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ABSTRACT

A new classification of non-authentic questions is helpful in understanding the way in
which Paul uses persuasion in Galatians. Paul uses many non-authentic questions,
and the implications thereof are evident in the type of question used. The way in which
he violates the maxims identified by Grice also entails certain implications which can
be used to establish the meaning of certain passages. Questions used in Galatians in-
clude statements, empty statements, emphatic rhetorical interrogatives, ironical inter-
rogatives and appeal questions. Paul often violates the rule of politeness in order to
emphasise his point.

1. INTRODUCTION
Not all questions require an answer. Questions that do not require an answer
are referred to as “rhetorical questions”. However, in my opinion, questions
that do not require an answer and that have different meanings should rather
be referred to as “non-authentic questions”. Such non-authentic questions
have certain clear implications when used as rhetorical instruments, for example
in Paul’s Letter to the Galatians. On the basis of speech act theory, which
highlights the fact that utterances fulfil certain functions in speech (see Austin
1961 and Searle 1965; 1975), persuasion strategies and communication stra-
tegies in the form of non-authentic questions in Paul’s letters may thus be scru-
tinised, and their implications discussed.

In the past, most non-authentic questions were merely identified as “rhe-
torical questions”. However, from a speech act perspective, such questions
may be classified with far greater precision, since speech act theory provides
a sound framework for describing the function of speech (Searle 1965:125).
Non-authentic questions may be mirrored against this background in order
to facilitate a new classification of questions. Snyman (1989) applied this clas-
sification to the Letter to the Romans in order to determine the implications of
non-authentic questions in this letter. A similar approach will be followed in
this paper by describing the non-authentic questions in Galatians. The aim
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of this paper is to evaluate the various non-authentic questions in Galatians
and to describe their implications in order to better understand their function
and meaning in the letter.

In speech act theory, different levels of meaning are inferred from a sen-
tence.According to this theory, the locutionary level has no implications, whereas
implications1 are inherent in the intention of the illocutionary force. Every lo-
cution can lead to many illocutions, which in turn can give rise to numerous
perlocutions.2 In fact, there are so many possible perlocutions that there is no
direct link between the locution and the perlocution. The sender can have
multiple intentions, but the perlocution cannot be established by means of a
performative formula. Because the sender has little control over the perlo-
cutions (except in the case of direct orders within, for example, a defence
force context or certain laws of parliament), certain strategies must be used
in order to ensure acceptable communication. Non-authentic questions form
part of such strategies.

Searle (1975) explains how a sender attempts to have an effect on the
receiver.When directness is the desired effect, the literal meaning is important.
However, Searle (1975:171) indicates that all communication is not so simple.
Communication is much more complex, for example when insinuations, ironic
utterances or metaphors are used. An implication should be considered an
indirect speech act. In order to understand the process of communication when
complex utterances are used, certain questions must be asked, for example
“How is it possible that the direct and indirect speech act can exist simulta-
neously?” or “How is it possible to distinguish between the implications?” A
study of implicature and co-operative principles is necessary (Grice 1989:24).
A set of principles has been laid down to enhance an understanding of utterances.

In the development of speech act theory, Grice’s co-operative principles
became important, since speech acts should not to be viewed in isolation
(1989:26 ff.):

On the assumption that some such general principle as this is ac-
ceptable, one may perhaps distinguish four categories, under one or
another of which will fall certain more specific maxims and sub-maxims,
the following of which will, in general, yield results in accordance with
the cooperative principle. Echoing Kant, I call these categories Quantity,
Quality, Relation, and Manner.

1 According to Nuyts (1993:591), “representation intention” and “communication
intention” are present in the illocutionary force. Intention is linked to the sender.

2 “In short, the issuing of an utterance may produce an infinite number of perlo-
cutionary effects” (Gu 1993:408).
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According to Grice (1989:30), a person may violate these maxims or opt out
of a conversation when facing a potential clash with the receiver of a message.

