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A. Setting

1. In the second hal f:

The characterization of the error noves from abstract to concrete

as we progress through the three sections.

a) 3:1-4:7 (first section) focuses on shift fromlaw to faith, fron
chil dhood to sonshi p; introduces idea of bondage.

b) 4:8-5:1 (second section) devel ops idea of bondage, with an
i npassioned interjection by Paul in 10-21, and introduces the
idea of flesh/spirit devel oped nore fully in chs. 5-6.

c) 5:2-6:10 (third section) draws two applications fromthe
flesh/spirit contrast:
1) Circuntision is not needed;
2) The sane carnal tendencies that drove the judai zers to demand

circuntision also threaten Christian life.

2. Wthin 4:8-5:1, this is the objective argunent, follow ng the
subj ective introduction (marked by second person pronouns).

3. Overvi ew.

a) 4:21, the challenge: the OT itself, and the Pentateuch in
particul ar, opposes their position. Al three steps in the
foll owi ng devel opnent (facts, interpretation, and application)
is based on Scripture: 4:22, 27, 30.

b) 4:22-23, the facts of the case, based on Gen. 15-21.
c) 4:24-27, the allegorical interpretation, based on Isa. 41-54.
d) 4:28-5:1, the application, based on Gen. 21.

B. 4:21, The Chall enge
"Tell nme, ye that desire to be under the law, do ye not hear the |aw?"
The Judai zers were trying to i npose the O | aw on the Gl ati ans, but
this very | aw opposes what they were doing! W nust be alert that just
because sonmeone can quote Scripture for their position does not nean
that it is a Scriptural position! The Judai zers | ost the forest for
the trees. They twi sted one particular portion of the the OI, the
Mosaic legislation, in a way that woul d have been i npossi bl e had they
kept in nmind the broader sweep of proni se throughout the OT.

To show the foundation of his position in the OT, Paul follows the
sane three-step procedure we should use today in Bible study:

1. bserve the facts of the text. Avoids the humani stic error of
i gnoring God's revel ati on.

2. Interpret those facts in a way consistent with other Scri pture.
Avoids the sinplistic error of treating the Bible nechanically:
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"Judas went out and hanged hinsel f. Jesus said, 'Go thou and do
li kewi se. And what thou doest, do quickly.""

Apply what you learn to your own life. Avoids the scholastic error,
the error of the natural nman who beholds his face in a gl ass and
t hen goes his way.

C. 4:22-23, The Facts of the Case, based on Gen. 15-21.
An exampl e of observation, asking, "Wat does the text say?"
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The history, Gen. 15-21.

a) 15:2, Abramis childl ess.

b) 15:5, God proni ses hi moffspring.

c) 16:1-5, Hagar conceives by Abram but Sarah is despised. NB
though this is in keeping with the custons of the tinme, it is
not God's way. This relationship is adulterous, and the tension
bet ween Sarah and Hagar is only one indication of that.

d) 16:15-16, Ishmael is born.

e) 17:15-22, God rejects Ishmael, and insists that Sarah will bear
the prom sed chil d.

f) 18:9-15, this pronise is against all reason or human
possibility.

g) 21:1-5, |Isaac is born.

These facts highlight two distinctions:

a) v.22, bond vs. free. Hagar was Sarah's slave; Sarah was a free
wonan.

b) v.23, flesh vs. promni se.
1) W know "prom se" as the ground of faith, just as law is the
ground of works, from 3: 17-22.
2) "flesh" appears only a few tines before this (cf. 3:3), but
fromthis point on, and especially in ch.5-6, it becones a
dom nant thene, enphasizi ng the neans by which one responds
to the law. The contrast here with "prom se" hel ps establish
this neaning of "flesh."
3) Contrasts between "flesh" and "promi se" in Abrahanis sons:
a> Both are well -intentioned! Abramis trying to claimthe
bl essi ng God has prom sed him

b> Fl esh rationalizes about what God can and can't do; faith
rests in the pronmse and trusts God to work it out.

c> Fl esh conpronmises God' "s |aw for the sake of society's
custons; faith foll ows what God has sai d.

c) Thus we now have a |link between faith/prom se (discussed in
detail in 3:1-4:7), and freedonf bondage (com ng under
consi derati on here).

D. 4:24-27, The Allegorical Interpretation, based on |Isa. 41-54.
Represents Interpretation, asking, "Wat does the text
mean?"
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The Herneneutical Principle.



24a is literally, "These things are all egorized." Can have

two meani ngs: either "these things" (the scriptural record

of Abrahaml s sons) are thensel ves all egorical, or they have
been interpreted allegorically by soneone.

a) What is an all egory?

1) Metaphor: cf. Rev., "without are dogs," not cani nes but
people with the noral character of dogs.

