five, "don't be circumcised." Another option would be to see the imperative of 5:1 as hendiadys and this reason as related to both imperatives.  This will be more fully discussed on the section and subsections levels.

P37 (5:7-12) THOSE WHO ARE TEACHING CIRCUMCISION ARE DISREPUTABLE.

In this paragraph it is most difficult to establish a theme statement because of the highly emotional nature of the material.  There are very few grammatical clues as to the subordination of this material.  The subject changes at least two and possibly more times in these six verses.  Yet one gets a subjective impression as he reads and rereads these verses that they all revolve around the disreputable character of the false teachers, mikraV zuvmh oJvlon toV fuvrama zumoi' (a little leaven leavens the whole lump), bastavsei toV krivma (he will bear judgment),  eij peritomhVn ejvti khruvssw (if I still preach circumcision; here then is an inference that they were also liars charging that even Paul taught circumcision).  It is on account of these statements that the theme statement has been adopted.  It is not without problems since it does not adequately deal with all the material in this paragraph.

Another possible solution is to split this section of text into three paragraphs; verses 7 through 9, 10 through 11 and 12.  However, when this was done the same problems remained as mentioned above and the fact that all the theme statements were related to the false teachers influenced this author's thinking in the direction of seeing this unit as one paragraph.

Lexical unity is virtually nil throughout this section Coherence has been nearly impossible to establish because of the extremely short, choppy, uncompleted sentences.

If indeed the theme posited is close to correct, then this paragraph turns attention from the receiving of circumcision to its advocates in an almost ad hominem attack on their character.  Then this paragraph would serve as further reason for paragraph thirty-five, based upon the character of the advocate of circumcision.

P38 (5:13-15) SERVE ONE ANOTHER THROUGH LOVE.

The theme of this paragraph is taken from verse 13b which gives the positive part of the command of verse 13a, "don't use your freedom as an opportunity for the flesh." The positive rather than the negative, was selected as the theme because of the general principle that the positive proposition has more prominence than the negative.  In addition the material of verse 14, introduced by gavr, supports specifically the positive command diaV th'" ajgavph" douleuvete (serve one another through love).  In addition to these facts it was felt that the "don't use your freedom. . . " was a specific of the positive command of sthkevte (stand) in 5:1.  Thus it should be placed on a higher level parallel to the "don't be circumcised" of paragraphs thirty-six through thirty-seven.  Upon examination of the use of sthkevte in the New Testament it was found that it is used very often in the context of a moral situation and never in the exclusive sense of standing against heresy.13 

Lexical unity within this paragraph is found in the repetition of the terms ejleuqeriva (freedom, 13 bis), ajllhvlou" (one another; 13, 15 bis), and ajgavph (love; 13 and 14).  The coherence of this paragraph can be seen as noted above by the contrast (ajllav) of "don't use your freedom" to serve one another" and the subordination of verse 14 by gavr.  Thirteen "a" functions as a transitional statement giving a reason for verse 12 and also introducing the new topic, the right use of freedom.

This paragraph is marked as distinct from the preceding by the forefronted emphatic pronoun uJmei'", the use of the vocative ajdelfoiv, the change in person of the verb, and the change of semantic domain.

This paragraph functions, then by giving the means of sthkevte and mhV thVn ejleuqerivan eij" ajformhVn th' sarkiv (stand, and do not use your freedom as an opportunity for the flesh

P39 (5:16-18) WALK BY THE SPIRIT AND YOU WILL NOT DO THE DESIRES OF THE FLESH.

The theme of this paragraph is readily apparent as one examines verses 16 through 18.  This theme statement is explicit in verse 16, and verses 17 and 18 are subordinate by gavr which introduces proof of this statement.

Lexically there are three topics which are repeated throughout this paragraph: pneu'ma (spirit; 16, 17 bis and 18) , sqvrc (flesh, 17 bis) , and ejpiqumiva (desire, 16 and 17 bis).  The cohesion of this paragraph can be seen thus:

16a.  Walk by the Spirit and you won't fulfill the desires of the flesh.

17a.  For the flesh lusts against the spirit.  GROUNDS of 16a.  And the spirit lusts against the flesh.

17b. For these things are contrary to one another.  AMPLIFICATION of 17a.

17c. So that the things which you do not wish, you do.  RESULT of 17a.14 

18a. Now if you are led by the Spirit you are not under the Law.  AMPLIFICATION of 16a.

