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Diagram illustrating the first part of the book
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Diagram Illustrating the Second Part of the Book
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Appendix B

How John Values Mary and Martha Equally

Have you ever noticed that the wording in John chs. 11 and 12, where we read about the dying and raising of Lazarus, is sometimes a little “odd” – for example, in v. 5, John refers to Martha by name, but Mary is “her (Martha’s) sister”, and in v.28, it’s exactly the other way around -  Mary, not Martha, is mentioned by name. In v. 39, Martha is referred to as “the sister of him that was dead” – surely redundant information at this stage of the narrative - unless John has a special purpose in speaking in this way. No doubt John is avoiding too much repetition of names, but I also think that John has a reason for writing the way he does, and that, even in such “details” as the number of times and the order in which names are mentioned, John has a “theological” purpose. In this short article I wish to begin to explore this topic by looking at the occurences of Mary and Martha’s names. We will also find further evidence to support the identification of Mary Magdalene with Mary of Bethany.

In these chapters, there is a careful and equal balancing of the mentioning of both Mary and Martha’s names as I shall demonstrate. (Interestingly, in his Gospel, John studiously avoids calling Mary the mother of Jesus by name: she is always “woman” or “His mother” etc.)

 Mary and Martha are each mentioned nine times in the Lazarus account. (John really likes odd, rather than even, numbers!) 

If Martha is denoted by “M” and Mary by “m” then the sequence of occurrences of their names is as follows:

m M m M M m M m M M m M m m M m M m

- a total of 18 letters in all.

Embedded in this sequence of 18 letters are two “sub-patterns” – each of five letters:
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 1st Pattern:      

 2nd Pattern:      

 (The second pattern is just the “inverse” of the first pattern – we just swap the “M”s and the “m”s.)

If we take the first sub-pattern, we can see that it occurs twice in the main pattern:
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 and likewise, the second sub-pattern occurs twice, but this time, starting from the middle, and then “wrapping round to the start again” to complete the pattern:
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 Putting the whole pattern together, we get: 
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 We note that there is a single overlap (of an “M”) in the middle, and another single overlap (of an “m”) when the sequence is joined “nose-to-tail”.

 So, we only get the sub-patterns to “fit” when we join the beginning to the end, as in a circle, and neither “M” nor “m” “comes first” since a circle has neither beginning nor end. This is illustrated on the next page:

 From this pattern we can see that John is determined that neither Mary nor Martha shall have preference. We can see that John is determined to uphold fully Mary’s reputation, and to treat her exactly equally to Martha.

 There is a lesson here for us too. We must not show partiality in our treatment of our fellow Christians. We must value all equally, and everyone more highly than ourselves (Phil. 2:3)

John’s determination to value Mary and Martha equally goes even further than this! Lazarus name is mentioned eleven times. (Knowing a little of John’s methods, we are not surprised to learn that the middle occurrence is the “Lazarus” of “Lazarus, come forth!”) The pattern of occurrences is quite complicated, and is incorporated in the diagram in the next page. From the diagram we can see that Lazarus’ name occurs between those of the two sisters 4 times and next to each sister on her own exactly twice each. Furthermore, Mary’s wonderful action in anointing Jesus’ feet is balanced by Martha’s magnificent confession of faith in v. 27. What care! What honour!
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Finally, we note the curious fact that Martha, the “arch organiser” doesn’t seem to be organising the mourning for Lazarus. She is free to go to Jesus, and “impetuous, impulsive” Mary stays “in the house” (John 11:20) until Jesus specifically calls for her. 

This all makes perfect sense if Martha lives with her husband Simon the Pharisee in “the big house” and Mary and Lazarus live in “the small house”. The mourning takes place, appropriately, in Mary and Lazarus’ house, and Mary is in charge. Finally there is a touch of humour amidst the seriousness of John’s 
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account! Martha calls Mary “secretly” and tells her that “the Master is come and calleth for thee” (v.28). Martha can be discrete and subtle, but she (and Jesus!) must surely have known that her attempts at propriety would be doomed on this occasion! In her haste to be with Jesus, Mary rushes out of the house in full view of everybody – followed by all the other mourners - thus setting the scene for the public raising of Lazarus with its momentous consequences.
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[image: image16.wmf]Proposed Chiastic Structure of Gal. 3:14
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Galatians 3:14-29 is structured in an interesting way. There may be a number of overlapping structures in this part of Galatians, but one of the main structures is clearly chiastic. The chiastic structure “proper”, I believe, goes from Gal. 3:16-29, but it is preceded by a “header” in verses 14 and 15 which sets out the basic structure and themes for what follows. In this respect, I suggest this passage throws light on 2 Cor. 5:18-6:4a—since, for this too we have proposed a structure consisting of “header” followed by the chiasm “proper”. 