The maxim of quantity is violated when the sender disregards economy
of his utterance in his speech act. The maxim of quality is violated when the
sender disregards truth as a requirement for his speech act, and lacks evi-
dence for his utterances. The maxim of relation is violated when the sender
disregards relevance in his speech act.The maxim of manner is violated when
the sender’s speech act is not perspicuous, but obscure and ambiguous (see
Grice 1989:26-27). Such violations have implications. Politeness is also added
as a general rule of conversation (Swanepoel & Van Jaarsveld 1993:131).Some
of these maxims and the rule of politeness may be violated in the interest of
persuasion.

Furthermore, utterances may have different implications. One of these
implications is persuasion of the receiver of the utterance. Larson (1973:10)
is of the opinion that persuasion changes beliefs, behaviour and acts:

Persuasion is a process whereby decision options are intentionally
limited or extended through the interaction of messages, sources and
receivers, and through which attitudes, beliefs, opinions or behaviors
are changed by a cognitive restructuring of one’s image of the world
or of his frame of reference.

Bettinghaus and Cody (1987:30) add:

As a minimal condition, to be labelled as persuasive, a communication
situation must involve a conscious attempt by one individual to change
the attitudes, beliefs, or behavior of another individual or group of indi-
viduals through the transmission of some message.

A preliminary conclusion is that persuasion changes beliefs, acts and
behaviour by persuading the receiver that other beliefs, acts and behaviour
are possible, or by strengthening certain beliefs, acts and behaviour by con-
firming them.The way in which Paul uses non-authentic questions in Galatians
in order to persuade is thus of crucial importance to determine this aspect.This
issue shall now be examined.

2. NON-AUTHENTIC QUESTIONS AS SPEECH ACTS
An outline of the classification and function of non-authentic questions will
now be presented.
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2.1 The difference between authentic and non-authentic 
questions

In antiquity a distinction was made between authentic and non-authentic ques-
tions (Lausberg 1963:146). There even existed a classification of rhetorical
questions (Cronjé 1992:420).Modern linguistics differ from these classifications,
and a new classification of questions based on speech act theory is envisaged
(Verster 2000).

It is also important to indicate the way in which non-authentic questions and
others are classified by various experts in the field. Two examples are given.

Van Jaarsveld (1987b:110) explains that authentic questions expect answers
and that they are bound by specific rules. If questions do not expect answers,
they should be regarded as non-authentic questions.

In his article “Interrogatives that seek no answers: Exploring the expres-
siveness of rhetorical interrogatives in Japanese”, Senko K.Maynard (1995:502)
also refers to the difference between questions that expect an answer and
those that do not. Rhetorical questions do not expect an answer. In cases where
the emotion of the sender is important rather than the answer, Maynard (1995:
508) uses the term “rhetorical interrogatives.”3 “Rhetorical interrogatives” (RIs) can
be distinguished on the basis of some main elements (Maynard 1995:510):

1. RIs do not expect direct information, but find their relevance in the relation
to the whole.

2. In terms of the Lakoff classification, RIs cannot have an “answer”, whereas
other questions may have “answers” and “replies”.

3. Many RIs have phonological elements that express emotion.

3 Maynard (1995:526):

In sum, a rhetorical interrogative, which reflects hidden dialogicality,
creates in discourse an augmented sense of interactionality in two ways.
First, the dialogic nature of a language brings to the fore the importance
of context (e.g. addressee, information status), which is critical for the
interpretation of rhetorical interrogatives. Second, just as human cog-
nition is fuelled by hidden dialogicality, interpretation of a rhetorical inter-
rogative is supported by the process of question-answer interaction
— although of course deviated cases of that — which in part makes
it possible to create in discourse various expressive effects.
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2.2 Classification of non-authentic questions
From a speech act perspective, Van Jaarsveld (1987b:110 ff), Maynard (1995:
526ff.) and Snyman (1989) provide a classification of questions. Based on
these classifications, Verster (2000) distinguishes seven main categories of
non-authentic questions, namely (1) questions of action (directives), (2) questions
as statements, (3) questions as empty statements, (4) questions that primarily
convey emotions, (5) monological, self-directed questions, (6) rational-argumentative
questions, and (7) theme enhancers. For the purposes of this article, this frame-
work was slightly adapted and will be used and illustrated by means of a few
types of questions.These will be discussed and their implications explained. It
is hoped that this framework will prove useful.