So the coherence of this paragraph is readily apparent.

This paragraph is marked off from paragraph thirty-eight by the use of the speaker orienter levgw (I say) and the use of the imperative peripatei'te (walk).

This paragraph can be seen to give another means to the imperative sthkevte of 5:1 and to the more generic abstracted theme.  "Don't become involved with the flesh."

P40 (5:19-12) THESE ARE THE WORKS OF THE FLESH.

This paragraph gives a test of specific works which the flesh does.  The theme then is abstracted from this test.

Little lexical unity exists in this paragraph due to e nature of the material.  The cohesion is shown by the list of the works of the flesh.  The final clause of this paragraph appears to function in a comment relationship with the specifics of the paragraph. This is evident by the use of the relative pronoun aJ.

This paragraph serves to amplify paragraph thirty-nine by giving the specific works of the flesh.

P41 (5:22-23) THIS IS THE FRUIT OF THE SPIRIT.

Again as in the preceding paragraph a list is presented.  This theme statement has been abstracted from the specifics of this list.

Again, there is little lexical unity and the cohesion ,is shown by the list.

The grammatical marker in this paragraph is dev, which in this case has an adversative form contrasting 'it to the works of the flesh.  In addition, the change in semantic domain, from the flesh to the spirit, is evidence for a new paragraph.

This paragraph serves as amplification of paragraph thirty-nine by giving the specific fruit of the spirit.

P42 (5:24-26) LET US FOLLOW THE SPIRIT AND NOT EXALT OURSELVES.

Verses 24 and 25 have been interpreted as near equivalents; verse 2.4 by giving the results of belonging to Christ, of walking by the Spirit, verse 25 then gives an exhortation to follow the Spirit.  Since an exhortation, the hortatory stoixw'men, is more prominent than an indicative, it is reflected in the theme statement.  The negative idea exalting ourselves" has been abstracted from mhV ginwvmeqa kenovdocoi, ajllhvlou" prokalouvmenoi, ajllhvloi" fqonou'nte" (let us not become boastful/conceited, provoking one another, challenging one another).  This idea has been included in the theme statement because of the repetition of a similar idea in 6:3 (eij gavr dokei' ti" eij'naiv ti mhdeVn wjvn, frenapata' eJautovn, "if anyone thinks that he is something when he is nothing he deceives himself").

Through this paragraph there is again no real lexical unity.  The coherence between verse 24 and 25 has been discussed above.  Verse 25 and 26 are related by way of contrast ,This paragraph serves as an introduction to the final imperative section of material in this division and-gives specific instructions concerning the spiritual life.

P43 (6:1) RESTORE THOSE WHO SIN.

The theme of this paragraph is taken from the imperative.  The ejan gives the hypothetical situation and the other propositions relate conditions surrounding the "restoring." The ajdelfoiv of verse 1 seems to separate this paragraph from paragraph forty.

This paragraph functions as a specific of paragraph forty-two.

P44 (6:2-3) BEAR ONE ANOTHER'S BURDENS.

In this paragraph the means is more prominent than the result because of the imperative bastavzete (bear).  Verse 3, introduced by gavr, presents a reason for this command, and implies conceit.  "Thinking one's self to the something more than he really is, tends to make one unwilling to share one another's burden."15 

The break between this paragraph and paragraph forty-one was made on the basis of a change in semantic domain.

There are no grammatical markers, but rather there is a case of asyndeton at this point.

This paragraph serves as another specific of paragraph forty-two.

P45 (6:4-5) LET EACH ONE EXAMINE HIS OWN WORK.

This paragraph has a similar construction to paragraph forty-four.  An imperative plus a result clause is used.  As in paragraph forty-four the imperative dokimazevtw (examine) is more prominent and so it is the theme.

This paragraph introduced by dev stands as yet another specific of paragraph forty-two.

P46 (6:6-10) SHARE WITH YOUR TEACHERS.

This theme statement has been abstracted from verse 6.  As presently understood, verse 7 is a proverbial type of statement which introduces a reason for verse 6.

This paragraph is marked by the forefronted imperative koinwnevetw (share) and the transitional dev.

This paragraph functions as yet another specific of paragraph forty-two.

Division IV

P47 (6:11-16) I GLORY IN THE CROSS OF CHRIST, NOT IN CIRCUMCISION AS OTHERS DO.