2) Allegory: an entire historical narrative that is not
intended to be taken literally, but has a hi dden neani ng.
a> Pilgrim s Progress.
b> How npbst nobderns take Genesis 1-11.
c> How covenant theol ogy takes the prophecies of Israel's

restoration throughout the OT.

b) If they are allegorical, that neans Mbses wote themto
convey this intent. Then their historical truth is of
secondary i nportance, and nay not even be there. But the
danger of this approach is clear. It discards what the
Scripture clearly says, and lets the interpreter nake it say
anyt hi ng desired.

c) To say that they have been interpreted allegorically is
quite another thing. It is sinply to claimthat people have
seen in thema figurative | esson. And that seens to be
Paul's point here, for he cites Isaiah as the basis for this
interpretation. That is, the | essons he draws from Sarah and
Hagar were al ready suggested by Isaiah. This is a sound
met hod: draw ng parallels between scripture (which does not
thereby lose its claimto historicity) and our
circunstances. lsaiah did it, and Paul builds on his
paral | el

The antecedent, v.27: Isa. 54:1. Note the train of
references in Isaiah to Abraham and Sarah. Paul picks up
just the last of these, but it is the clinax in the series,
and he seens to have all of themin m nd.

a) 41:8
1) 1-4, the Lord is sending Cyrus in conquest over the earth as
an agent of judgnent.
2) 5-7, the nations respond by stockpiling their idols, just as
we do nucl ear war heads.
3) 8-10, Israel, on the other hand, the seed of Abraham trusts
i n God.

b) 50:10-51:3. Again contrasts the faithful with the

unbelieving, but this tine brings in Sarah explicitly.

1) 50:10 calls for faith (trust) as the principle of finding
gui dance in a world of darkness.

2) 50:11 reports the futility of trusting in one's own w sdom
lighting one's own fire.

3) 51:1-3 urges theminstead to | ook to Abraham and Sarah. The
contrast with 50:11, in the light of 50:10, is explicitly a
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reference to the faith mani fested by Abraham and Sar ah.

4) Added val ue over ch.41l: now Israel is not just the seed of
Abr aham but the seed of Abraham and Sarah, and that in
respect of their faith. Those who refuse the way of faith
and kindle their own fire are distinguished fromthose who
f ol l ow Abraham and Sar ah

c) 54:1-8

Here the focus is not on the children but on the nother,

| srael, the wi fe of Yahweh.

1) v.1, which Paul quotes, recalls the surpassing bl essedness
of the desol ate over the woman who possesses the husband.

2) The identity of the two sets of children is suggested from
v.3, which contrasts Israel's children with the Gentil es.
Note that Israel's children will rule over the Gentil es.

3) Who are the two wonen alluded to in v.1? Seens to be yet
anot her extensi on of the Abrahani Sarah i nage. At | east, Paul
clearly takes it this way. In this case, we now bring in the
"married wife," Hagar. (She is a wife; Sarah's desol ati on
was clear fromthe nockery she received from Hagar in Gen.
16.)

d) Thus |sai ah has already established the foll owi ng poi nts of
t he i nage:
1) Sarah as nother of the believers (ch.51): faith/works
contrast.
2) Conpari son between Sarah's seed and Hagar's (ch. 54)
3) Rule of Sarah's seed over Hagar's (54:3): freedom bondage
contrast.

Paul ' s devel opnent of the inmagery, 24-26.

a) "Two covenants." cf. 3:17: Abraham (continued in the New),
and Si nai .

b) "Gendereth to bondage." Cf. Exod. 21:4. Children of sl aves
are sl aves.

c) v.25, "this Agar" is clearly reference to her nane, not
here. Paul is saying that in Arabia, they use the nane
"Hagar" to refer to Munt Sinai.

d) "answereth,"” "lines up with." Paul is setting up a point by
poi nt conpari son:

Hagar Sar ah

Mosai ¢ Covenant Abr aham c, New Covenant
Mount Si nai [ Mount Zi on]

Present Jerusal em Jer usal em above
Chi l dren i n Bondage Chi l dren Free

e) The last is the point that he wi shes to enphasi ze: the
destiny of Abraham s legitimte children, the children of
prom se, is freedom not bondage. Back to v.9: why return to

4



bondage?

E. 4:28-5:1, The Application, based on Gen. 21.
The third step of Bible study: "What does it nean to ne?"

Two sorts of conflict ari se between believers and unbeli evers,
conditioned in each case on the contrasts between them The two
contrasts considered originate in 4:22-23. The basic scripture here is
CGCen. 21.

1. 4:28,29, the flesh/spirit-prom se contrast (cf. 4:23)
a) W are the spirit/prom se side, like |Isaac and unli ke
I shmael .
b) Gen. 21:8-9,
1) |Ishmael nocked | saac.
2) Motive: realized that he could no | onger count on being the
hei r.
3) Recall Gal. 4:17-18. Unbelievers envy us, and it is from
this envy that persecution springs.
c) Concl usion: W should expect persecution fromthe fl esh
si de.

2. 4:30,31, the bond/free contrast (cf. 4:22)
a) W are the children of the free, not of the sl ave.
b) Gen. 21:10

3. 5:1, Leads to an inperative:
a) Christ has nade us free. This was the whol e point of 4:4-5.
b) Stand fast in that liberty. Like a soldier guarding the
fort. Don't | eave your post!
c) Don't take back the yoke of bondage under which you once
| abored. Don't slip back into thinking that by keeping the
Il aw you can satisfy God and earn his favor.

Hym: "And Can it Be"



