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PAUL'S APOSTOLIC COMMISSION, GENTILE-MISSION CONVICTION 
AND HERMENEUTICAL PRIORITY 

IN THE LETTER TO THE GALATIANS 

L Jn t .[ 0 d U Ct i Of! : 

:~iccording to Paul's 01,,..1n understanding of his e::,.:perience on the 
r- o a ci to Dam as cu s , he ~, a i d : " 8 u t ;,,.1 hen he [ God J 11-J ho had set me a!) iH t 
before I was born, and had called me through his grace, was pleased to 
reveal his Son to me, in order that I might r.ireact-1 ,,im amon9 the 
Gentiles [Gr. hina euangel izomai a=uton en tois E-th.1iesinJ, I did not 
confer with flesh and blood, nor did I go up to Jerusalem to those who 
~lj e r e a p Ost 1 es b e f O r ~ ~I e ' bu t I ,. w en 1 a w a y i n ,t O ~ r at, i a ; . an d a q_a l n I 
returned to Damascus ~ 1: l 5-17; R_-:;;V) . · To Pau 1 s m 1 n cl, th 1 s comm 1 ss 1 ori 
experience marks the radical beginning of his new era: he is 
transformed immediately from a persecutor of the Christian Church to a 
preacher of the gospel of Christ (1:13-17; cf. 1 Cor 15:9).L From then 

1 rn this paper I am indebted esriecially to an insightful study of my 
dissertation supervisor, Professor James D.G. Dunn, "'A Liqht to the 
Gentiles': the Significance of the Damascus Road Christophany for 
Pau 1," in the ()Jory of Christ in the .New res tameli t, Studies in 
Christology in Memory of D.8. Caird (edited by L.D. Hurst and N.T. 
Wright; Oxford: Clarendon, 1987), pp.251-266, now reprinted with 
additional notes in J.D.G. Dunn, Jesus., Paul and tliB· Law: StudiEs in 
ff ark a' Ii d Ca 1 a ti a Ii s ( Lon cl on : SP CK ; Lou i s vi 1 l e : W. est m i n st e r / .Jo h n ~:. n o >< , 

1990), pp.89-107. A brief version of the argument is found in J.D.G. 
Dunn, The Partings of the Ala.vs: between Chr istianit.v and .J1.ida1s.t11 and 
their signific,..-.;.1nce for the character of Christianity (London: SCi"i. 
1991), r.,.122. And I would like to thank Professor Joel Green tor 
reading an earlier draft of this paper and for offering some ,,..ery 
valuable comments on it. 
2 I . . ' l,. P 1 . f T ·1ere 1:::. no stron9 ev1oence t,1at au i/.1ent to Arabia or tl'1:'? ~i1 . .1rpose 
of solitary communion 1;o1ith God or reflectior1/conternplation on rtis 
Damascus experience or in trying to sort out his post-conversion 
"cognitive dissonance" (cf. R.N. Longenecf<;er, Galatians urnc 41; 
Dallas: Word, 1990], p.34; N. Taylor, Paul •. 4!itioch and .Je-rusale111: /If 
Study in A"J.s-Jation.shif)S and Authority in Earliest Christianit_,v [JSl~TS 
66; Sheffield: JSOT, 1992], pp.67-74). It is all the more likel_y Hiat 
Paul 1,,.1ent straight (note the adverb "immediately" [Gr. c'utlic'i..i.SJ at 



on, Paul understood himself as being ··called to be an apostle, set 
apart for the gospel of God" (Rom 1:1; cf. l Cor 9:lf, 15:8f). 

But more im~iortantly is Paul~s added qualification of what he 
meant by his apostleshir.>: he made e>-:1)licit reference to r,imself a.s 
being afi apostle· to the Ci"Entlh-'S. TtvJs in Rom 11:13, Paul says: 'r~ov.J I 
am speaking to you Geu_tiles-:... Insasmucn tt-,en as I am an le to tne 
Gentiles [Gr. B·imi ego Etimoii apostolo.s]. ·· Paul understood the 1jivine 
appearance as a commission for his ar,ostleship to thE 61::·ntiles, in tr,at 
so far as Paul 1i-.1as concerned, his ministry was to tiring the gos~,el of 
Christ to the- Gentiles: "through "''horn \tie r1ave received grace Jnd 
a r) o st 1 e 2. h i p to b r i n g a b o u t t he ob e (li 1~ n c e o f f a 1 t h f o i" H1 e s a ~: e of n i 
name a111ong all the fiations [Gr. en r,asin tois etli.-,esin] (Rom 1: s); · I 
have 1tJritten to you [the Roman congregationj very i)C1ldly tiy \A1ay of 
reminder, because of the grace giver, me b:l God to be a :nin ster ot 
Christ Jesus to the Cc-ntiles [Gr. s ta et'li•?e] in the priestly service 
of the gospel of God" (Rom 1S:.l5f). 

