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Lesson I 

The Occasion of the Argument 

 

1. Paul does not simply argue against the slowness of apprehension of the Galatians. Says 

Calvin: “other churches had been subjected to the same temptations and they had stood. 

Had they lent an ear to the tale of imposters, do we imagine that he would have treated 

them with greater gentleness?” 

2. Paul censures these Galatian churches severely. He is even rather harsh on them. It was a 

bit grating to the senses. He is severely rigorous in this letter. He is not arbitrarily so, nor 

does he display any bitterness toward the Galatians, yea, not even in one syllable. Yet, his 

censure is strong. The reason: 

a. They had let themselves be drawn aside from the right course by excessive 

gullibleness and credulity. 

b. It was a gullibleness that urged them on in lightness and folly, frivolity and 

inconstancy. They lacked the proper thoughtfulness, steadiness, and sobriety. 

c. Paul wonders who had charmed them, bewitched them, put the hodo eye on them; 

evidently they had been charmed as snakes are by their charmers. They believed those 

false teachers who claimed that we are not saved merely by grace through faith, but 

that we are justified before God by deeds of law that we perform. 

 

The Chain of Argument Touches on the Following Points: 

 

1. In Chapters 1 and 2 Paul maintains the authority of his apostleship, except at the end of 

Chapter 2. Here the Apostle touches already on the main point of this letter, to wit, the 

question of the justification of the sinner. And here Paul makes this great and good 

confession of how he through law has died unto law that he might live unto God. See 

Galatians 2:14-20. The reasons for maintaining the authority is as follows: 

a. Not that he is at all concerned about his own person and prestige and personal honor. 

This would be nothing but small, childish peevishness. Nor was it that the other 

apostles had in any way spoken so that Paul had to assert his office over against them. 

b. Paul is concerned about his office as an Apostle in order that the truth of the Gospel 

as preached by him may retain credibility in the minds of the believers in Galatia. Not 

Paul’s vain honor, but the truth of the Gospel is at stake. Hence, the truth that Paul is 

a real Apostle, second to none, must stand! Compare Galatians 1:6-9.  

c. The Imposter (preachers under false pretense) had come to the churches pretending to 

represent the real Gospel, and that, too, in the name of what they had been instructed 

in Jerusalem by other Apostles. They prated with such illustrious names as John, 

Peter, and James. Forsooth, an old trick! 

d. Over against this all, Paul: 

(1) Does not simply deny the charges of these imposters. He is not merely negative. 



(2) But he claims that he is equal to any of the Apostles. None of the Apostles added 

anything to him. They simply heard him and gave him the right hand of 

fellowship. This is the death-blow to all false boasting in the other Apostles, the 

playing them out over against Paul. 

2. In the Chapters 2 till 4:31 Paul takes up the question of the ceremonies and works 

(deeds) proper in their relationship to the truth of the Promise of the Gospel. 

a. His argument is, that, if ceremonies have not any power to justify us before God, then 

their observance is unnecessary! (Gal. 2:14-21) 

b. The ceremonies are viewed consistently by the Apostle as “works of law” which are 

alleged to be the ground of justification. Paul here speaks of first principles and not 

simply of incidental trivials. 

c. Paul points out the impossibility of the tenet of justification by works of law by 

showing what “The Scripture” saith. This he does in a concise and masterful way in 

Gal. 3:1 – 4:31. He who grasps this argument of Paul and assimilates it by faith in his 

soul has assimilated the key to the understanding of the Scriptures! Either we accept 

this interpretation and the Scriptures are an open book to us, or else we will ever be 

like those who learn and never come to the knowledge of the truth. Compare Acts 

13:27 and II Tim. 3:7.  

3. In chapter 5 Paul exhorts the churches on the basis of the teaching, the positive, basic 

considerations of chapters 2:14 to 4:31. His great watch-word to them is: to stand fast! 

They must stand fast in the liberty wherewith Christ has made them free. 

a. We may not allow our consciences to become ensnared by men, who would place us 

under law!  Chapter 5:1-12 

b. However, liberty must not be confused with license. Here the argument is essentially 

the same as that given in Romans 6 and 7. 

4. The argument is concluded by sundry exhortations to walk in godliness of thankfulness. 

Galatians 6. 

 

QUESTIONS 

 Where do we find this Galatian church located geographically? In which Missionary 

journeys did Paul evidently preach the Gospel to them? Did Paul preach to them after other 

Apostles had first brought them the Gospel? Compare Romans 15:17-20. What do we read about 

Paul’s preaching the gospel to the Galatians in Acts 13-16? Why did the enemies of the Gospel 

of the Cross attack Paul’s apostleship? Did Paul more often need to defend his apostleship? Does 

Scripture permit a sharp rebuke by God’s ministers? Titus 1:13. When the flock of God is 

endangered in their faith, may not a minister appear rude? II Tim. 1:7-9. 

 

Lesson II 

The Salutation and Benediction to the Galatians 

 

THE SALUTATION: 

1. First of all, this is a salutation by Paul. He employs his Roman name and not that of the 

Jew, the son of the tribe of Benjamin. Compare the transition of this use of the name in 

Acts 13:2 and 13:13. He began to be called “Paul” after his first Missionary journey. In 

this salutation Paul includes “all the brethren who are with him.” The tacit implication on 

the part of Paul is that these brethren all stand with him in his doctrine, and that, too, in 



spite of the evil teachers. This should give credence to Paul in the mind of the Galatian 

saints. Hence, their greetings are included. It was more than a mere formality. 

2. Paul underscores the nature and origin of his apostleship. This apostleship: 

a. It is not from men. The source of it is not at all in human choice. This is proven by 

the facts of history. 

