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Gyorgy PAPP

THE SEMANTIC FIELD OF THE CONSTRUCTION “Sokéw + €iva”
IN GAL 2:9 IN THE CONTEXT OF THE BIBLICAL TERMINOLOGY

GENERAL INTRODUCTION

In Gal 2:9 we read a short sentence in which the apostle Paul “rates” his fellow-apostles
from Jerusalem: ' IakmBoc kol Knedg kal ' Iodvvng, ol dokodvieg otdlotelvar. The
last part of this clause is translated in various manners:

— Ya'akov, Kefa and Yochanan, the acknowledged pillars of the community (C]B)

— James and Cephas and John, who were acknowledged pillars INRSV 1989)

— James, Cephas and John, those esteemed as pillars (NIV 2011)

— James, Peter and John, those reputed to be pillars (NIV — 1984)

— James and Cephas and John, who were reputed to be pillars (NAB, NAS, NAU,
RSV 1952/1971)

— James and Cephas and John, who were the ones recognised as pillars (N]B)

— James and Cephas and John, who seemed to be pillars (ESV, KJV, NKJV)

From the translations presented above we can see that they express a variety of seman-
tic nuances regarding to the apostles in Jerusalem, from the meaning that they were
acknowledged or recognized of being pillars of the community until the possibility
that they only seemed they had the role of pillars in the earliest Christian Church. The
names and sequence of those called the “pillars of Jewish mission” recall the names and
sequence of the so-called Catholic Epistles, with the purpose to “provide an authorized
apparatus of various checks-and-balances that prevent the distortion — and indeed
thicken — the church's understanding of the Pauline Epistles and so of the full gospel”.!
According to some other scholars the formation of the Catholic epistles occurred quite

' Wall, Robert W.: The Significance of a Canonical Perspective of the Church's Scripture. In:

McDonald, Lee Martin — Sanders, James (eds.): The Canon Debate. Hendrickson Publisher, Peabody
(Massachusetts) 2002. 540.
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late, in order to “to provide a broader and more balanced literary representation of the
apostolic witness than the letters of Paul”.?

The purpose of this short paper is to analyse the semantic field of the grammatical
structure “Sokém + elvan” which appears to be translated in various and ambiguous
ways. Therefore, I invite the reader to a short philological adventure during which we
will try to unfold the semantical field of the grammatical structure “oi doxoUvteg
otolot eivar” used in Gal 2,9, and T try to find an answer to the following question:
what does this characterisation exactly mean?

— Does it mean that everybody (inclusive Paul) considers them to be the pillars of

the Church? Were they appointed or named to act as pillars i.e. leaders?

— Does Paul agree with this “position” of his fellow apostles, or do his words express

rather a polemic position?

— Which of the above presented translations do express better the intention of the

author?

A FEW REMARKS CONCERNING THE STYLE OF EPISTLE TO THE GALATIANS

Many scholars consider the Epistle to the Galatians to be one of the earliest Christian
writings (among Mark, the double or triple synoptic tradition, Acts and Romans).” Its
style is generally more polemical and, in some measure, harsher than the style of the
other Pauline letters, with “its acid language often bombastic and sarcastic”.* Harnack
remarked that the lines of this letter were rather scratched, than written.” Or as Dunn
states: “Galatians or 2Cor 1013 in particular can hardly be called eirenic”.® Further
one can also see that

his language moves from ridicule (“You foolish Galatians! Who has bewitched you?” [3:1])
to acrid vulgarity (“I wish those who unsettle you would castrate themselves!” [5:12]).”

2 Gamble, Harry Y.: The New Testament Canon: Recent Research and the Status Quaestionis.
In: McDonald, Lee Martin — Sanders, James (eds.): The Canon Debate. Hendrickson Publisher, Pea-
body (Massachusetts) 2002. 288.