2.2.1 Questions of action
Directives

There is only one category since other non-authentic questions do not expect
action. This category is characterised by the following aspects:

• The Sender (S) uses a question.
• S supposes that the Receiver (R) will identify it as a non-informative question.
• S expects reaction to his question in the form of action.
• S uses the question to avoid using an imperative.
• S uses the question for instructions, petitions and invitations.
• S expects a perlocution in the form of a “reply”, and not an “answer”.

Example: Don’t you want to come over to us tonight?

Rewritten as: Come over tonight! (Imperative)

2.2.2 Questions as statements
This category is characterised by the following aspects:

• S uses the question to make a normal statement.
• S’s locution can be rewritten as a statement.
• S does not make the statement with absolute certainty.

Example: Is faith not a gift?

Rewritten as: Faith is a gift.

This classification can be made on the basis of the sender’s intentions.
Van Jaarsveld (1987b:115) puts it as follows: A question statement is a ques-
tion with the implication of a statement. The sender expects the receiver to
interpret it as a statement, and not as a question.
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2.2.3 Emphatic rhetorical interrogatives
This category is characterised by the following aspects:

• S uses the question in order to make a statement.
• S makes the statement with strong emphasis and intensity.
• Words such as “surely”, “even”, or “at all” are often used. In Greek, these

questions are often followed by mh; gevnoito.

Example: Is it not very unacceptable?

Rewritten as: It is totally unacceptable.

2.2.4 Questions that are rational, but not statements
Statements negative (Empty statements)

Van Jaarsveld’s (1987b:115) classification of these questions as “empty state-
ments” should be reconsidered. These questions are not empty but negative,
therefore they should be renamed “statements negative”.

This category is characterised by the following aspects:

• S reacts to the speech act of the communicator or receiver.
• S uses the question in order to make a statement with negative content.
• S wishes to expose R’s negative acts, and to break the line of argumen-

tation.
• The rule of courtesy/politeness is broken.

Example: Did you ask the girl to go out with you? Are you mad?

Rewritten: You are foolish if you asked the girl to go out with you.

Van Jaarsveld (1987b:115) explains that statements negative (empty state-
ments) are a form of question where the indirect aspect of the speech act can
only be established in certain situations. These statements are impolite reac-
tions that do not expect a reaction in return, thus implying that the statements
are discourteous.

2.2.5 Monologous, self-related questions
This subgroup comprises two subcategories, namely rhetorical interrogatives
of a self-inquiring nature and rhetorical interrogatives of a self-accepting na-
ture. These types of questions are related to the informer himself/herself. They
are not addressed to the receiver, and can be primarily rational or emotional.
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Rhetorical interrogatives of a self-inquiring nature

This category is characterised by the following aspects:

• S creates an interrogative expression addressed to himself or herself.

Example: How did I got involved in this?

Rewritten: I got involved in this in an unacceptable way.

Rhetorical interrogatives of a self-accepting nature

This kind of question involves a rethinking of information. There is a certain
amount of doubt in the evaluation of the information.

Example: What was the conversation about? O, yes! The headmaster’s post.

Rewritten as: When I think about the conversation, I remember that they talked
about the new headmaster’s post.

This category is characterised by the following aspects:

• S is involved in noticing, thinking about, accepting and/or acknowledging
information.

• Emotions are very important.

(See Maynard 1995:511ff. for examples)

The implications are that these questions refer back to the sender in order
to focus on him/her.4

2.2.6 Rational-argumentative questions
Appeal questions

This category is characterised by the following aspects:

• No verbal reaction is expected from the receiver (R).
• The question is in the form of an appeal and it intends to draw the re-

ceiver’s attention to a new theme.
• A new theme is introduced with the question.