Verse 14 actually also functions as a “chain-link” to the previous section (hence the mention of “Spirit”- looking back, and “promise” - looking forward), but, for our purpose here, it introduces the themes of Abraham, promise and Christ. These themes will form the outer “limbs” of the chiasm.

Verse 15 introduces the theme of a covenant which can neither be set aside or added to. This theme is explored “within” the outer limbs of the chiasm. 

Verses 14 and 15, constituting the “header” can be represented thus: 
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With this plan, Paul structures the following verses as shown in the diagram overleaf. The very centre of the chiasm is not exactly clear to me. I think that it consists of the two statements, “Now a mediator is not of one, but God is one” followed by “Is the Law then against the promises of God? May it not be!”. This again is similar to the centre of 2 Cor. 5:18-6:4a,  i.e. 2 Cor. 5:21, which consists of two statements in parallel. If this is correct, then these two statements, at the very centre of the chiasm here link the two topics—promise and Law - that have been introduced in the header (and which form the outer and 
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inner limbs of the chiasm)—another similarity to our passage in Corinthians!

Within the larger “argument” about the relationship of the Law to God’s promises to Abraham, (namely that the Law’s function, although important, is nevertheless temporary - serving until the coming of Christ), there is a second argument about the ultimate unsuitability of the Law—namely that it does not “correspond” to the unity of God. This argument is saved for the very centre of the chiasm, but once that centre is reached, we can see that it picks up something very important stated at the beginning—the singularity of “the Seed” - not seeds, and also refers us forwards to the very end of the chiasm where Paul is able to point out that “we are all one in Christ Jesus”. (This role of the Law in causing division is a common theme in Paul, and Paul is looking at just one aspect here in this part of Galatians.) Paul is very bold here at the centre of the chiasm—he quotes from the Law—indeed from the Shema itself! (“Hear O Israel,  the Lord our God, the Lord is One!” (Deut. 6:4). Paul uses the Law to undercut the claims that his opponents are making about the Law!

I will present my analysis of the shortly, but here is a schematic outline:
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In some ways then, this is remarkably similar to 2 Cor. 5:18-5:4a. In particular, we have at the centre of each two very profound statements. The first statement in each can be divided into two balanced halves in which the key word or words appear in each half. The key words here are “One” and “is”; in the Corinthians passage the key word is “sin”. 

However, the similarities do not stop there! If we perform a word count for the entire passage, (following the Textus Receptus) we find that there are 266 words altogether. (264 word using other versions) The very centre of the word count therefore comes between words 133 and 134. This lies between the two words  “One” and “is” (or perhaps this should be “He is” since this would correspond to the Shema usage”) in the second clause of the first half of the central verse. Thus, although in a slightly different way from the Corinthians passage, the second clause of the first half of the central verse is singled out as being of particular importance. (This “different way” of singling out this clause here however, discourages the idea of (mentally) moving this clause from its central position  - unlike “our” passage in 2 Corinthians).

Interestingly, the word “is” is the central word of the central verse. So, the word “is”, or “He (the Lord) is”  is somehow central—it is “trapped” between the logical and word count structures for the passage as a whole, and is the centre of the central verse by word count. A final point here is that, in considering the interaction between word count and logical structure, the “header” is, in a sense, considered to be an “honorary” part of the first half of the chiasm, and the second half of the chiasm is expanded (or the first half compressed!) to accommodate this extra passage in the first half. No doubt there is much more “going on” in this passage in Galatians than indicated here, but it was this similarity that encouraged me in the one “exegetical decision” that I had to make in the entire analysis of 2 Cor. 5:18-6:4a - namely the decision to work with what I called Arrangement A rather than Arrangement B in the conceptual analysis. In other words, I treated the header verse, (2 Cor. 5:18), as an “honorary” part of the first half of the chiastic structure of the passage, rather than as seeing v.18 as heading just the first half of the chiasm and v.21 as heading the second half which would have combined linear and chiastic elements; I “went with” chiasms wherever possible!

Here then, with notes is the chiastic analysis of Gal. 3:14-29.