Is there any theoiogical 2,ignificance for Paul to undei'stancl 
himself as "apostle to the Gentiles"? In v,1hat sense does this divine 
comm i s s i on " to t h e Gen t i 1 e s " be a r on h i s st r on g corn m i t m en t to 11.JO r 1-. 

among the Ge.n ti 1 es, his se 1 f -understanding as an ap1:.s t le to tliE 
ae-n tiles, and even h i s read in g o f To r a h ~ h i s est ;;i. b l i s lvn en t of 
hermeneutical priority and starting-point? Why is it that Paul 
in t e r p r et t he To r a h , e s p e c i a 11 y o ri t he e ),: amp l e o f h b r a ham a n d t he 
requirement of circumcision on Gentile Christians, so different from 
his Jewish Christian opponents in Galatia? In what sense can Paul claim 
to "fulfill" the Law, remain loyal to biblical tradition, i.,.1nil1.3 
insisting that circumcision is not required of Gentile Christians? 

ln this ~,a~ier we shall tali:e Paul's letter to the Galatians as a 

l:16b) into missionary activity and so later on even thos(:: .fowish 
Christians in Judea came to know about his mission activity ll:21.-24); 
cf. H. Schlier, Der Brief an die Calater (MeyerK 7; 15th edition; 
Gottingen: JCS Mohr, 1989), p.58; H.D. Betz, b"alatians: /4 C0,'7)tllEtltary Oti 

Paal ·'s Letter to the Churches in l;'alatia (Hermeneia; Phi ladelj:>hia ~ 
Fortress, 1979), ~,. 74; F .F. Bruce, rhe Epistle of Paul to the 
6'ala•titws: .4 Com!l)ettl"iUY on the· Creek re:f(:t (NIGTC; Grand Rapi(ls: 
Eerdmans, 1982), p.96; R.Y.K. Fung, rhe E/;,ist.le to the L;'aJat"ians 
(NICNT; Grand Rapids: Eerdmans, 1988), pp.68f. 
·7. 

~See also 1 Thess 2:16; Col 1:24-29; Eph 3:1-9; l Tim 2:7; 2 Tim 4:17; 
cf. Acts 9:15, "for he is a chosen instrument of mine to carry my name 
before the 6'entile.s and kings and the sons of Israel"; Acts 22:15, "for 
you wi 11 be a witness for him to al 1 tlllN, of wriat you have seen and 
he a r d " ; Ac t s 2 6 : 16 - 18 , '' f o r I have a ~, p ea r e d to yo u f o r t h i s p u r ~, o s e , to 
appoint you to serve and bear witness to the thin9s in whicri you r,ave 
seen me and to those in which 1 will appear to you, delivering you from 
the the people and from the t/sntile.s - to whom I send you to open their­
eyes, that they may turn from darkness to light and from the power of 
Satan to God, that they may receive forgiveness of sins and a place 
among those who are sanctified by faith in me.·· For more careful 
assessment of the Acts ev i der, ce, see G. Lo hf in Ii;, !lie Con version ol :./t 
Paul (ET; rn': Franciscan Herald, 1976); C.W. Hedric~;, "PaulJs 
Conversion/Call. A Comparative Analysis of the Three Reports in Acts 
joama 1 of Bibi jca 1 Literature 100 ( 1981), pp. 415-432. Note a 1 so H,e 
1;i1ork of J. Munck, Paul and the Salvation of i'f,Ml<'ind (ET; London: SCi'·i, 
1959). 

.., 



test case for our investigation: how this unique ex0erience of Paul oD 
t he Dam as cu s r o ad , hi s bas i c s e l f - u n de r st an d i n g a~. ·· a post le to [ha 
C1::ntiles" and his hermeneutical priority (for the Gentiles) might be 
c l o s e l y i n t e r r e 1 a t e d . Or I comp a r i n g Pa u l ' s i n t e r r.1 r e ta t 1 on o t b i !) l i ca l 
t r ad i t i or, s w i t h h i s J e v,1 i s h C h r i st i an opp on en ts , w e w i s h to exp l o i- e n •:11,,1 

Pa u 1 ' s a post o 1 ate 
II 

to t he Gen t i 1 e s 
11 

- had i n tu r n con t r it, u t e cl t o t he 
s hap i n g of Pa u 1 ' s ex e 9 es i s . I t i s o u r v,1 i s h t h a t t h i s e ><i> l o r a t i o n c an 
contribute to our contemporary reading of God's Word and challenge us 
to fresh readings of Scripture. 

2.. T_he. O_r __ i,g_i_n_ Com_rn i _ss_ i,o_n __ : __ 

Des pi t e Pa u l ' s fa i r 1 y c 1 ear em r,1 has i s on U1 e d i v i n e inter vent i o i"1 

(" C h r i s top ha n y " ) on t he D a rn a s cu s r o a d a s t h e v e r y i n n i n g o f i-, i s 
Gentile-mission conviction, some scholars tend to ;:ilace the fo s of 
the divine encounter elsewhere, ~ith the call to the Gentles 
understood, e>-:plicitly or implicit1y·, as a second thougt-1t 1 a 
consequence, or a ,deduction. For (~>-:ample, some have argued tr,at the 
main impact of the Damascus road epiphany is Christological: it sai 
that the primary purpose of the encounter was to bring home to Pau he 
Hess i a h s h i f.> of .J e s u s ( t he c r u c i f i e d .J e s u s v-1 as i n deed t he ex, p e c t e (l 
Messiah), and then f oin 

4 
this christological fact comes the 

soteriological significance. But it is not clear, or not ately 
explained, ho"'' this christoiogical cr!ange, "Christ ciied" and "Chrj_st 
crucified," would lead to Paul 1 s conviction regarding U,e mission to 
the Gentiles. 