3 Barrera, Julio C. Trebolle: The Origins of a Tripartite Old Testament Canon. In: McDonald,
Lee Martin — Sanders, James (eds.): The Canon Debate. Hendrickson Publisher, Peabody (Mas-
sachusetts) 2002. 141.

* Holladay, Carl R.: A Critical Introduction tot he New Testament. Interpreting the Message and
Meaning of Jesus Christ. Abingdon Press, Nashville 2005. 463.

> Harnack, Adolf von: Die Mission und Ausbreitung des Christentums in den ersten drei Jahrbun-
derten. Leipzig 1924. 68.

® Dunn, James D. G.: Has the Canon a Continuing Function? In: McDonald, Lee Martin —
Sanders, James (eds.): 7he Canon Debate. Hendrickson Publisher, Peabody (Massachusetts) 2002. 576.

7 Keefer, Kyle: The New Testament as Literature: A Very Short Introduction. Oxford University
Press, Oxford 2008. 74-75.



The Semantic Field of the Construction “60K€w + elvar” in Gal 2:9 295

With another illustration this letter “is much more like a shouting match. Since certain
people have convinced the Galatians to act differently from what they originally
learned, Paul has to make his own voice heard”.?

In this letter Paul repeatedly tries to prove his authority towards the Galatians, while
he argues against some Judaizing groups. The basic problem was that

after Paul converted a number of Gentiles to faith in Christ in the region of Galatia, other
missionaries arrived on the scene, insisting that believers must follow parts of the Jewish
Law in order to be fully right before God.’

Paul’s point is that

those who are troubling the Galatians are acting hypocritically, for while they compel the
Galatians to be circumcised in accordance with the rule of keeping the law, they
themselves do not follow this rule.’

His purpose is to convince the Galatians that they are engaging in incorrect practices.’
While he argues against these groups, he also expresses his distancing from the apostles
in Jerusalem, as well (it becomes obvious from the manner how he presents the
incident at Antioch). This letter is also remarkable for sophisticated rhetorical tech-
niques in the service of theological argument.'?

THE TESTIMONY OF THE DICTIONARIES

As the first step to find an answer for the question mentioned in the introduction, I
will start with the basic meaning of the verb doxéw. I begin unfold its semantic field
with the help of the new BRILL Dictionary of Ancient Greek, where we can read the
following meanings: to seem, have the appearance, to seem (to be something), to be
considered, to be known, to appear, to have the air, to be present, to seem good, to

Keefer, Kyle: The New Testament as Literature: A Very Short Introduction. Oxford University
Press, Oxford 2008. 75.

?  Ehrman, Bart: The New Testament: A Historical Introduction to the Early Christian Writings.

Oxford University Press, New York — Oxford 2008. 339.

19 Farmer, William R.: Reflections on Jesus and the New Testament Canon. In: McDonald, Lee

Martin —Sanders, James (eds.): 7he Canon Debate. Hendrickson Publisher, Peabody (Massachusetts)
2002. 324.

""" Keefer, Kyle: The New Testament as Literature: A Very Short Introduction. Oxford University
Press, Oxford 2008. 75.
2 Harrington, Daniel J.: The Old Testament Apocrypha in the Early Church and Today. In:

McDonald, Lee Martin — Sanders, James (eds.): 7he Canon Debate. Hendrickson Publisher, Peabody
(Massachusetts) 2002. 207.
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decide, to decree (of public deliberations), to expect, to imagine, to think, to believe
(with infinitive), to consider, to propose, to establish; in passive voice: to be held or
considered, to be established or decided, etc.'” Similar meanings are presented in
Diggle’s Cambridge Greek Lexicon: to think, to imagine, to suppose, to have an opin-
ion, to be minded, to intend, to seem likely (of a person), to seem to do or to be such
and such, etc."