The theme of this paragraph has been abstracted from verses 12 through 15.  Here Paul has set up a contrast between himself and those who are preaching circumcision (an adversative dev, 14a).  The positive side of this contrast has been chosen as the central point of the theme because a positive is generally more prominent than a negative.  What Paul says about the Judaizers is most definitely negative, but it has been included in the theme statement due to the proportion of text which it occupies.  Verse 15 introduces grounds (gavr) for Paul to glory in the death of Christ and not in circumcision, oujvte gavr teritomhv tiv evstin oujvte ajkrobustiva ajllaV kainhV ktivsi" (for neither is circumcision anything nor is uncircumcision, but a new creation).  Verse 16 then gives a blessing to those who agree with the statement of verse 15.  At this point verse 16 has been classified as comment.  Verse 11, while grammatically unsubordinate, is logically subordinate since its function is to call attention to the material which follows.

This paragraph upon some reflection seems to closely parallel the occasion for writing in paragraph three.  Verses 8 and 9 of chapter one pronounced a curse upon those who would prevent the gospel.  Verse 16 of chapter six pronounces a blessing upon those who hold to the gospel.

Lexical unity within this paragraph is shown by the repetition of teritomhv (Circumcision; 12, 13 bis, and 15), staurov" (cross; 12 and 14) , kovsmo" (world, 14 bis) , kauxaovmai (boast, 13 and 14), and savrc (flesh, 12 and 13).  The coherence is seen in the subordination of the verbs and has' been noted above.

There is a very distinct division between this paragraph and the previous one, ijvdete plhivkoi" uvmi'n gravmmasin ejvgraxa th' emh' xeiriv (behold, with what large letters I write to you by my own hand).  There is also a change in person, first plural to third plural; a change in mood, subjunctive to indicative; and a change in semantic domain.

This paragraph functions on a very high level as a summary of the whole book.  As noted this section seems to parallel paragraph three when one considers the curse mentioned there and the blessing mentioned here.

P48 (6:17) LET NO ONE CAUSE TROUBLE FOR ME.

In this paragraph there are two propositions, the theme statement and its grounds; evgwV gaVr taV stivgmata tou' ’Ihsou' ejn tw' swvmativmou bastavzw (for I bear in my body the marks of Jesus .

There are no repeated lexical items in this paragraph.  The cohesion is shown by the subordination of the grounds by gavr to the conclusion.

This paragraph has been separated from the preceding because of the use of tou' loipou' (finally), the change in the mood, an implicit optative to an explicit indicative, the change in person (third plural to first singular), and a change in semantic domain.

This paragraph seems to function in a grounds-conclusion relationship with paragraph forty-four in much the same manner as paragraph three functions with paragraph two.  The fact that Paul bears on his body the marks of Jesus, adds weight to his final statement concerning circumcision and the gospel in paragraph forty-seven.

P49 (6:18) THE GRACE OF OUR LORD JESUS CHRIST-BE WITH YOUR SPIRIT

This final paragraph gives the benediction to the book and a variation of the standard epistolary form, but form that is common to the apostle.16 

�Chapter III �Subsections of the Book

Introduction

The preceding chapter has set forth the semantic paragraphs of Galatians, and interrelated them on the paragraph level.  The next step in the analysis is to combine these paragraphs into groups of paragraphs which function as a single unit on a higher level semantically.  These grouped paragraphs are referred to as subsections.

As analyzed by this author, the book of Galatians has relatively few subsections.  This is probably due to the highly emotional nature of the material which did-not allow for as intricate a structure as, for example, the book of Romans.  It is because of the scarcity of subsections that no subsection display has been included.  What follows in this chapter is the grouping of the paragraphs into subsections and the interrelation of those subsections.  Several paragraphs function on the subsection level.  Since they have been previously discussed it was felt that it was superfluous to repeat the information delineated in the previous chapter.

Subsection Analysis

Division II

Section 1

Subsection 1 (P4) I MAKE KNOWN TO YOU THAT MY GOSPEL IS NOT FROM MAN BUT FROM JESUS CHRIST.

This subsection which consists of one paragraph, has been discussed on the paragraph level.

Subsection 2 (PP5-11) HERE IS PROOF FROM MY LIFE.

This subsection consists of six paragraphs which function as matched support relation.  As noted in the paragraph discussion, the relation between these six paragraphs is sequential.  This author understands that Paul is, in recounting his experiences from his conversion until his acceptance by the apostles, demonstrating that he had no opportunity to receive his gospel from the apostles.  By adding his confrontation of Peter with this, he proves that he is at least equal with the preeminent spokesman of the early church, Peter.