4 Maynard (1995:517) refers to these questions as follows:

Rhetorical interrogatives discussed so far — including both self-inquiry
and self-acceptance — express the speaker’s attitude, that is, doubt,
towards some state or event. The speaker does not engage in soliciting
a response from the addressee as expected in ordinary question-answer
interaction.
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Example: Class, today we will begin with historical criticism. What is historical
criticism?

Rewritten as: Listen! Our theme today is historical criticism.

Van Jaarsveld (1987b:115) states that appeal questions are question
forms with the implications of an appeal, and could even have the intention
of impolite rejection of the preconditions of questions.The attention of R is ob-
tained for the statement which S wishes to make.

Ironical interrogatives

In this instance the meaning is the opposite of the expected content of the
question.

Example: “Why is the president so full of himself? I have also attained what he
has attained”, says the clerk.

Rewritten as: The president is very full of himself but the clerk thinks this is
not justified since he has reached the same heights, although he falls short
in many ways.

This category is characterised by the following aspects:

• S expresses doubt about a certain situation.
• The meaning of his question is the opposite of what R would initially under-

stand.
• In the context, the irony is evident.

The non-authentic questions in Galatians will now be examined against
this background.

3. NON–AUTHENTIC QUESTIONS IN GALATIANS
Galatians 1:10

[Arti ga;r ajnqrwvpou" peivqw h] to;n qeovn; h] zhtẁ ajnqrwvpoi" ajrevske; eij
e[ti ajnqrwvpoi" h[reskon, Cristou` doùlo" oujk a]n h[mhn.

Am I now trying to win the approval of men, or of God? Or am I trying to please
men? If I were still trying to please men, I would not be a servant of Christ.

Rewritten as: I am not trying to win the approval of men, but of God. I am not
trying to please men.
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Type of question: Statement negative.

By means of this question, Paul wishes to expose the receivers’ negative acts
and break the line of argumentation to make a statement with negative content.
This type of question violates the politeness rule, since a rejection of the re-
ceivers’ conceptions is evident.5

Paul uses this statement to emphasise the fact that he is conveying the gospel
of Christ, not his own opinions.This is in line with the interpretation of Du Toit6 who
stresses Paul’s allegiance to the gospel.7 In the process, Paul violates the maxim
of quantity by saying more than is necessary in order to emphasise his point.

Galatians 2:14

ajll∆ o{te ei\don o{ti oujk ojrqopodoùsin pro;" th;n ajlhvqeian toù eujaggelivou,
ei\pon tw`/ Khfà/ e[mprosqen pavntwn: eij su;  jIoudaìo" uJpavrcwn ejqnikẁ" kai;
oujci;  jIoudai>kẁ" zh̀/", pẁ" ta; e[qnh ajnagkavzei" ijoudaivüzein;

When I saw that they were not acting in line with the truth of the gospel, I
said to Peter in front of them all, “You are a Jew, yet you live like a Gentile and
not like a Jew. How is it, then, that you force Gentiles to follow Jewish customs?”

Rewritten as: You live like a Gentile and not like a Jew, though you are a Jew,
yet you want to force Gentiles to follow Jewish customs.

Type of question: Statement negative

In this instance the emphasis is on exposing Peter’s negative act. Furthermore,
this is an impolite reference by Paul to his endeavour to bring the gospel to
gentiles, irrespective of anyone’s opinion. He uses the non-authentic question to
rebuke Peter.8 The way in which this statement is used in this context empha-

5 Guthrie (1981:64) indicates that Paul uses the rhetorical question against charges of
self-seeking brought against him. See also Bruce (1982:84) and Mussner (1981:63).
Silva (1996:48) discusses the problem of whether the emphasis is on Paul’s
denial that he is a people pleaser, or whether the emphasis is on Paul making the
gospel known (thus emphasising gavr. Silva prefers the last option. Witherington
(1998:85) is of opinion that Paul is saying that he will not stoop to people pleasing.