Within the examples given by Montanari'
taining the structure okéw + eivol. For example, from Aeschylus (Septem contra
Thebas, line 592), which is also quoted by Plutarch: o0 ydp dokelv &piotog, &AL’
givat 0éAet (= for he does not want to seem the best but to be the best). In Plato’s
Gorgias 527b we read: &v3pl Hekemtéov 00 10 Sokelv eivor &yadov GAld T lvan
(= male name should take care not to seem to be good, but to be good). In Gorgias
472a we also read: U0 TOAGV Kol SokovVTOV £lvai Tt (= by many who have the re-
putation of being valuable). In Plutarch (Aristides): 1d ppovelv 56keL Tic elvau meptt-
170G (= he had the reputation of being a person of superior good sense).

From the examples presented above we can see that this construction denotes some-

> we can see a couple of fragments con-

thing that only has the appearance of something, but in fact, it is not (or at least it is
not sure that it is or not) what it appears to be.

THE CONSTRUCTION dok€wm + glvot IN THE BIBLE

After seeing what the dictionaries have to say about the meaning of the verb dokém
and especially about the construction doxéo + givat, I will turn my attention to the
biblical occurrences of this construction, in order to see if this meaning appears in the
Bible, as well, or not. In the followings I will list (the Greek text and their translation/
paraphrasis of) those biblical verses that contain the construction dokéw + giva, and
if necessary, I will add a short remark to them.

I. NARRATIVE TEXTS OF THE GREEK OLD TESTAMENT:

— Gen 38:15 — kal 186V avthy Iovdag d0&ev avthy mopvny eivan — In the narra-
tive of the affair between Judah and his daughter-in-law, Tamar, and according to
this passage of the text Judah thought that Tamar is a prostitute, which, in fact, she
was not.

13 Montanari, Franco: The Brill Dictionary of Ancient Greek. BRILL, Leiden — Boston 2015. 545.

4" Diggle, James (ed.): The Cambridge Greek Lexicon. Cambridge University Press, Cambridge
2021. 388-389.

15 Montanari, Franco: The Brill Dictionary of Ancient Greek. BRILL, Leiden — Boston 2015. 545.
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— 2Macc 1:13 — gig 1NV Iepoida yevopevog yap 0 ye®V Kol 1) mepl adTOV Gvo-
nocTaTOg H0K0DGA Elvan SHvapic kKotexdT ooy €v ¢ The Navaiag iep® — the
army seemed to be irresistible or invincible, but it was not so, because “they were
slain in the temple of Nanea”, by a deception employed by the priests of the goddess
Nanea.

— 2Macc 14:14 — ta¢ v Tovdaimv dtuyiag kal cvpopdg idiag svnUepiog do-
KkoOvteg €6860m — the Gentiles that fled from Judea joined Nicanor, because it
seemed to them that “the harm and calamities of the Jews to be their welfare”.

— 3Macc 5:6 — oi 88 méong okénng #pnHot dokodvreg eivan toic £0vecty Iovdaiot
— “The heathen believed the Jews to be destitute of all protection”, while the narra-
tive suggests that they were not helpless.

— 3Macc 5:49 — Votény Biov pontiv avtoic ékeivny d6E@vTeg elvan — they thought
that they had come to the last moment of their life — and it was not so.

— Bel (Th) 1:6 — kal eimev adT® 6 Bacteds ob dokel cor Bnk givan (Gv 0ed¢ 1
oLy, 0pag 6oa €o0ict kol mivel kah' €xdotny NUEPaY — the king asks Daniel if he
does not think Bel to be a living god, and if he does not see how much Bel eats and
drinks every day.

All these narrative passages from the Septuagint reveal a use of the construction dokém
+ €lvan, where it describes the personal thoughts or opinions, that can strongly differ
from the reality.

I1. WISDOM-LITERATURE OF THE GREEK OLD TESTAMENT:

— Prov 2:10 — 1} 88 aioOnoig Tf o1 wuxf ko) glven 86EN — This passage of Prov
2 is part of an exhortation that urges to “understand righteousness and judgement”,
and its result will be that wisdom will come into the mind of this person, and “per-
ception/discernment (a166NG16) shall seem pleasing to your soul”. Through the con-
struction koA elvar 36N (= Sokém + elvon) the text expresses that perception or
discernment is pleasant only to those who have acquired wisdom through under-
standing “righteousness and judgment”.