Any one of the six paragraphs comprising the subsection does not prove the assertion of paragraph four.  However, the interrelationship of these paragraphs in sequential relationship does powerfully argue for the validity of that assertion. Hence, the abstracted theme for this subsection has been stated in terms of Paul's life.

The cohesion of this subsection is clearly indicated by the sequential relationship of the paragraphs.

Division III

Section 3

Subsection 1 (P27) I URGE YOU, BECOME AS I AM, WITHOUT THE LAW, EVEN AS YOU FORMERLY WERE.

This subsection consists of paragraph twenty-seven and has been discussed on the paragraph level.

Subsection 2 (PP28-30) BECAUSE WE ARE SUCH GOOD FRIENDS--reason for subsection one.

Paragraphs twenty-eight through thirty form a perplexing sequence within the epistle.  As can be seen, on the paragraph display, two of these three paragraphs (twenty-eight and thirty) deal with friendship.  The third paragraph deals with the true nature of the Judaizers as enemies of the Galatians which is in stark contrast to the intimate nature of Paul's friendship with them.

Due to the proportion of text devoted to Paul's relationship and the fact that the Judaizers' relationship is a support by contrast to Paul's concern for the Galatians, the abstracted theme for this subsection reflects that relationship.

Cohesion within this subsection is seen in the personal nature of the material within these paragraphs as compared with the didactic material of the surrounding paragraphs.

Section 5

Subsection 1 (P35) STAND AND DO NOT BE SUBJECT AGAIN TO THE YOKE OF BONDAGE.

This subsection has been discussed on the paragraph level.

Subsection 2 (PP36-37) DO NOT BE CIRCUMCISED--specific of "do not be subject" of subsection one.

The theme of this subsection has been abstracted from the two paragraphs involved.  Paragraph thirty-six deals directly with this theme.  Paragraph thirty-seven deals wit it indirectly by attacking those who preach circumcision.  This theme can be seen as a specific of the "do not be subject to the yoke of bondage" of subsection one.

Subsection 3 (PP38-46) DON'T BECOME INVOLVED IN THE FLESH--specific of subsection one "stand."

This subsection's theme has been abstracted from paragraph thirty-eight through forty-six, especially the first proposition of paragraph thirty-eight.  This imperative has been related back to the sthvkete of subsection one This has been done on the basis of a study of the use of sthvkete in the New Testament.  This imperative is used six times in the New Testament (1 Cor. 16:13, Gal.. 5:1, Phil. 1:27, 4:1, 1 Thess. 3:8, 2 Thess. 2:15).  It is in a majority of its occurrences, found in a moral context and never occurs in reference exclusively to standing against heresy.1  Therefore, this entire section has been viewed in a chiastic arrangement.

A.  Stand.

B. Do not be subject to the yoke of bondage.

B1.  Do not be circumcised.

A1. Do not get involved with the flesh

The internal structure of this subsection has been seen to be the most involved in the book, because paragraph forty-two through forty-six seem to function on a level between the paragraph and the subsection.2  This "super-paragraph" then would function in a generic-specific relationship with the theme of subsection three.

�Chapter IV �Sections of the Book 

Introduction

After grouping together the paragraphs which naturally fall into subsections, the subsections are grouped into sections.  The following sections have been posited.

Section Analysis

Division II

Section 1 (1:11-2:14) MY GOSPEL IS NOT FROM MAN BUT FROM JESUS CHRIST.

The basis upon which this section has been posited is the sequential relationship which Paul builds throughout this section.  The formula of a temporal conjunction plus a form of the verb erxovmai or baivnw is a prominent feature.  Also prominent are place names (’Ierosovluma, Suriva", Kilivkia", and ’Antiovxeian), people (Khfa'", ’Iakwvbo", ’Iwavnnh", Barnaba'" and Tivto") and temporal phrases.

This section serves to establish the credibility of Paul's claim to apostleship on the basis that his gospel was revealed to him.  Without this fact firmly established, the Galatians would not have listened to Paul's message.

This section can be seen to serve as grounds of section three.

Table II

Section Display

Division I

Division II

Section 1 My Gospel is not from man but from Jesus Christ.  Grounds of section 3.

Section 2 It is wrong to trust the Law since al men, even Jews, are justified in Christ.  Grounds of section 3.