Some have therefore tried to improve on the first view by arguing 
that Paul's Gentile···mission conviction comes as a consequence oi: hi::::, 
so te r i o 1 ogy v-.1 hi c h i s t r ans formed by the C h r i stop ha n y . 8 e f o r e h i s 
conversion Paul thou9ht salvation v-ias possible throu9h the la:..1 and so 
out of zeal for the lai,i., (Phil 3:6) he fiercely persecuted the first 
Christians (or at least the Hellenists) who believed that salvation was 
through Christ. Then the Chr istophany on the Damascus road con1,,·inced 
him that there has been a decisive transition in the terms of 
salvation-history: Christ is the "end" of the lai.,.1 (cf. Rom 10:4). And 
since salvation is noliil through Christ rather than through the law, it 
follo~s that this gospel must be o:)en to al 1 h1Jmanity and not just 
.Jews .. ::, But no \Iii he r e does Pa u 1 ma k e such a 1 o g i ca l 1 i n k be ti,., e en t he 

4
E.g. P.H. Menoud, "Revelation and Tradition: The Influence of Paul)s 

Conversion on his Theology,'' lnterpretBtion 7 (1953), pp.131·-141; H.G. 
Wood, "The Conversion of Paul: Its Nature. Antecedents and 
Consequences," New Testament Studies 1 (1954-55), pp.276-2,:.,2. Fun9, 
Galatians, p.72: "His Gentile mission more likely followed with logical 
necessity from his e)q:,erience of God's revelation to him: since Jesus 
is the Messiah, the Son of God and the e)t:alted Lord, and salvation 1s 

no longer dependent on observance of the law but only on faith in 
Christ as the appointed Savior of al 1, the mes$age of salvati.or, by 
grace through faith can be, and is to t,e, carried to the Gentile'.5 as 
~,ell as the Jews." 
5

1::.g. J. Du~,ont, "The Conversion of Paul, and its Influence on i'"iis 
Ur,derstanding of Salvation by Faith," ii, /{oostolic History aod the 
tiospel: FS FJ:·. Brace (edited by W.W. Gasgue and R.P. Martin; Exeter: 
Paternoster, 1970), pp.176-194; U. Wilckens, "Die Be~:ehrung des Paulus 
als religionsgeschichtliches Problem,'' l?c-chtfertigung als Freiheit: 



a r g u men t of j u st i f i ca t i on by f a i t h ( t h r o u g h C :-, r i st a n d n o t t h r o u g Ii t he 
law) with his mission to the Gentiles. 

Recently some have even argued that Paul's mission to the Gentjles 
does not stern from the Damascus e>.:perience, but is rather a conseque,,ce. 
of his ,11ission Failure among the .JeltJs. Sei argues F. :.i.Jatson: "Ht an 
early stage of his Christian acti\i·ity, Paul h3d r.,reached th2 gc1spi5:l 
on 1 y to .Jews " ( c i t i n g 1 Co r ·J : 2 Of ; Ga l S : 11 ) , t hen ·· Pa u l l and o t he r s ) 
f i rs t _ preached to the Ge\·: ~ i le s as ~ _res~, on s ~ to t h ~ f a i l u r e of th 2 i 1· 

p r ea c i n g a mo n g t he .J e w s . I n a s i m i l a r v e in , r-~ . 1 a y 1 o 1· a r g u e ~. u, a t 
Paul came to f011 realization of his mission to the Gentiles only later 
on , i n t h a t 

11 

2 C o r 12 : 2 - .. ~ r e f 1 e c t s a n a r) o c a l y· p t i c v i s i on e ><:i> e r i ,~ r, c e d by 
Pa u 1 , i n t he co u r s e of w h i c h he r e c e i v e d h i s comm i s s i o i·1 to C h 1· i st i an 
a po s ! 1 es h ~ 9 , ~, o s s i b 1 y w i_ th a . j) a r tic u f a r '.:Ji r e 1~ t iv_e for rn is s. i o r1 t. o t he 
gentiles. But according to Paul· s 02scrir,t1on of the OBrnasc.;1:::. 
encounter, the ~)urpose of his calling is made quJ.te cleai· there an(l 
t h en : " i n o r d e r t ha t I m i g h t p r e a c h ,·if m a mo n g t tw Ci en t i l e f. • ( l : 1 6 t: ; 
note the_ G8eek co_njunction_ hina·~ li-lh<::~1 Goel cevealed his Son to_ him 
(1:15-16a). Furthermore, with this third view, one has to engage 1n a 
Jreat deal of speculatior, and reconstruction in order to come to terms 
1,1,1 i th Pa u 1 ' s o vm vd t n es s t hat he 1,i,1 as ca 1 1 e d an a post le to the Ger, t i l es 
on the Damascus road! 

In our opinion, it is better to take Paul's own testimony 
seriously: on the road to Damascus, Paul was transformed by God from a 
persecutor of the Church to a preacher of th2 gospel, and he was called 
at the same ti me by God to preach amor, g the Gentiles. In sum, Paul 1

• s 
G en t i 1 e -- rn i s s i on con ,,. i ct i on i s a d i r e c: t a n d i m m e d i a t e con seq u en c e of 
God's commission: it originated at the very moment when God r,?.vealed 
H i s Son to hi 111 , a r~cl Pa u 1 lj,J as con v i n c e d t hat h i s s p e ci f i c m i n i st r y 1,.1 as 
II l,. t • 1 II 7 to t,,e Gen i es. 

,0 aulusstudien (Neu~;ierchen-Vluyn: NeuUrchener, 1974), r.)r;.ll-32; P. 
Stu h 1 mac he r , " ~ T he End of t he La 1,1,1 ' • Or, t he O r i g i n and Beg i n n i. n gs of 
Pauline Theology," in l?econciliation:, Law. and /?i9/iteo.usne.s.s: Essays w 
BiblicBl Theology (ET; Philadelphia: Fortress, 1986), pp.l34-1St.l; a.nd 
more recently and thoroughly S. Kim, lliE- Drigin of Paul ~s Co.spEl (WU;H 
II.4; Ti.ibingen: JCB Mohr, 1981). 
6 . . - . . . 