Notes (The numbers refer to the diagram on the next pages):
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           An important point! “Promises” (v.16) is plural! One for Abraham and one for his seed. This covenant (v.17) is ratified “of God” not “of man”. (Standard “Rabbinical” procedure to argue from the lesser to the greater, from man to God).
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(Continued on next page . . )
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The “disannulling” section below relates to the promise to Abraham, but the “adding” section below relates to the promise to the Seed!)

[image: image24.wmf]2

 


          This is the “disannulling” section. We note that it refers to the promise to Abraham. The law can’t disannul the covenant, and therefore can’t “take over” the delivery of the inheritance from Abraham.
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          (A) is a statement about time: law comes after the covenant of promise
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          The word “inheritance” is used in v.18 which is appropriate for Abraham, just as the closely related word “heir” is used in v. 29 for the seed (i.e. the Galatians in Christ!). It’s just a question of whether we are looking forwards or backwards!
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          This is the “adding” section. We note that it refers to the promise to the Seed.  This section explains why the law was added, and explains that the 
[image: image28.wmf]110

 

CONCLUSION AND APPENDICES

 


adding was temporary. Although the expression “for transgressions” is rather vague, further light is given in the corresponding blue section (above).
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      We are now arriving at the middle section of the chiasm.

Interesting aside! How many hands were there? “To ordain” in Hebrew, is literally, “to fill the hand” - so are angels’ hands to be included too in the giving of the Law?!
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      The law was “handed over” through a mediator which is a plural concept and therefore will not truly reflect the Unity of the One God. The existence of angels and a mediator (Moses)  also reflected the moral distance between God and Israel through the law. 
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       The “Oneness” of God here at the centre of the chiasm also relates to themes at both ends of the chiasm, namely the singularity of the seed, and “being one in Christ”.
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        The previous sections have argued that law fails to “answer to” the nature of the promises and the nature of God. Is it therefore of no use?
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          The words “the power to make alive” don’t actually correspond to any words in the corresponding  previous section of the chiasm about the giving of the law through angels and Moses. This omission is both significant and pointed!  The words “to make alive” and “righteousness” are placed in corresponding positions in the two clauses making up this section of the chiasm. Life corresponds to God, that is, closeness to God, and righteousness here I suggest can mean both “belonging in the Covenant” (following N.T. Wright) as well as, (following the “traditional understanding), holiness. Life and righteousness thus being broadly equivalent to grace and truth (c.f. John 1:17) or to salvation and sanctification. Life and righteousness (which is sometimes translated as justification, the same word in Greek) relate back to important ideas in the “propositio” – see Gal 2. 20-21).
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           Note: Paul chooses his words carefully here. “Scripture” replaces “law” which is the word used in the preceding corresponding blue section. (“Scripture” certainly declares all mankind to be sinful, but law only condemns those to whom it is given.)
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          (A) is a statement about time: faith comes after law. The Greek of (A) is very clever. The word faith occurs at the beginning and end of the sentence, “we were guarded” occurs in the middle, and “the law” and “being shut up” do sentry duty on either side of us!! Note: “we” is used throughout. 
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   “You” (used here for the first time in our passage) is used in vs. 26-29. 
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There is a transition from an “in-house” discussion regarding “we Jews” and the Law in vs. 23-25 to “ye” - all you Galatians regardless of race, gender or status - for the remainder of the chapter. 

Paul really stresses the unity of believers, and the absence of distinctives. This unity corresponds to “seed” and to the nature of God and the seed is both Christ and believers (who are in Christ).
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Appendix D 

Finally, I should like to indicate  possible structures for the two passages on either side of 2 Cor. 5:18-6:4. These will just be outline suggestions.

I’ll take the verses that come after our passage first, as they seem on the surface anyway, more straightforward:

1) 2 Cor. 6:4—10.

This interesting passage explains what Paul means when he says in 6:4a that he approves or comments himself as a minister of God in all things. In fact, the expression “all things”, which occurs at the beginning of v.4 and at the end of v.10,  brackets and delimits this passage, just as it did for 2 Cor. 5:18-6:4a.

Verse 6:4a, then, “chain-links” these two passages. 