Section 3  You are deceived and bewitched to trust Law rather than believe.

Division III

Section 1 Those who believe are the sons o Abraham.  Grounds of section 5.

Section 2 You should not turn again to the weak and worthless elementary principles.  Grounds of section 5.

Section 3 I urge you, become as I am (without the Law) even as you formerly were (because of our close friendship).  Grounds of section 5.

Section 4 We do not belong to the Law but are free.  Grounds of section 5.

Section 5 Stand and do not be subject again to the yoke of bondage.

Division IV

Section 2 (2:15-21) IT IS WRONG TO TRUST THE LAW SINCE ALL MEN, EVEN JEWS, ARE JUSTIFIED BY FAITH IN CHRIST.

The theme of this section has been abstracted from the two developmental propositions which are the themes of paragraphs twelve and thirteen.  This theme is affected by the interpretive decision made in paragraph thirteen (see paragraph analysis).  The specific situation spoken of there has been given a general application in the terms of this section.  Lexically this section is unified by the repetitions of ejvrgwn, novmou, dikaiovw, pivsti", aJmartwlov"/parabavthn and the personal pronoun ejvmo".

This section functions as further rounds to section three

Section 3 (3:1-6) YOU ARE FOOLISH AND BEWITCHED TO TRUST LAW RATHER THAN BELIEVE.

This section consists of one paragraph and has been discussed on the paragraph level.

Division III

Section 1 (3:7-29) THOSE WHO BELIEVE ARE ABRAHAM'S SONS.

The theme of this section is determined by the presence of a lexical (and possibly a full propositional) sandwich or inclusion between 3:7 and 3:29 (the idea of being a son of Abraham).

There are two prominent lexical items throughout this section:  pivsti" and novmo".

This section functions as grounds for section five.

Section 2 (4:1-10) YOU SHOULD NOT TURN AGAIN TO THE WEAK AND WORTHLESS ELEMENTARY PRINCIPLES.

The theme of this section is derived from paragraph twenty-six and has been discussed on the paragraph level.

Paragraphs twenty-five and twenty-six have been posited as a section because the ajllav which begins paragraph twenty-six joins it closely to paragraph twenty-five.  Upon examination of these two paragraphs it can be seen that they function in a grounds-conclusion type of relationship.1 

This section was deemed to end at paragraph twenty-six because, while the thought could be seen to flow into paragraph twenty-seven as evidenced by the personal concern expressed in the last proposition of paragraph twenty-six, fobou'mai uJma'" mhv pw" eijkh' kekopivaka eiv" uJma'" (I fear lest I have labored in vain among you), the whole tenor of the argument changed at that point from one based upon the spiritual position of the Galatians to an argument based upon a personal relationship.

Section 3 (4:11-20) BECOME AS I AM (WITHOUT THE LAW) EVEN AS YOU WERE BEFORE (BECAUSE OF OUR CLOSE RELATIONSHIP).

As noted on the paragraph level, the place of this section in the argument was difficult to discover.  The inclusion of personal and hortatory material in the midst of a didactic section appears out of place at best.  However, Betz points out that the epistle mirrors the style of classical rhetoric.  He states:

. . . The interpretation of the section iv. 12-20 presents considerable difficulties.  In a disconnected way Paul seems to jump from one point to the next, leaving in obscurity which points he is jumping to and from.

However, the section becomes understandable when interpreted in light of epistolography: iv. 12-20 contains a string of topoi belonging to the theme of friendship, a theme that was famous in ancient literature.  More importantly, it was customary to use material from the topos peri filiva" in the probatio section of speeches as well as in letters . . . . The argumentative value of such topoi results from the fact that their truth was to be taken for granted.  Compared with the preceding arguments, however, the friendship topos can claim only a lower degree of persuasiveness.  Yet given the rather 'heavy' character of argumentation in iii. 1-iv. 11, this insertion of an 'easier' and more emotional section is entirely in order, when one judges 1 the matter according the tastes of ancient rhetoric.2 

So Paul inserts this highly personal and emotional appeal to grab, as it were, his readers' attention again after a heavy logical argument.  He is getting their attention and making them identify closely with him before he moves into his final argument.  By doing this he is more likely to persuade his readers.

Once the place the personal appeal occupied in classical rhetoric was discovered, it was felt that this section of text should be elevated to the section level.  It was for this reason also that the clause concerning Paul’s close relationship with the Galatians was added to the theme.