— Prov 14:12 — #o1iv 680¢ 1) dokel 0pOT) elvan mapd G&vOpdTOIC T& 88 TELEVTATAL
TG Epyeton eig muOUEVA GO0V — there is a way (i.e. a lifestyle, or kind of behav-
iour) that seems to humans to be right, but in the fact it leads to the Hades’ depths.
This way only seems to be right, but in reality it is the most dangerous that puts hu-
man life to an end.

— Prov 16:25 — eiciv 6301 dokodom glvan dpOai vdpi Té pévTor TedevTaio, ADTOV
BAémer ig muOUEVA GO0V — there is a way (i.e. a lifestyle, or kind of behaviour) that
seems to humans to be right, but in the fact it leads to the Hades’ depths. This way
only seems to be right, but in reality it is the most dangerous that puts human life
to an end.
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— Prov 17:28 — dvontw €mepotioovtt copioy cogio Loylodnoetol €vedv ¢ Tig
£auTdV Tomoog d6EEL ppoViHog lvan — Wisdom shall be imputed to a fool who
asks after wisdom: but someone who keeps himself speechless, will seem to be wise/
prudent. Someone who does not ask for wisdom will seem to be wise — but the real-
ity can be different from the appearance.

— Prov 26:12 —€idov &vdpo d6Eavtanap’ avte) copov elven EAmida PévTot Eoyev
HoAAOV G@pmv a0ToD — I have seen a man who seemed to himself to be wise; but
afool had more hope than he. This passage shows clearly that the person in question
is not wise at all, but only considers himself to be so. The second part of this sen-
tence shows the enormous discrepancy between his own opinion about himself (i.e.
that he considers himself wise) and the reality.

The above presented passages from the Wisdom literature of Septuagint show a use of
the construction doké® + givat, that corresponds to the manner of usage seen in the
narrative corpus. It denotes a subjective aspect of the topic in question, a so-called
“parallel reality” in which the fool or silly person considers himself wise, and the ways
that are considered to be right are leading to perdition.

I11. NARRATIVE TEXTS OF THE GREEK NEW TESTAMENT:

— Lk 22:24 — *Eyéveto 82 Kol gloveikia v avtoic, 10 Tic avT®V dokel elvan
Heilov — among the disciples of Jesus arose a dispute “as to which one of them was
to be regarded as the greatest”. The gospel was written a few decades after the event
in question, and the writer knows that the “competition” of Jesus’ disciples concern-
ing their own prestige, according to Jesus’ scale of values, cannot be about true great-
ness. If so, this passage contains a slight irony into the direction of the disciples, ac-
cording to the sayings of Jesus preserved in the Gospel of John: “a servant is not
greater than his master” (John 15,20). Perhaps they only wanted to seem great or
prestigious (that was their human desire), while they were ordered just to be servants
of the “coming Kingdom”.

IV. EPISTLES FROM THE GREEK NEW TESTAMENT (EXCEPT GALATIANS):

— Heb 12:11 — néco 8 mardeia mpdg PEV TO TaPdV 00 SOKEL yapdc eivan dALA
A7, Votepov 88 Kopmov elpnvikov 1o1g ot aOTHS YEYVVAGHEVOLS Gmodidmaty
dwkaroovvne. — “Now, discipline always seems painful rather than pleasant at the
time, but later it yields the peaceful fruit of righteousness to those who have been
trained by it”. In this case is clear that the circumstance described by the construc-
tion Sokéw + elvar is different from the reality: for the discipline that at the mo-
ment does not seem to be pleasant will bring a great benefit to those who receive it.
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— Jam 1:26 — E{ 11¢ dokel Opnoxdc eivan Uiy yolvoyoy®dv yAdccay adtod GAN
&matdv kapdiov avTod, TovToL Hdtatog 1 Opnokeia. — “If any think they are reli-
gious, and do not bridle their tongues but deceive their hearts, their religion is
worthless”. Here the construction doxéw + £lvan depicts that the religiosity of those
who are not controlling their speech, is worthless. They only seem to be religious,
but the reality is strongly different.