See F. Watson, Paul, Juda1s1T1 and the l-::ent1Jes: H Soc1olo91cai t:rpproac/i 
(SNTSMS 56; Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1986), pp.:2.S-38; 
quotes from pp.28, 31. 

·7r-L Taylor, "The Conversion and Apostolic Vocatio,, of Pau1·· (SBL 
seminar paper, 1991), p.14. 
8 

Coli tr a Tay 1 o r li-1 ho a r g u es t hat t he G r e e ~; con j u n ct i on hi n a r e f e r s to a 
later occasion, insisting that "While it is clear that the purpose of 
the revelation 1,1,1as that Paul should proclaim the gospel, it is not 
apparent whether or not this purpose was clear to Paul at the time of 
his conversion" ("Conversion," p.4). 
9so Dunn: "Paul's 01,1,,n testimony, that his commissioning to preacr1 
Christ to the Gentiles was given him in his encounter with the risen 
Christ on the road to Damascus, ought to be accorded greater importance 
:i n di s cu s s i on s of Pa u l ' s con v e r s i on an d of t he o r i g in of his 
characteristic and distinctive theological emphases. Paul's conclusio~; 
~therefore to the Gentiles,' seems to lie closer to the root of his 
theology than has generally been recognised" (''A Light to the 
Gentiles," p.100). 



:3 • P_a_u_ 1 , __ s_ Gent i 1 e ·-Mi s s i -9 .. .D.. Con v i ct i on !..D. 

When we look a\
0
Paul's letter to the Galatians, especially in the 

first two chapters, ~e notice that Paul mentioned a number of times 
this crucial "Gentile" factor in relation to the gospel. In the 
E-~-·ordium section (1:6-12), the noun "gt)s~,el" (Gr. ionJ and the 
verb "preaching the gospel" (Gr. euangc-lizomai) appear altogethGr seven 
times. Usually Paul began the letter ilJith an e>o.: 1)re.::-sion of 
thanksgiving, but instead he said, "I am astoi·,ished'' (Gr. t!i_;w111azD; 
l : 6 ) , a n e >r: p r es s i on of d i s s a t i sf a c t i or; a n d a s t on i s h 1n e n t , an d i n t 1-, i s 
con text t he t e r m " gos~) i~ l " a r.) r.1 ea r s tv,1 o t i rn es i n 1 : 6 f to her w i t h t h 2 

verb "preaching the gospel" three times in l:8f. Similarl·/~ 1t~r1e:n Paul 
in t r o du c e cl tJ1 e d i s c 1 o s u r e -f o r mu l a a t 1 : 11 - " F o r I i.,.rn u 1 d h a v e y c :_, ~; n o v/' 
(Gr. gnorizo hoti), which is used to introduce the problem ( the: 
.sta·sis of the letter) - the i,.1ords "gospi::l" and ··~ireaching the qosp:~1·' 
a.pp ear again. This strongly suggests that the meaning of ·• <;.:ospe 1 ·· i :$ a 
key issue in the Galatian crisis. 

This observation leads to a second - namely, how Paul has 
qualified the 1piord "gospel" 1p1ith reference to his mission to the 
Gentiles. At 2:2, Paul writes that h2 laid before the leaders of the 
.Jerusalem Church "the gos~1el which I preached among the Ccntile-s.·· And 
in comparison with Peter, Paul asserted that he was entrusted with 'the 
gospel to the uncircumcise~·· just as Peter had been entrusted with the 
gos~,el to the circumcised (2:7). And Paul went on to say (~irobably 
e c ho i n g an " of f i c 1 a 1 state men t " of t he J e r u s a l e rn con f er enc e ) : ·· G ;J d 1p1 ho 
worked through Peter -for the mission to the circumcised worked through 
me also for the 1;.:1:Mtile.s" (2:8). 

tinother crucial point is hov~ Paul related his mission to Gent1lf:! 

C h r i s t i an s he f o u g ht f o r t h e i r r i g h ts ! F o r e ><: a mp l e , w h en Ba rr1 a b as an d 
Paul went up to Jerusalem pjesumably as delegates of the Antioch 
Church, they were under ~,ressure from the "false brothei·s" to 
circumcise Titus, a Gentile uncircumcised believer (2:3), but they 
firmly rejected their demand so tl"1at (Paul said) "the truth of tr,e 
gospel [Gr. he aletheia tou euange1iou] might be preserved tor :,·ou 
[Gentile Christians]" (2:5). On another occassiori, when Peter withdre~, 
from table···fellowship with Gentile Christians at Antioch after ··certain 
men from James" arrived (2:llf), Paul reacted strongly and challenged 
Pete r ' s hypo c r i t i ca l be ha vi or because Pa u l j u d g e d '' they ~, e r e n o t 
straightforward about the· truth of the gospet' (2:14a). In this crucial 
Antioch Incident, Paul feared that Peter's changing behavior would have 
created immense ~,ressure on Gentile Christians "to live lH:e .Je11>1s" {Gr. 

H\ie can roughly analyze this deliberative letter in six st~ctions: 
epistolary prescript (1:1-5); e:,(ordium (1:6-12); narratio {1:13-2:21.; 
Paul's address to Peter included, 2:l5-2l); probtltio (3:1-4:31); 
e,1,:hortatio (5:1-6:10) and conclusio/the epistolary postscript 
(6:11-18); c011tra Betz's apologetic genre analysis (l{alatians. 
pp.14-25). See especially D.E. Aune, The- New re.st/illll?:'nt in its lite-rary 
Elivironment (Library of Early Christianity 8; Philadelr>hia: 
Westminster, 1987), pp.207f; G.A. Kennedy, New le:'.sta111eat Jntepretation 
through l?hetorical Criticis,11 (Chapel Hill: University of North Carolina 
Press, 1984), ~,p.144-152; R.G. Hall, ,·,The Rhetorical Outline for 
Galatians: A Reconsideration," .Jouroai of Biblictd Literature 106 
(1987), pp.277-287. 