Lexically this section is unified by the oft repeated uJmei'" (fourteen times in verses 12-20).  The cohesion has been noted on the paragraph level.

This section would then serve as further grounds for section five.

Section 4 (4:21-31) WE DO NOT BELONG TO THE LAW BUT ARE FREE

This section has been posited on the basis of the logical syllogism found in its four paragraphs.

Major Premise: The Law says Abraham had two sons.  These two sons illustrate freedom and bondage. (Comment on sons.) 

Minor Premise:  We as Isaac are children of promise.

Conclusion:  Therefore, we do not belong to the Law but are free.

There are also several lexical items which show unity throughout this section.  These include paidivskh" (bondwoman verses 22, 23, 30, and 31), ejleuqevra" (free woman; verses 22, 23, 26, 30, and 31), and uJiov" (son; verses 28 and 30).  The coherence is shown in the logical syllogism noted above.

This section gives further grounds for section five.

Section 5 (5:1-6:10) STAND AND DO NOT BE SUBJECT TO THE YOKE OF BONDAGE.

The structure of this section is the most involved of any in the book as can be seen in the Paragraph Display.

As noted in the paragraph summary, this is the one place in the book where a chiasmus was found.  This chiasmus took shape as follows:

A. Stand (5:1a).

B. Do not be subject to the yoke of bondage (5:1b).

B1. Do not be circumcised (5:2-12).

A1. Do not get involved with the flesh (5:13--6:10).

The reason for understanding this section in this manner rather than as a hendiadys in 5:1 is due to the usage of sthvkete in the New Testament.  It was found that this section held together best when viewed as a chiasmus.  Other alternatives proved to leave loose ends dangling.

This structure has been discussed on the subsection and paragraph levels, so the details will not be repeated here.

�Chapter V �Divisions of the Book

Division Analysis

Division I (1:6-10) I MARVEL THAT YOU ARE DESERTING THE GOSPEL

This division marks the occasion for the epistle.  In the material presented there is the clear implication that they should not be deserting.  So this division can be seen as grounds for division three.

It was debated as to whether this span of text should actually be raised to division status or whether it should be assigned section status.  While it is possible to see these paragraphs as a section, this span of text attacks the problem of the Judaizers head on and the rest of the paragraphs (four through sixteen) are a defense of Paul's apostleship and a brief exposition of his gospel.  Because verses 6 through 10 parallel very closely 6:11-17, it was felt that this text should be raised to division status.

Concerning the parallels between 1:6-10 and 6:11-17, one presents the problem, the other presents the answer.  One presents the curse, the other a blessing.  In one, Paul makes an assertion of his ambition to lease God in the other he offers proof that he does this, taV stivgmata tou' ’Ihsou'(the marks of Jesus).

Table III

Division Display

Division I (1:6-10) I marvel that you are deserting the Gospel.  Grounds of division 3.

Division II (1:11-3:6)  You are foolish and bewitched to trust the Law rather than to believe.  Grounds of division 3.

Division III (3:7-6:10)  Stand and do not be subject to the yoke of bondage.

Division IV (6:11-17) I glory in the cross of Christ, not in circumcision as others do.  Equivalence of division 

3.

Division II (1:11-3:6) YOU ARE FOOLISH AND BEWITCHED TO TRUST THE LAW RATHER THAN TO BELIEVE.

This division of the book has three sections.  The first (1:11-2:14) serves to prove that Paul is a genuine apostle.  This section is crucial to the argument of the book since it is evident that his apostleship was questions by the Judaizers.  This seems to be hinted at, even in 1:10.  Paul could not correct the heresy if the Galatians did not think him to be a credible exponent of the faith.  This section serves as rounds for section three.

Division III (3:7-6:10) STAND AND DO NOT BE SUBJECT TO THE YOKE OF BONDAGE.

This division presents the heart of the book.  Every section in this division provides a grounds for the imperative of 5:1.1  In addition, section five of which 5:1 is the theme statement, turns the attention from doctrine to application.  This hinge type function of 5:1 gives cohesion to this division.

Division IV (6:11-17) I GLORY IN THE CROSS OF CHRIST NOT IN CIRCUMCISION AS DO OTHERS--equivalent of division three.

This division has been posited because of the drastic change in semantic domain.  After a chapter of imperative and hortatory material, he again brings up the Judaizers.  The personal handwriting is a very significant marker.  The parallel structure with division one also was evidence weighed.