6 Du Toit (1990:156ff.), Rohde (1989:46) and George (1994:100) find sarcasm in
Paul’s words.

7 See Lührmann (1992:12): “The dispute is not over his own legitimation but over
the legitimacy of the gospel, with which his own stands or falls.” See also Tolmie
(2005:43) in this regard.

8 The rebuke is strong: see George (1994:117) and Tolmie (2005:87). Witherington
(1998:162) differs from Dunn. He emphasises that Paul will not allow faith and
observance of the law to be relieved of their restrictive and ritualistic aspects, since
his gospel radicalises the aspect of grace.
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sises Paul’s rejection of the tendency to Judaise the gospel. He thus violates the
maxim of quantity. Furthermore, this question has a double implication.The
first implication is addressed to Peter, and the second is in the letter itself.The
violation of the maxim of quantity and the rule of politeness is even stronger
in the letter, as Peter seems to have had a high standing among the Galatians.

Galatians 2:17

eij de; zhtoùnte" dikaiwqh̀nai ejn Cristẁ/ euJrevqhmen kai; aujtoi; aJmartwloiv,
a\ra Cristo;" aJmartiva" diavkono"; mh; gevnoito.

If, while we seek to be justified in Christ, it becomes evident that we our-
selves are sinners, does that mean that Christ promotes sin? Absolutely not!

Rewritten as: Although it is evident that we are sinners when we seek to be
justified in Christ, this does definitely not mean that Christ promotes sin!

Type of question: Emphatic rhetorical interrogative

This statement is characterised by strong emphasis and intensity. It is a
radical statement indicating that Christ does not promote sin, but that God’s
justification thereof through Christ is pure grace.9 This radical statement is
in line with the absolute rejection of a view according to which justification
in Christ means that the fact that people remain sinners implies that Christ
is promoting sin. Paul responds: “Absolutely not — justification of sin is from
God! It is his grace, given freely.” He wishes to convey this notion beyond
any doubt, and thus violates the maxims of quality and quantity.

Galatians 3:1-5

A few related questions follow in this section.10 Bruce (1982:148) is of the
opinion that Paul wants to reject a possible return to the law: “If you have
embraced the gospel, the return to the law is not possible.”

9 Rohde (1998:112) emphasises that Paul’s questions establish the truth of the
atonement. See also Mussner (1981:176). Guthrie (1981:88) puts it as follows:

The thought is that if the process of justification leads men into sin,
this would make Christ an agent for producing sin, which would clearly
be opposed to the nature of Christ.Paul strongly repudiates such an idea.

Silva (1996:100) refers to the “polemical — even defensive — character” of this
section. Dunn (1994:75) states: “To count Christian Jews who thus joined with
Christian Gentiles as ‘sinners’ was tantamount to making the Christ who accepted
both the ‘servant of sin’ — an impossible thought” (2:17).

10 See Lührmann (1992:51):
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Galatians 3:1

\W ajnovhtoi Galavtai, tiv" uJmà" ejbavskanen, oi|" kat∆ ojfqalmou;"  jIhsoù"
Cristo;" proegravfh ejstaurwmevno";

You foolish Galatians! Who has bewitched you? Before your very eyes Jesus
Christ was clearly portrayed as crucified.

Rewritten as: He appeals to the Galatians not to be as foolish as somebody
who is bewitched, but that they should rather realise that Jesus Christ was
clearly portrayed as crucified before their very eyes.

Type of question: Appeal 11

In this question the appeal intends, by strong emphasis, to draw the receivers’
attention to a new theme. Paul wishes to draw their attention by stating that
they are acting like people who have been bewitched, without acknowledging
that this is possible. He thus attempts to obtain the attention of his audience
in a negative way, as he questions it in the next sentence.

Galatians 3:2

toùto movnon qevlw maqeìn ajf∆ uJmẁn: ejx e[rgwn novmou to; pneùma ejlavbete
h] ejx ajkoh`" pivstew";

I would like to learn just one thing from you: Did you receive the Spirit by
observing the law, or by believing what you heard?