5 



. f. . . b) 1l d . 1 our.. a 1 Ze' 1 n; 2 : 14 , an .i in t he l on g r u n o r i mp l i cat i on , Gen t i 1 e 
Christians would have to judaize all the way, ing circumcision, 
and by becoming proselytes in order to be received as equal partners jn 
the Christian Church. According to Paul's understanding of both 
occasions (Jerusalem and Antioch), the status and Christian lifestyle 
of Gentile Christians are under serious threat. In Paul's o~._,n words, 
"the truth of the gospel" (2:5 and 2:14a) is in danger of being 
compromised. 

Therefore, one can see how Paul's apostolic commis•3ion to reach 
"to the GentiLes" has worr:ed out in his very strong conviction for 
Gentile·-mission and his passionate concern for the rights of (ienti.le 
Christians. Thus in Paul's fierce rest)onse to the op;:ione:ntt,' faulty 
version of the gosr.1el ("a different gosp8l'' and ·'another go:3.pei·' L6f), 
he strongly defended what he meant by "the truth c,f the flOS~1e1" tor u,e 
6'Bntile Chri.st}ans at Galatia. The gospel of Christ is not just for U1e 
.Je1,t,1s (the circumcised, the el1?ct people of God), but aJso for th2 
Gentiles (the uncircumcised, the outcast, the outsider). :;nd Paul a tsc, 
had to defend the equal rig/-1ts of Gentile Christians in the wnciie 
Christian Church. 

4. Hermeneutical Prioritv..; .. the . ., __ Ge_nt.iJ.e." .. F.a.c.t.or_? 

In the last t11,10 sections we t-iave tried to demonstrate ho1/J Paul's 
:strong conviction on Gentile·-mission could be related baci,; to his 
apostolic commission received on the Damascus road. Paul (among others) 
i S CO n V i n Ced that the g Os r.) e 1 0 f C hr i St i S not j LI St f O r the .J e W S , b U t 
also for the Gentiles. So is there any uniqueness of Paul's universaJ 
aN}lication of the gospel? Is this universal perspective not already 
found in the OT tradition? In fact it is. There were already examples 
and hints of Gentiles being accepted or incorporated into the Israelite 
community. For example, when the Israelites came out of Egypt, a ''mixed 
crowd" also went with them (Exod 12:38); Rahab's family v.1ere brought 
out by the spies sent by Joshua with their lifes spared and allowed to 
live in Israel ever since (Josh 7:22-25). The Israelite religion had 
also inculcated a-positive attitute towards the non-Jewish strangers or 
:3 o j o u r n e r s ( Heb . ge-r i 111) w ho l i v e d w i t h i n t h e b o r de r s of I s r a e l ( E >.: c1 d 
20:10; 22:21; 23:9, 12; Deut 1:16; 5:14; cf. 2 Sam 15:19-23). 

For our purpose we could concentrate on how about this universal 
pers~iective in relation to eschatological hc,pe, "the day of the Lore(? 
I n the p rp,p he t i c t r ad i t i on s the r e i s a l so an i mag e r y of the 
ingathering' of the Gentiles: 11,Jhen God establishes the ldn,gdom the 

11 r\.. d . ,/ • . 1 . 1- • ' ' t ,.. 1 7 
, 1 1 s w or 1 ou oa 1 2-e 11, a I> pea r s on y once 1 n t 1 1 e 1'd ; o u see c. st n 8 : l 

(LXX); Eusebius, Pra•epara•tio Evangc·lica 9.22.5; Josephus, ,Je·wish War 
2.17.10 (§454) and 2.18.2 (§§462-3). The word io:.1da•iz1=·in does not mean 
s i mp l y to c i r cum c i s e , but can denote a r an g e of mean in gs : f r om ·· to 
adopt the rituals of the Je\1Js

11 

to "to live a Jewish mode of life, 
specifically to adopt circumcision." See S • .J.D. Cohen, "Crossing the 
Boundary and Becoming a Jew," Harvard theological l?e'view 82 l1987), 
pp.13-33, especially p.33; .J.O.G. Dunn, "The Incident at Antioch {Gal.. 
2: 11-18)," Journa 1 for tlie Study of the New res tsrnea t 18 ( 1983), 
pp.3-57; no~, reprinted with additional notes in Jesus, Paul a'lid the 
Law, ~ip.129~182, here pp.149f, 180f; F. Mussner, Der t/alate-rbrilf 
(HTKNT 9; 5th edition; Freiburg: Herder, 1988), p.145,n53. 
l" 

..i..This ingathering procedure or centripetal r>erception in cor,trast to 
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Gentiles will turn to worship him (Isa 2:2f; riic 4:lf; cf. Ps 22·2/; 
Isa 45:22f; 56:Sf; Zech 2:11), bringing with them also gifts of wealth 
(Isa 60:3, Sf) and service to the people (Isa 61:5). B•Jt one tl"1ing is 
not clear or ambiguous at least with regard to the esch3to109icai. 
pilgrimage of Gentiles: this prophecy does not give detail aoou 
precisely what the Gentiles should do 1r1hen they turn to the Go:J o 
Israel. Should they become .Je\lJs? Should they accept circumcisior1.; 
observ13 the Je_wisr'. foo~ la:s, Sabb_ath ar!d all tr~e othe: _1:ia1~ts c~r ti"1e_ 
Torah? What 1s clear 1s t11at Gentiles will come LO worsn1p 'vHtJH in ti-1e 
Last Days, but.it is not certain and remains vague on how Gentiles will 
be accepted into the community of God's people. 