This division serves as a sort of summary of the argument of the whole book.  It is not circumcision but faith (a new creation) which is important.

While a summary section of text is usually very prominent, it seems in this case that division three is more prominent due to the fact that an imperative is more prominent than an indicative and due also to the fact that the rest of the material in the book relates naturally to division three.  It is more forced to relate it to division four.

The equivalence relationship has been posited at this point only because that was the closest that any of the relationships seemed to get to a summary .

�Chapter VI �The Theme of the Book

After an examination of the higher level semantic unity of Galatians, it became readily apparent that the structure of the book hinged around one verse, 5:1.  In this verse the theme of the book is found stated explicitly, albeit in terms which Paul has been using in his allegory of Hagar and Sarah.  Even these terms, however, he has equated with Law and faith by obvious references in argument up to this point.  Therefore, 5:1 has been chosen as the theme statement of the book.

However, it was felt that it would be wise to restate this theme in terms more generic and universal.  Hence, this author proposes the following for the theme statement for the epistle to the Galatians: Stand in the freedom of the gospel of Christ and do not again become enslaved to the Law and the flesh.

In the theme statement the phrase "the gospel of Christ" has been included to clarify the Christian's freedom and has been drawn from the whole tenor of the book.  The phrase "the Law and the flesh" has been substituted for "the yoke of bondage" since the yoke Paul is speaking of here is the yoke of Law, and the results of that Law are the works of the flesh delineated in the following chapter.

Conclusion

As this study of Galatians is completed, this author is left with mixed emotions.  This study has been a rewarding one and it has been exciting to see the intricate structure of the book unfold.  However, it is now apparent that a discourse analysis of a book, even on the larger semantic units, is too broad a topic to be adequately covered in the limited scope of a thesis.

Further studies which need to be undertaken include detailed interaction of the results of this study with commentaries, a full propositional analysis of each paragraph t validate these tentative results, and a revision of this author's conclusions based u on these further studies.

�Appendix

Chart I  �Outline of the Hierarchy of Semantic Structure

�

�Chart II  �Schematic Diagram of Relations Between Propositions

�

�Addition Relations (Developmental)

SEQUENCE--one proposition follows another in the referential world.

SIMULTANEOUS--Partial or complete overlap in time.

ALTERNATIVE--either contrastive choices or a series of choices within the same domain.

CONVERSATIONAL EXCHANGES--two halves of a conversation.

MATCHED SUPPORT--two propositions have the same relationship to another proposition they  support.

Associative Relations Support

MANNER--tells how an event took place.

COMPARISON--similes, metaphors, examples.

CONTRAST--negation of the same predicate, or synonyms; or by antonyms; or by difference of  degree.

EQUIVALENCE--synonyms or negated antonyms.

GENERIC-SPECIFIC--the generic includes the specifics.

AMPLIFICATION-CONTRACTION/SUMMARY--more information, summary statement, tag question, or rhetorical question and its answer.

REASON-RESULT--tells why this result.

MEANS-RESULT--tells how did this result come about.

MEANS-PURPOSE--tells what action was undertaken to achieve the desired result.

CONDITION-CONSEQUENCE--"if-then" relationship.

CONCESSION-CONTRAEXPECTATION--tells why the actual result is unexpected.

GROUNDS-CONCLUSION--tells what facts this conclusion is based upon.

TIME--tells when as event took place.

LOCATION--tells where an event took place.

CIRCUMSTANCE--tells "what else" happened, gives background information.

IDENTIFICATION--singles out a Thing (surface form is usually a restrictive relative clause).

COMMENT--gives information about a Thing (surface form is usually a non-restrictive relative  clause).

CONTENT--answers "what?" (For example, "I heard--that you were here.")

�Chart III�Procedure for Discourse Analysis

1. Look for probable boundaries between units of paragraph and above.

a. Note the grammatical and lexical characteristics of the words, phrase, or clauses which are paragraph initial in the paragraph as marked in:

the U.B.S. Greek text 

Selected versions 

Selected commentaries.

b. Note and list grammatical features which occur frequently at the beginning of a posited paragraph.  This includes items such as vocatives, imperatives, interjections, rhetorical questions, genitive absolutes, and so on.  State why some are probably not indicating a paragraph and others are.