Rewritten as: They did receive the Spirit not by observing the law, but rather
by believing what they had heard.

Type of question: Statement negative

The statement is strongly negative. In this way Paul draws his audience into
a discussion about the meaning of the law, thus violating the rule of polite-

He asks them questions that they can really answer only his way;
otherwise, of course, everything that has happened before would truly
be in vain, which he does not believe at all possible.

Silva (1996:88) refers to an interesting discourse analysis by Rogers, in which
the role of the rhetorical question is highlighted.

11 Guthrie (1981:92) puts it as follows:

The apostle cannot imagine that any whose minds were not under some
external influence would have been so foolish as these Galatians. He
can only suggest somewhat ironically that they must be under some
adverse magic.
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ness.12 He shows how they are deviating from the right intentions,13 with the
emphasis on the truth of the Spirit, and not the law, being paramount.

Galatians 3:3

ou{tw" ajnovhtoi ejste, ejnarxavmenoi pneuvmati nùn sarki; ejpiteleis̀qe;

Are you so foolish? After beginning with the Spirit, are you now trying to attain
your goal by human effort? 

Rewritten as: He appeals to them not to be so foolish. After beginning with
the Spirit they should not try to attain their goal by human effort.

Type of question: Appeal first, and then statement negative

In this question the appeal introduces a new element and the ensuing state-
ment is negative. Furthermore, the two questions are impolite. First, Paul calls
them to attention. He also puts his case very strongly by violating the maxims
of quantity (a twofold question) and manner (by not being clear in his refu-
tation).14 These questions effectively point out their foolishness.

Galatians 3:4

tosaùta ejpavqete eijkh̀/; ei[ ge kai; eijkh/`.

Have you suffered so much for nothing — if it really was for nothing?

Rewritten as: They really did not suffer so much for nothing at all.

Type of question: Emphatic rhetorical interrogative

Paul uses this strong statement to emphasise that the Galatians’ suffering
should not have been in vain.15 He thus violates the maxim of manner to
demonstrate how strongly he feels about the issue.

Galatians 3:5

oJ ou\n ejpicorhgẁn uJmìn to; pneùma kai; ejnergẁn dunavmei" ejn uJmìn, ejx
e[rgwn novmou h] ejx ajkoh̀" pivstew";

12 Guthrie explains: (1981:92): “‘[W]works of law’ are works done in conformity with
law, whereas the present phrase means the kind of hearing which leads to and
is, therefore, accompanied by faith.”

13 Tolmie (2005:101) describes this question as an “accusatory rhetorical question.”
14 Tolmie (2005:103) shows that Paul does not want to reduce the power of his speech.

See also Guthrie (1981:91), who emphasises Paul’s bewilderment at their folly.
15 Guthrie (1981:93) views the question as a hypothetical argument.
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Does God give you his Spirit and work miracles among you because you
observe the law, or because you believe what you heard? 

Rewritten as: God gave them his Spirit and worked miracles among them, not
because they observed the law, but because they believed what they had heard.

Type of question: Statement

In this instance, the statement is used to emphasise that faith is the key.16

In his argument, Paul leads them to the conclusion that it is not the law that
saves, but faith in Christ.

Galatians 3:19

Tiv ou\n oJ novmo"; tẁn parabavsewn cavrin prosetevqh, a[cri" ou| e[lqh/ to;
spevrma w|/ ejphvggeltai, diatagei;" di∆ ajggevlwn ejn ceiri; mesivtou.

What, then, was the purpose of the law? It was added because of transgres-
sions until the Seed to whom the promise referred had come.

Rewritten as: He appeals to them to explain what the purpose of the law was
other than that it was added because of transgressions, until the Seed to
whom the promise referred had come.

Type of question: Appeal

This question introduces a new theme. It appeals to the audience to determine
the purpose of the law. Paul thus violates the politeness rule, because he
wants to draw their full attention.17

Galatians 3:21

oJ ou\n novmo" kata; tẁn ejpaggeliẁn ªtoù qeoùº; mh; gevnoito.