— 1Cor 3:18 — Mndeic antov é€amatdto- e1 Tig d0KET GoPOC elvar &v DIV &V 1))
ai®dVL 1001w, Hopos yevéchm, Tva yévntal 6oedc. — “Do not deceive yourselves.
If you think that you are wise in this age, you should become fools so that you may
become wise”. Everything that seems to be wisdom according to the “world”, turns
out to be folly according to the divine scale of values. Therefore, believers should
acquire the real wisdom, and not that only seems to be wisdom.

— 1Cor 11:16 — Ei 8¢ i d0kel @ildvelkog givan, HHelc oy cuviOstoy obk
€yopev 00dE al ékkAncion tod OeoD. — “But if anyone is disposed to be conten-
tious — we have no such custom, nor do the churches of God”. Here the meaning
of the construction Soxéw + givor shows the difference between an inclination to
a certain habit (i.e. to be contentious) and the expected reality within the Church
of God.

— 1Cor 12:23 — xal & dokoDUeY GTIHOTEPO VAL TOD GOUOTOG TOVTOIG TIUTV
neplocotépay mepttifepev, — “and those members of the body that we think less
honourable we clothe with greater honour”. Some parts of the body maybe consid-
ered less honourable, but their real value is indisputable.

— 1Cor 14:37 — E{ 11c dokel mpogn g £lvan T TVEDHATIKOG, EMYIVOOKET® & Yph-
@® VUiV 811 Kupiov €oTiv Eviol — “Anyone who claims to be a prophet, or to
have spiritual powers, must acknowledge that what I am writing to you is a com-
mand of the Lord”. Here the apostle depicts through the construction dok€w +
etvar the expected habit of those who (according to their own opinion) consider
themselves prophets or spiritual people. Their real status is not relevant from the
view of the text, it is only important that they should accept what the apostle com-
mands.

— 2Cor 11,16 - ITéAv Aéyw, W Tig He 86EN &opova elvar: i 88 i ye, kdv wg &o-
pova 3EEaGHE e, Tva Kéy® Hikpdv Tt kavynowpat. — “I repeat, let no one think
that I am a fool; but if you do, then accept me as a fool, so that I too may boast a
lictle”. The gap between the reality and the very personal opinion of some Corin-
thians is obvious.

The depiction of a personal opinion or of a status that differs from a certain reality,
from these examples is evident, as well.
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V. THE EPISTLE TO THE GALATIANS

— Gal 2:6 — 'And 8¢ 1@V dokovVTOV £ivai T, — Omolol mote Noav oLSEV pot
dapéper mpdéowmov [0] Be0g avOpmdmov 00 AapPdvel — ol yop ol dokoDvVTEG
00dEv Tpocavédevto — “And from those who were supposed to be acknowledged
leaders (what they actually were makes no difference to me; God shows no partiality)
— those leaders contributed nothing to me”. certain people suppose that a couple of
other people “are something”, i.e. are leaders, but their leadership is not acknowl-
edged by everyone, or is not important for everyone.

— Gal 2:9 — 'IdxkoPoc kol Knodg kol 'Toévvng, ol dokodvreg otdlot elvar —
“James and Cephas and John, who seemed to be pillars’.

— Gal 6:3 — €l yap dokel T1¢ €lvai Tt md&v &V, ppevamotd avtov. — “For if those
who are nothing think they are something, they deceive themselves”. In this case the
construction S0k + £ivar expresses explicitly the gap between the personal opin-
ion of certain people (who think that they are something) and the reality (they are
nothing).