In fact this might be one of the problems that troubled the early 
C h r i st i an C h u r c h ~ es r, e c i a 11 y v-J h c n mo r e an d rn o r e Gen t 1 l e be l i eve r s '"' c:. 1· e 
con v e r t e d • S ho u l d t he s e n e li-1 G en t i l e con v e r t s a cc e ~, t c i r cu m c i s i on ( s e e-
2 : 1 - 10 ) ? S ho u l d t hey obs e r ·•· .~ s c r u p u 1 o u s l y a l 1 J e w i s h fo o (j l a v4 s 
(2:11-14)? In the Galatian churches, the cr1s1s is, should these 
Gentile converts accept circumcision (5:3, 6:l2f) in their livin9 out 
of Christian life? 
" Some ., fl Ru l_ d say Yes . For e :,.: am r., 1 e Pa u 1 " s Jew i s h C h n st j an 
opponents 1n the Galatian churches who were also committed to 

mission among the Gentiles came along to persuade the Gentile co;·1·•;erF'. 
that they shou 1 d observe the "\aior ~;s of larri" (Gr. erga no.Mu; 2: 16), · ' 
the traditional Je~lish identity-confirming and boundary-defininq 
markers such as circumcision~ food laws and Sabbath observances, 
order to be fully incorporated into the (Jewish) Christian community. 

the NT per~.pective of 1r1orldwide mission, the cei1trifug,.'fi percer~)tio11 
(eg. Matt 28:18-20; Acts 1:8) seems to be quite r,rominent: Gentiles 
will take the initiative to come and join with God's people; It is not 
necessary for Jews to go out and to invite Gentiles to come in. Cf. S. 
McKnight, If Light /in,ong the Gentiles: Je·wish liissiona>r_i,,' ficUvity fo the­
Second re-11,ple Period (Minneapolis: Fortress, 1991). 
13

see e.g. LP. Sanders, Paul (Past Masters; Oxford: Oxford University 
Press, 1991), p.50. 
14'"' J t " ,., L QI . M . . h . t - 1 ..,ee .L. Mar yri, H aw-· 0:::-ervanr 1ss1on to t e ben 1 es: Hie 
Background of Galatians," [1983] reprinted in Scottish Journa•l or 
theology 38 (1985), pp.307-324; LO. Gordon, ''The Problem at Galatia 1 • 

Interpretation 41 (1987), ~>p.32-43; J.M.G. Barclay, ObEJ:ilig The lruth~­
H Stu<-~V of Paul •s Ethics in L?BlBUans (Edinburgh: T 8t T Clar~;, 198:3), 
pp.36-74. 
15on this social understanding of "i.,.Jor~;s of lavJ" within the first 
c en tu r y J e ii>li sh con text as " coven an ta 1 no m i s m , " see esp e c i a l 1 y Du n n , /"he 
Partings of the Ways, pp.135-138 and "The Theolo9y of Galatians." 
Jesus .• Paal and the Law, Vi).242-264, here fip.242-246. Dunn?s earlier 
formulation is four,cl in "The Ne11,.1 Perspective on Paul,'' Bulletin of the 
John Rylna•ds U,,iversil'y Library of lianche.ster 6.5 (1933), pp.95-122, no\,1 
reprinted 1rdth additional notes in Jesus. Paul and the Law, ~>p . .1.83-214, 
here r,p.191-195. Colitra• T.R. Schreiner, ~wor~:s of Law' in Pau1,·· Novum 
Testa•,1uYttum 33 (1991), ~ip.217-244; C.E.8. Cranfield~ qThe Wor~:$ of t~,e 
La1,1,1' in the Epistle to the Romans," Journal for the StudJ' of the Nc·w 
Testament 43 (1991), pp.89-101. 
16

one wonders why the demand on circumcision for Gentile Christians come 
back again when it had already been decided in the Jerusalem conference 
(2:1-10). According to our reconstruction of events surrounding Paul)s 
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S i n c e t he OT t r ad i t i on w i t h r e g a r d to ho 1.,J G en t i 1 e w o r s rd pp e r s s 1·1 o u J d 
behave in the Last is unclear. they insisted that Gentile converts 
should be absorbed or in~orporated into the Jewish community, not least 
by accepting circumcision and becoming proselytes. r,nd it e1oe:3 a1:ir,ear 
t ha t t he e )<.:amp 1 e o f 11 b r a h a rn i n Gen l 7 s t r on g J i s u r.ir, o r t e cl tr, e i r 
circumcision demand also (cf. Gal 3-4 and Rom 4). J., One can even say 
that this is the most natural reading of Torah also. We can therefore 
infer that these Je~ish Christians were more concerned with the Torah. 
t he J e w i s h i den t i t y a n d t he ~> r i ma c y o f .J e w i s h ~> e op 1 e . F r om t he i i. 

perspective, Gentile converts are secondary· to Jewish believers. fhus 
vile can dedu that their hermeneutical order of priori is 
" God/ C h r i st - T o r a h / I s r a e 1 G en t i l e , .. w i t h t he i rn r:>l i ca t i on t h a t t i-, e 
(ethnic) "Israel" holds an important role in their exegesis. 