Is the law, therefore, opposed to the promises of God? Absolutely not!

Rewritten as: The law, therefore, definitely does not oppose the promises of God!

16 See Guthrie (1981:94): “The question here arises from Paul’s doctrine of God.
He could never conceive of God as being bound by law.”

17 Tolmie (2005:132) believes that Paul focuses on the purpose of the law. See also
Guthrie (1981:103). Silva (1996:177-178) explains that the emphasis on the law
as a redemptive-historical period has come to an end; the end of this period is
identified with the coming of faith, and finally, the new stage is the fullness of time.



Acta Theologica Supplementum 9 2007

155

Type of question: Emphatic rhetorical interrogative18

In this question Paul emphasises very strongly the fact that the law is not
against the promises of God. By using such a strong statement, he uses the
non-authentic question in a masterly manner.

Galatians 4:9

nùn de; gnovnte" qeovn, màllon de; gnwsqevnte" uJpo; qeoù, pẁ" ejpistrevfete
pavlin ejpi; ta; ajsqenh̀ kai; ptwca; stoiceìa oi|" pavlin a[nwqen douleuvein
qevlete;

But now that you know God — or rather are known by God — how is it that
you are turning back to those weak and miserable principles? Do you wish
to be enslaved by them all over again?

Rewritten as: Now that they know God — or rather are known by God — it
is impossible that they should turn back to weak and miserable principles
and be enslaved by them all over again.

Type of question: Statement negative19

In this instance the negative elements are emphasised. By using these non-
authentic questions, Paul exposes the weak arguments of the audience.20

He also violates the maxim of quantity by using the two questions jointly.
Drawing the audience into the argument, he attempts to expose them.

Galatians 4:15

poù ou\n oJ makarismo;" uJmẁn;

What has happened to all your joy?

Rewritten as: I appeal to you not to lose all your joy.

18 Tolmie (2005:137) refers to it as a very strong statement. Bruce (1982:180) shows
how the argument repudiates an argument that might be inferred from Paul’s
own reasoning. Silva (1996:187) explains:

What needs emphasis is that the apostle here encapsulates his assess-
ment of the law by specifying in what respect the law may be viewed
positively, and in what respect negatively.

19 See Tolmie (2005:153): “… used to convey a particular notion in a more forceful
way.” Guthrie (1981:116) emphasises Paul’s utter bewilderment, but also his
fear that apostasy is possible.

20 Lührmann (1992:83) explains that Paul emphasises the polemic.
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Type of question: Appeal

In this appeal, Paul’s bewilderment at their return to the law is clear.21 They
experienced joy with Christ; now they are returning to an empty, joyless life
under the law.

Galatians 4:16

w{ste ejcqro;" uJmẁn gevgona ajlhqeuvwn uJmìn;

Have I now become your enemy by telling you the truth?

Rewritten as: He appeals to them to accept that his telling them the truth does
not make him their enemy.

Type of question: Appeal

In this instance the break in the line of argumentation and the introduction
of a new theme are evident. Paul again violates the rule of politeness as well
as the maxim of manner by making such obscure statements. In his effort
to persuade them, he is drawing their attention to the fact that he is not their
enemy. This is not an ironical question, since Paul puts his cards on the table.

Galatians 4:21

Levgete moi, oiJ uJpo; novmon qevlonte" ei\nai, to;n novmon oujk ajkouvete;

Tell me, you who want to be under the law, are you not aware of what the
law says?

Rewritten as: It is ironical that they who want to be under the law, are not
aware of what the law says.

Type of question: Ironical interrogative 22

In this instance Paul exposes his adversaries by calling upon them to mirror
their views against their own knowledge. He uses an ironical question which
has an opposite implication, namely to show them that, although they may
think they know exactly what the law says, they are mistaken. He also vio-
lates the maxim of relation by telling them to turn to the law, which is not clearly
relevant to them because they think he is against the law.