The biblical examples listed above shows that the construction Sokéw + elvar describes
things, persons, behaviours, etc. that have an appearance, or that seem to be something
or somehow, but the reality whether is something others, or is not sure or is not
stressed upon in the context of the description. I would say that this construction
presents an opinion, whose content of reality is whether other than suggested by the
used words, or is not important from the perspective of the speaker, and suggests a

high level of subiectivity.

THE CONSTRUCTION 50%€w + €1lvoct IN THE LANDSCAPE OF GAL 2.

In Gal 2 Paul presents a series of events from the life of the earliest Church — including

conflicts, as well — from his own perspective, and adapted to his own rhetorical and

theological purpose:

— In verses 110 there is a report on the Apostolic Council'® in Jerusalem, parallel to
the narrative in Acts 15 or maybe another meeting'” with the Apostles is Jerusalem;

— In verses 11-14 the so-called incident in Antioch (11-14).

16 See: Bultmann, Rudolf: Theology of the New Testament. Charles Scribner’s Sons, New York
1951. 56.; Meiser, Martin: Galater. Vandenhoeck & Ruprecht, Géttingen 2007. 81-97.

17 See: Silva, David Arthur de: An Introduction to the New Testament: Contexts, Methods and Min-
istry Formation. IVP Academic, Downers Grove (Illinois) 2018. 429.
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In Gal 2 both occurrences of the construction 80k€w + €1vat appears in the passage
that presents the events of the Apostolic Council or of another meeting; and people
denoted by the “’ Ao 8¢ t@Vv dokovvimv givai Tt from Gal 2:6, are the same as the
“o1 dokodvtec oTdAOL elvon” from Gal 2:9,'8 iie. the construction refers in both cases
to the leaders of the Church in Jerusalem (in the second case they are specified by
name). Further the explicative addition “Und&v &v” in Gal 6:3 gives us an insight into
the semantic field of the construction Soxéw + glvau.

Although the text suggests the birth of an agreement between Paul and the other
Apostles, the internal conflicts of the Early Church also appear behind the lines. Right
after the report on the meeting and agreement with the apostles in Jerusalem, Paul re-
calls the incident in Antioch, a very sharp conflict between him and at least one of the
three “pillars”, because “he thought it exposed the deep differences between himself
and the very people who signed off on the Jerusalem agreement, most notably Peter”".
In the light of the narrative of the incident in Antioch it is highly possible, that the
traces of the conflict between Paul and Peters (and the other “pillars”) also become vis-
ible behind the lines of the immediately preceding passage. This is also suggested in
the commentary of Silva when the author writes concerning Gal 2:9:

At this point, it is difficult to read 2:9, “those who seemed to be pillars,” in any way other
than with at least a hint of irony. Since Paul will very shortly narrate the failure of one of
these three men to walk in line with their agreement, at least in Paul’s estimation, it is
likely that Paul is expressing some reservation here about people who prove, most obvi-
ously in Peter’s case (but also implied in the case of James, given the position taken by the
“men from James”), “shaky” pillars at best.?

The idea that Paul has used through the structure Sokém + £lvar in this verses “some-
thing of a note of irony”, appears in Longenecker’s commentary, as well, and the
author underlines that the suggestion of irony is strengthened by the use of the verb
dokéw in Phil 3:4, where a nearly similar situation is described.”' He also argues that
Paul uses this irony due to his Judaizer opponents, and he seems to be opposed not to
the title 6TOAOG in its original Christian context, but rather he has been opposing to

18 Mussner, Franz: Der Galaterbrief. Herder, Freiburg — Basel — Wien 2002. 120.

" Holladay, Carl R.: A Critical Introduction tot he New Testament. Interpreting the Message and
Meaning of Jesus Christ. Abingdon Press, Nashville 2005. 467.