This passage consists of exactly 100 words, divided 50:50 by the transition from phrases beginning with “in” (en) to phrases that begin with “through” (dia) ( The first dia is actually the 50th word) and then phrases beginning with “as” (hos). There is much more to be said about the detailed contents of these verses (and very  helpful information can be found in the commentaries) but in the first half, the items making up “all things” are either negative (hardships etc.) or positive - such as kindness or unfeigned love. Towards the end of this half, word pairs—always “positive” - occur; in the second half, a “positive” and its apparent “negative” are combined (for example, “through glory and dishonour”). The expression starting with the 50th word seems to be transitional between these two “modes”. In all this, Paul is here telling us something about the paradoxical nature of his ministry, and ultimately about the cross, and about God Himself.

We also note that the “header” (6:4a) is considered to be an “honorary” part of the first half of the passage, although it “signals” the passage as a whole by starting with a prepositional phrase using  en and ending with a prepositional phrase using hos.

2) 2 Cor.5:11—5:18a

By contrast, this passage, which preceedes 2 Cor. 5:18-6:4a, seems to me to be quite complicated, and I think there will be several possible linking and overlapping structures occurring simultaneously. However, the general topic of Paul’s ministry is, again the main theme here, and once again, we have a “chain-linking” overlap between the two passages.
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Like our passage, this one is also 124 words long (Textus Receptus), and this time, the reference to “all” comes in the centre (it is the 62nd word). In terms of the logical structure, the central phrase seems to be “then all died” , and the two references to Christ dying on behalf of all lie on either side of this. The rest of the chiastic structure may not seem all that obvious, but it is there, along with other smaller scale chiasms and no doubt other structures too—including complete chiasms on either side of this central structure—corresponding to the two “smaller” chiasms that we found when analysing 2 Cor. 5:18-6:4a.

I would like very much to pursue these, and further structures, in 2 Corinthians, and hope to do so in a future publication. 
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Appendix  E

Bibliography and Reading List

1)   New Perspective and Beyond

NT Wright ‘s book, What St Paul Really Said, Lion ,1997, is a very readable introduction to the New Perspective as developed by NT Wright. He has also written a short article which can be downloaded from the Internet on the interpretation of 2 Cor. 5:21. 

(www.ntwrightpage.com/Wright_Becoming_Righteousness.pdf).

A rejoinder to NT Wright’s views from a Reformed perspective is John Piper’s The Future of Justification—A Response to N. T. Wright, Inter-Varsity Press, 2008.

NT Wright’s response to John Piper is: Tom Wright, Justification: God’s Plan and Paul’s Vision, SPCK, 2009.

The widening of the debate regarding Paul and how he should be understood and interpreted—particularly with regard to Justification - has generated many interesting books. A helpful pointer to some of the many directions that Pauline studies are taking in this regard is James K. Beilby and Paul R. Eddy, eds., Justification: Five Views, SPCK, 2012 in the UK and IVP, 2011 in the US, and an older book which presents “being in Christ” as the centre of Paul’s theology and which is very pleasant and easy to read is James Stewart’s A Man in Christ—the Vital Elements of St. Paul’s Religion, originally published in 1935, reprinted many times, and recently republished by Regent College Publishing.

2) Commentaries on Romans 

In addition to the above books, Commentaries on Romans are a vital source of information and insight about Paul in Old and New Perspectives.

There are many, many commentaries on Romans, but  for a New Perspective view, NT Wright’s commentary on Romans found in The New Interpreter’s Bible Commentary, Volume X, (which also covers Acts,  and  1 Corinthians), Abingdon, 2002, is indispensable with many excellent insights.

A very readable “traditional” commentary, is John Stott’s commentary The Message of Romans  in the Bible Speaks Today series, IVP, 1994.  It doesn’t 
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really interact with the New Perspective, but gives a good account of the traditional reformed view. 

A really excellent  commentary on Romans which is both Reformed and which also tries to incorporate many insights from the New Perspective is Douglas Moo’s The Epistle to the Romans (over 1000 pages!) (Eerdmans, 1996) in the NICNT commentary series.

3) Commentaries on 2 Corinthians

Three highly regarded commentaries on 2 Corinthians are:

David E. Garland, 2 Corinthians, The New American Commentary, Vol. 29, B&H, 2009

C.K. Barrett, The Second Epistle to the Corinthians, A&C Black, 1973

Colin G. Kruse, 2 Corinthians, TNTC, IVP, 1987 

4) The Imputation Debate

Brian Vickers, Jesus’ Blood and Righteousness: Paul’s Theology of Imputation, Crossway Books, 2006. This helpful book is written from the traditional Reformed perspective. However, it also contains a convincing defence of the “sin offering” interpretation of Christ being “made sin” in 2 Cor. 5:21. 