21 Bruce (1982:210) refers to the exceptional relation between Paul and the Ga-
latians. Witherington (1998:312) states: “[W]e may assume Paul means where
has your graciousness and your willingness to be a blessing to me, and perhaps
receive one from me, gone now?

22 Tolmie (2005:171) refers to the fact that attention is drawn to the new argument.
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Galatians 4:30

ajlla; tiv levgei hJ grafhv; e[kbale th;n paidivskhn kai; to;n uiJo;n aujth̀": ouj ga;r
mh; klhronomhvsei oJ uiJo;" th̀" paidivskh" meta; toù uiJoù th̀" ejleuqevra".

But what does the Scripture say? “Get rid of the slave woman and her son,
for the slave woman’s son will never share in the inheritance with the free
woman’s son.”

Rewritten as: He appeals to them to listen to the implications of Scripture.

Type of question: Appeal 23

Paul uses this question to draw the attention of the Galatians to a new theme.
Furthermore, he violates the maxim of quantity by asking them what Scripture
states, and then quoting from it.

Galatians 5:7

jEtrevcete kalẁ" tiv" uJmà" ejnevkoyen ªth`/º ajlhqeiva/ mh; peivqesqai;

You were running a good race. Who cut in on you and kept you from obeying
the truth?

Rewritten as: They were running a good race and should not be diverted from
obeying the truth.

Type of question: Statement negative 24

In this instance, Paul violates the maxim of manner by not stating specifically
who led them astray. Furthermore, he uses this non-authentic question to
emphasise his opponents’ vanity.

Galatians 5:11

jEgw; dev, ajdelfoiv, eij peritomh;n e[ti khruvssw, tiv e[ti diwvkomai; a[ra
kathvrghtai to; skavndalon tou` staurou`.

Brothers, if I am still preaching circumcision, why am I still being persecuted?
In that case the offence of the cross has been abolished.

23 Tolmie (2005:174) interprets this as strong emphasis on the following sentence.
See also Rohde (1989:220). Guthrie (1981:126) points out: “Paul is about to
appeal to a contrast, hence ‘but’ (alla) introduces this rhetorical question.”

24 Tolmie (2005:186) describes it as “a rhetorical question to refute criticism by his
opponents.”Guthrie (1981:131) says that Paul poses the question “in order to challenge
the readers.” Dunn (1994:7) refers to a questioning of Paul’s consistency. According
to Dunn (1994:46), the cross is an obstacle for those who still refer to circumcision.
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Rewritten as: He appeals to them to realise that if he were still preaching
circumcision he should then not be persecuted anymore.

Type of question: Appeal, not self-inquiring, rhetorical interrogative 25

Paul is asking the Galatians why he is still being persecuted; he is not self-
reflecting on this issue. This would be an interesting case of self-inquiring rhe-
torical interrogatives if the context did not lead us to a different evaluation.

4. CONCLUSION
Does this research help us? To my mind it definitely does, due to the fol-
lowing reasons:

First, it provides a clearer picture of the argument in the Letter to the Ga-
latians. By providing a tool to classify the non-authentic questions in Galatians,
the difference between questions and their meaning can be described more
accurately.Tolmie (2005), for instance, classifies all non-authentic questions in
Galatians as rhetorical questions and loses some of the nuances of the im-
plications of the various questions. Cronjé (1992) also misses the finer aspects
of Paul’s persuasion by not using the new classification of non-authentic ques-
tions. This paper indicated the potential of classifying and establishing the
implications of the questions.

Secondly, it explains Paul’s methods of persuasion. By classifying the ques-
tions, the way in which Paul uses persuasion in Galatians can be described
in more exact terms.

Thirdly, it creates new interpretations.

What are the implications? Paul is so bound by the gospel that he has
to do his utmost to proclaim — even by violating the rule of politeness —
that the gospel is God’s good news, not to be hampered by the law.

25 Rohde (1989:222) explains that Paul is not being opportunistic. Guthrie (1981:132)
explains that Paul refers to the fact that he was persecuted, and that the readers
were aware of this.
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