20 Silva, David Arthur de: The Letter to the Galatians. Eerdmans, Grand Rapids (Michigan) 2018.
epub edition (e-ISBN: 978-1-4674-5044-7).

21 Longenecker, Richard: Galatians. (Word Biblical Commentary, Volume 41.). Logos Research
Edition, 2002.
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inflated adulation of the Jerusalem leaders by his Judaizer opponents and their use of
the title, setting both them and it against Paul.”?

Another possible explanation for Paul’s irony towards his fellow-apostles from Jeru-
salem could be found in Esler’s commentary: the fundament of his argument is that
the expression “didmpt de&1dg = give right hands” occurs 11 times in the 1 and 2 Mac-
cabees in a very special context. He mentions that

In almost all of these cases a person who is in a superior position, usually in a military
context, gives the right hand to people who are virtually suppliants, who ‘take it’, as a way
of bringing peace to a conflict. [...] This context brings out some surprising dimensions
to Gal. 2.9. We should not read this verse as an expression of balance and amity between
the parties. Rather, James, Cephas and John condescend to Paul and Barnabas by acting
as if they are in a superior position to them in a conflict and are graciously offering a ces-
sation of hostilities. This is the force of ‘giving right hands’. Paul and Barnabas clearly
took the hands that were proffered to them, but Paul expressly dissents from the superi-
ority implied in the gesture by describing the three Jerusalem leaders, in the same verse,
as (only) seeming to be pillars.”

I think that based on the inner coherence of Gal 2, and on the general usage of the
construction S0ké® + elvat in the Bible, and especially in the Pauline corpus, the ac-
commodation to the semantic field mentioned earlier is evident: this construction de-
notes something that only has the appearance of something, but in fact, it is whether
other than the thing suggested by the words or expresses the very subjective perspective
of the speaker. If so, the double usage of this construction within the presentation of
the same event suggests a very strong conflict between Paul and his fellow-Apostles in
Jerusalem. This very strong conflict also echoes in the narrative of the so-called
incident at Antioch (Gal 2:11-14), but it has more signs in the Acts of the Apostles,
as well, e.g., in Acts 15:36—41, where the conflict between Paul and Barnabas (see the
incident in Antioch!) leads to their separation: Barnabas and Mark are travelling to
Cyprus, while Paul and Silvanus are going to Syria and Cilicia. The traces of this con-
flict also appear in the passage where Paul presents the birth of the agreement between
him and his fellow-apostles from Jerusalem, because he thinks that their behaviour in
Antioch gave the opportunity to some false apostles that appeared in Galatia and com-
pelled Christians to keep Jewish rituals like circumcision. The way in which Paul pres-
ents these conflicts is evidently adjusted to his own rhetorical and theological purpose,
and also foreshadows the triumphal route of Christianity coming from a Gentile
background and the later fading into the background and disappearance of the so-
called Jewish-Christianity.

2 Longenecker, Richard: Galatians. (Word Biblical Commentary, Volume 41.). Logos Research
Edition, 2002.

23 Esler, Philip F.: Galatians. Routledge, London — New York 1998. 133.
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CONCLUSION

There are (at least) two possibilities of interpretation, besides the classical interpreta-

tion that Paul in these verses does not use sarcasm or irony, and this structure does not

have any negative nuances,” which implies that he also recognizes the pillar-role of

James, Peter, and John:

— James, Cephas, and John seem to be pillars (=leaders) of the Church, people accept
them as such, but in reality — at least according to Paul — they are not.

— James, Cephas, and John seem to be pillars (=leaders) of the Church, people accept
them as such, but for Paul it is not important whether they really are leaders or not.

I think, the best solution is to leave open this question, because the text does not offer
more clues. What is definitely clear: through the words of Paul by which he character-
izes his fellow-apostles, we get an insight into the long-lasting internal conflicts of the
Earliest Church —a Church, that in its earthly form/organization is “Human, All-Too-
Human”* and needs Gods renewing grace in every circumstances.
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