But Paul would say No. And Paul seems to ta~e a rather diifercn 
procedure in tackling this problem on circumcision: for this apostle to 
the Gentiles, "Genti e'' is an important factor. Since Paul is cor,v nee 
that Gentile believers are accepted by God as Ge~tiles through faith in 
Christ because of the faith( fulness) of Christ, -1-"' he argues also tha.t 
these Gentile converts shou.ld remain liS Genti.les, an,j not tfporne .Jev.Ji.st1 
or God·-fearers, in their continuing e):1)ression of faith. 

1 
For Paul~ 

t he r e i s on 1 y one r e q u i r e rn en t f or a 1 l C hr i st i an s , n a rn e l y · f a it h ' v.J J.t :·, 
respect to Christ, i..,hether it is for the initial beginnin<,;,1 of Christian 

controversy with some Jewish Christian missionaries, it is very likely 
t hat t h e 11 n t i o c h I n c i den t ( 2 : J. .1. 14 ) ha d ma r Ii: e d a v4 a t e r s he d o r tu rn i n •J 
point in the formati'l/e period of the early Christian Churcr1. It is 
possible that they had a different understanding of the Jerusalem 
a <J r e em e n t : f r om t he p e r spec t i v e of t h e .J e r u s a J. em ·· P i 1 1 a r s , " i t i s a 
concession made for Gentile converts that circumcision is not req~ired; 
but from Paul's pers~)ective, it is a matter of principle that 
circumc1s1on together with all other Jewish covenant mar~ers are 
e:,,.:empted for Gentile Christians. Thus when they were confronted witr, 
the issue of food laws in Antioch, they were shocked to know how poles 
apart their understands of the .Jerusalem agreement were. Therefore it 
is ~ossible that some conservative Jewish Christians realized that the 
concession policy on ci~curncision did not work and went back to demand 
for circumcision on Gentile converts and to insist on all the 
requirements of the Je~ish covenant markers. • 
17

on the opponents• use of the Abraham tradition and Abr~ham 1n Jewish 
literature, see G.W. Hansen, ifbraham in 6'alatian.s: E:oistol,::i1rJ' ,,'nd 
Hhetorical Conte:,(ts (JSrns 29; Sheffield: .JSOT, 1939), ~,p.167-199. 
18 

On t h i s u n i q u e Gr e e ~; ~, hr as e of Pa u 1 " pis tis C li r is to u, " we ta ~; e t he 
subj e ct i v e gen i t iv e vi e w : " f a i th fu 1 n es s of Ch r i st '' r at he r t ha n t he 
obj e ct i v e gen it i v e " fa i t h in C hr i st • " 3 e e esp e c i a 11 y R . 8 . Hays ~ !lie 
Faith of Jesus Christ. An lnw.i'.stjg,,tion ol the Narrative Structure of 
aa 1 a ti 6.' Ii s 3': 1 -4: 11 ( S 3 L D S 5 6 ; C h i c o : S c ho l a r s , 1 9 8 3 ) ; ~i . D • Hoo ~: e r , 
"TIIITIE XPIITOi," N.s'w restament St'udies 35 (1989), pp.321.-342. 
1 9 

Cf. San de r s , Pew 1, p . 5 O : " He [ Pa u 1 J too ~: t he v i e w t hat i n < t he l as t 
days,' which had now arrived, the Gentiles should be included l.-;;s 

Gentiles. They should not become Jei.,s. Neither were they the same as 
~God-fearers'"; Dunn, "Theology of Galatians," p.249: "it i,.rn.s nov,J time 
to re a c h out to an cl b r i n g i n t he Gen t i l es on e q u a 1 t e r ms w it h the .J e w~s 
(that is, without their ceasing to be 'Greeks' as distinct from 
~Jews')." 
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life ("ho\lJ tc, get in'') o.r,r for the continuing 11vrn9 out of Christ an 
life ("how to stay in")_L,J Therefore Paul argues that the e>-:ample ot 
Abraham centres on his "faith" ratr1er than circumcision. and insists 
that "it is men [peor.ile] of faith who are the sons of Atiraham" (3. 7) 
and "those v-1ho are men (peopl13] of faith are blessed with Abral1a.m who 
had faith., ( 3: 9) . 

In Paul's opinion, the ambiguity of the OT tradition with regard 
to the eschatological Gentile believers is clarified: Gentile converts 
sh o u 1 d not be per s u ad e d to t, e come .J e 11.Ji sh , no r s ho u l d t d cc e pt 
circumcision in order to be incon,orated into the Jewish bei ievers 
community. HCCording to Paul's hermeneutic, the true meaning of Torat1 
and Torah observance has to be reinterr.,reted in new li~iht so U1st 
c i r cu m c i :~ ± on i s n o t r e q u i r e d o f Ge n t i 1 e C h r i st i a n s ( see 5 : 6 , 4 ~ 2 :: f ; 
6:2, 15)"· and that "Gentiles" could be included as equals to,J2th:?r v-iitl'l 
all other Je1p1ish believers in the Christian Church (3:26-29· 6:15f). 
From Paul's perspective, the community of God's people is. defined not 
in the ethnic Je1pJish sen:3e, but by "Christ," with whom we had been 
cocrucified (2:19). The "new creation" (6:15) or the ne\l>J "Israel of 
God" ( 6 : 16 ) con s i st s of be l i eve r s of J e li>I i s h an d Ger, t i l e o n g i n s on 
equal standing. 