2.  Look for unity-coherence spans (shared grammatical and lexical information).

Lexical

a. The concordance can help here and perhaps the computer Bible.  Look for key content words which are repeated (even if not in the exact grammatical form), more specifically, that are repeated in a given span of text.  List.

b. The above should also be done for phrases and clauses List.

c. Look for words that are related semantically.  List.

d. Look for parallelisms.

1) contrastive

2)  serial

3) reciprocal.

e.  Look for the "sandwich."

Grammatical

a.  Continuation in many, several, or most main clauses of:

mood�object��tense�Person��subject�instrument and so on��b. A "sandwich" parallelism.

c. The ends of a chiasmus.

d. Serial (non-sandwich) parallelism.

3.  Look for the differences between unity-coherence spans

a. Change in:

mood�subject��tense�time��person�location.��List.

b. Other grammatical features similar to those under 1.

c. New finite verb if other factors are also present.

d. Conjunctions which are primarily used initially in unit.

e.   The start of close of a grammatical "sandwich."

Others are lexical

a. Tail-head words '

b. Change in semantic domain.

c. Start of close of a lexical "sandwich."

d. Higher level parallelisms (which because of length and other factors indicate sections).

e. A return to a non-subordinated, higher level proposition.

4. Combine the evidence of 1, 2, and 3 to posit more positive paragraph and section divisions.  List.

5. Look for devices which show the prominence within each paragraph and perhaps larger units at the same time.

a.  Finite verbs (non-subordinated)�g. Periphrastic repetitions��b. Forefronting �h. Lists��c. Repetitions �i. Litotes��d. Hendiadys � j. Hyperbole��e.Proportion (length)�k. Hypobole��f. Free pronouns � l. Chiastic focus.��Analyze propositionally, where necessary, in order to verify which are hi her ranked.

6. Distinguish between emphasis and focus where possible.  Choose what is the main topic and what is the main comment in each paragraph. State evidence for our choice

7. State a tentative theme in the form of as simple a sentence as possible for each paragraph.  Combine main topic and main comment.  Give evidence showing this to be the focal part of the paragraph. (If in doubt, state only the topic of the paragraph.)

8. Posit relations between paragraphs.  Discuss possible alternatives and the reasons for our choice.

9. Display the themes of each paragraph according to their dependency relationship with the dominant themes to the left and supporting themes arranged appropriately.

10. Group paragraphs into sections (if this has not already been done) and posit section themes.  Revise where necessary to maintain logical sequence without forcing the data.

11. Display and indent subsection and section themes.

12. For difficult paragraphs and subsections, a full pro positional display will be necessary.  In fact, to accomplish 5, 6, and 7, partial or complete propositional displays may be needed.

13. Distinguish, if not already done, between the larger components of the discourse, that is introduction, body, and conclusion.

14. Choose a theme for the whole book.  Discuss and justify.

15. Write in draft form the discourse structure of the book.

16. Revise paragraph, subsection, section, and division displays. Also propositional displays where needed.

Support every decision from evidence found in the text

�Chart IV �Some Factors Entering the Analysis of Pauline Epistles



�Unity and coherence spans within semantic units�Boundary indicators separating semantic units�Devices to show prominence (emphasis, focus and theme)��













Grammatical evidence�Same:  mood, tense, subject, instrument, object.

A sandwich parallelism

Subordinators

Chiasmus (asyntactic device)

Conjunctions used medially in unit

Prepositions

Backward reference of relative clauses

Genitive constructions

Serial parallelism�Change in; mood, tense, subject, time, location

Rhetorical question

Vocatives

Start or close of grammatical sandwich

Conjunctions used initially in unit

Forward reference of relative clause

Nonsubordinated finite verbs

Relative clause in subject change�Finite verbs

Forefronting

Repetitions

Case Endings

Hendiadys

Nonsubordination

Proportion (length)

Chiasmus��













Lexical Evidence�Repetition of key roots, words or phrases

Words in same semantic domain

Serial parallelism

Contrastive parallelism

Reciprocal parallelism

Parallelism of lists

Sandwich of lexical items/parallelism

Synonyms

Antonyms

Generic-specific terms�Tail-head pair of key words (hook-eye)

Change of semantic domain

Serial parallelism (sections)

Contrastive parallelism (sections)

Reciprocal parallelism (sections)

Parallelism of lists (sections)

Starting or closing a lexical sandwich�Free pronouns

Repetitions

Lists

Contrasts in degree

Hyperbole

Hypobole

Litotes

Sandwich focus���

Chart V:  �Comparison of Paragraph Divisions  
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