From our discussion, it does appear that Paul had rearranged th2: 
t r a cl i t i on a 1 o r de r of pr i or i t y by s h i ft i n g f o r w a r d t he " Gen t;, J e '' f actor : 
"Gocl/Christ-'Chris.tians' (both Jewish and G,!ntile)-Torah .. ,.1. ;;ccerrding 
to this crucial rearrangrnent of Paul, Christian faith i2. no longer 
defined by the traditional narrow conceptions of Torah or Israel 
confined to the ethnic .Jev-iish r-,eople. For Paul, when "the truth of the 
gospel" (2:5, 14a) was defined with an eye on the legitimacy of Gentile 
believers and with respect to his own specific apostolic commission to 
preach to the- f).s-ntils-s, he had to swim against the tide and to o;:ien Uf-> 

ne~ possibilities in the reading of God's Word. For Paul, he equality 
of Jewish and Gentile Christians in the body of Christ ls cruciaJ; 
"Gentile" becomes a crucial factor in Paul's thought . 

.5. Con c 1 u d i..!J9. Rema rr:::,: 

From the above study, we have tried to relate Paul>s unique 

20
At 2:15f Paul draws on the believing experience of Jewish Christians 

to highlight the importance of faith and to spell out more clearly (in 
comparsion to the early Jewish Christian perception of faith and 
justification at 2:l6a) that justification is only through ''faith of/in 
C h r i st " an d n o t t h r o u g h " IAI o r ~: s o f l aw " ( 2 : 16 c ) . See Du n n , ·· ~~ e w 
Perspective on Paul," pp.195-198, 207-209, 212. Later on at 2:19f, Paul 
de-fines Christian living as by "faith" and "Christ." 
21on the "law of Christ" in 6:2 and fulfilling the law in 5:14, see the 
careful discussion of various views in Barclay, Obe.ving the f/1.1tl1, 
pp.125-145. Barclay concludes that "Christians do not 'observe:) the 
la~, they ~fulfil' it, and they fulfil it through the·one love···command 
and as it i::. redefined as 'the law of Christ'" (p.142). 
22

A r.>arallel r-,attern can be established from the Exodus episode: the 
salvific act of YH~JH comes before the giving of Ten Commandments; the 
divine act of deliverance/salvation brought forth first of all a chos~~ 
people, the formation of a community of God's people then only did God 
give them the Torah (cf. Exod 19-20). It is possible that Paul would 
a r g u e that " p e o ~> l e " s ho u l d be g i v en pr i or i t y o v e r ·· coven an ta l no m :i. s m . " 
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apo:::,tolic commission ieceived on the Damascus road to preach to the 
Gentiles (l:lSf) to his concern for "the truth of the gospel" fc.:r 
Gentile Christians (2:5, 14) and also to rds rather radical 
hermene11tical rincir-ile "God/Christ-~Christians' (both Je1t,iisr1 anc::1 
Gen t i 1 e ) T o r a h . " F r om Pa u l ' p e r spec t i v e a n d in ri i s r> ::; t so :'i a. 
conviction, Gentile believers are to be as Gentiles. and both 
..Jewish and Gentile Christians are equal partners in th9 same t,::id 1r' of 
C h r i s t . " Ge r, t i l e " i s a n i mp o r t an t f act o r i n Pa u l ' s t ri o u g h t . Tri •J s f o r 
Pa u 1 t he r e a d i n g of T o r a h i s open to n e v-1 i n t e rf,> r e t a t i on s an d 'i' r e .:', n 
application n the mixed Christian Church. 

r n o u r op i n i on ~ L i be r a t i on T h e o 1 o g y , i n i ts r e a c t i o ;·1 s t o t h 2 

soc i o ... econ o ,n i ca l p r ob 1 ems i n some T h i r d Wo r 1 d co u n t r i e .s ~ n as tau g r1 t o ( 
r .:: m i n d (' cl t he C h u r c h on c e a g a i n of a ..,,. e r y i m p o r ta n t b i D l i ca L t e a c: riiJ, q 
which is often neglected or ignored ( the middle-class Churcn?): Goa 
is on the side of the Poor. This truth is already there long ago in tne 
b i b l i ca l ti- ad i t i on , bu t i t seems to ta ~: e u s a l on ~I t i me to r 2 ,.:i. J 1 z e o r 
t o b e con v· i n c e cl o f t h s n e e d f o r a c t i o n . I t do ,3 s a r) 1) ea r t ri a t i.i.11·1 ;:• t1 tr1 e 
Church commits to mission and is open to chal enges, whether it from 
outside or inside, it i then more open to fresh readings of r re. 

rf there i:::. an hing lAle can learn from Paul )s e>q)erierice and ni.s 
theology through ~,raxis (his struggle with Cientile·-mission) ~ it 1s 

PaulJs vital convictio.7 that Gieid called him to be an apostle to :-,e 
l?E!i t fl es, t he " o u t s i de r " ( f r om t he J e. \I.Ji s h p :-:; r spec t i v e ) • n, e 
d i sad\/ an , t he u n de r p 1· i\· i 1 e g e d , those bey on d t he ~' a l e . S i i'1 c e f) au 1 
~..Jas so convinced of this "Gentile'' factor and concerned for tho aJ 
ri of Gentile Christians, his reading of Scripture had shed nev,1 
light. Paul, apostle to the Gs-ntiles, is also apost]e for the· L~·-slitiles. 
lt is our wish that the Church seek to listen more carefully to God's 
voice and to res~)ond more readily to His calling that vJe can discern 
where and what is our priority, and ~q to read the Word of God afresh 
in response to the cry of ''Gentiles."·(.. 0 

2\Jhen the Church today is generally more a1,,,1are of its mission and 
commitment to the "poor," the disadvantaged, the underprivileged, the 
sinned-against, we should not confine the ''poor" to economical poverty. 
1;t times the suffering of "Gentiles" in modern society 1.s more 
sophisticated~ such as racial prejudice or sexual discrimination. 