Nor is it through the agency of men. He was not chosen by lot, nor by a vote of the 

congregation. Then too he would be called by God. Not directly. 

b. But Paul says it was through Jesus Christ. He was called personally by Jesus Himself, 

who is the Christ. See Acts 9:4-6; 22:14-16; 26:16-18; Romans 1:1. And for the proof 

of his apostleship see I Cor. 15:10, 11; II Cor. 10:7-10; 11:5, 6; 12:11, 12; Gal. 1:17-

22; I Tim. 2:6, 7. 

3. To the Churches of Galatia: 

a. Evidently more than one church there. 

b. Each individual church was to read this letter. They were guilty. The fires of error had 

reached out into more than one congregation. It was a great and profound suffering 

for Paul. 

4. Questions: Is Paul motivated by sound considerations in so vigorously defending his 

apostleship? Who tried to make him out as a “second-rate” apostle? What was the 

strategy of Satan in this all? Is it bad ethics to bring a minister’s and elder’s office (not to 

be confused with reputation) into question? What is the apostolicity of the church? How 

would the “apostolicity” of the church be affected if Paul were a second-rate apostle, 

inferior to the other apostles as the enemies of the truth of the Gospel alleged? 

 

THE BENEDICTION: 

1. The apostle here immediately fixed all the attention of the readers upon Christ. Had they 

really fully appreciated the redemption in Christ, they would not have fallen a prey to the 

deceiving preachers. Says Calvin, “the best remedy for purifying our minds from any 

kinds of errors or superstitions, is to keep in remembrance our relation to Christ, and the 

benefits which he has conferred upon us.” This Paul very masterfully brings to their 

minds already in this “benediction.” 

2. The specific content of this benediction is: 

a. Grace and peace! Paul wishes the church a state and condition of friendship with 

God. “Grace” is the source, it is the general and all-inclusive gift. “Peace” is the 

tranquil fruit of the grace of the Holy Spirit. It is the “peace” which is ours by grace 

being justified simply out of faith. Compare Galatians 5:22. 

b. All grace and peace must come to us in and through Christ. He has received the 

Spirit. All things were given Him from God the Father. And thus “grace” and “peace” 

come to us from God. He is their source. Hence, “from God, the Father.” 

3. The specific emphasis in this “benediction” of what Christ has done for us as the basis of 

grace and peace! 

a. “He gave Himself in behalf of our sins.” This is the central truth of the Gospel at 

stake here in these Christian Churches. The very foundation is at stake! If this is 

gone all is lost! The Covenant mercies of God, His sure mercies to David. 

b. Hence, these brief phrases convey a doctrine of vast importance. The implication is 

that no other satisfaction can lawfully and rightly be brought into comparison with 

that sacrifice of Himself, which Christ offered on the Cross! Hence, that in Christ 



alone all our atonement must be sought, and that manner of the redemption (John 

3:16, I John 3:1) ought to excite our highest admiration. 

c. “That he might pluck us out of this present evil world.” 

In the phrase “that he might pluck us…” we have the purpose and design of Christ’s 

death for us. The verse in Greek is “to pluck out.” This strikes the “keynote” of the 

Epistle. The Gospel is rescue, an emancipation from the state (legal-bondage) sin. 

See 4:9, 31; 5:1, 13. 

(1) The phrase “from this present evil world” (age) is added to show that redemption 

is not out of God’s creatures of bodily life (dualism) but out of corruption and 

depravity which proceeds from sin! It further emphasizes that evil is 

everywhere present in this world and all of its history – apart from the Cross! It is 

the Cross of Jesus alone that towers o’er the wrecks of time. 

d. “According to His will.” 

(1) Paul points out the original fountain of grace! It is: the purpose of God! Says 

Calvin, “he did not say according to the command, but according to the will, that 

is, according to the good-pleasure of the Father.” 

(2) We should observe “that Paul is accustomed to represent the decree of God as 

setting aside all compensations or merit on the part of men, and so ‘will’ denotes 

here what is commonly called the ‘good-pleasure.’” Theophylact. Compare 

Ephesians 1:1-13. 

(3) The sense is that Christ died for us not because we were worthy, or because 

anything done by us moved Him to act, but because such was the purpose of God. 

Thus Paul insists on the dispensation of grace, which was assailed by false 

teachers. 

e. “To whom be glory forever.” 

(1) This is an outburst of praise and thanksgiving, whereby Paul intends to awaken in 

his readers in a powerful manner the contemplation of the gift of God. In this 

manner he would more fully prepare their minds for receiving the instruction in 

this letter. For similar outbursts of praise see Romans 7:25, 9:5, 11:36; II Cor. 

9:15 and Eph. 3:20. 

(2) This glory is contrasted with the present “evil age.” It is enduring. It never ends. 

Compare Eph. 2:2-7 where the contrast is made very strong between this present 

world and the “ages to come.” 

4. Questions: May we say that God’s good-pleasure is the “heart of the Gospel”? What 

does Luke 12:32 teach was to the Gospel-comfort of the “Good-pleasure”? Is it possible 

to almost identify God’s good-pleasure in His people with His love? Is this comforting? 

Why is this doctrine so opposed throughout the ages? 

 

Lesson III 

The Wound in the Life of the Galatians Laid Bare 

Gal. 1:6-9 

 

1. In a masterful way the sense of this passage is paraphrased by J. B. Lightfoot as follows: 

“I marvel that ye are so ready to revolt from God Who called you, so reckless in 

abandoning the dispensation of grace for a different Gospel. A different Gospel, did I 



say? Nay, it is not an other. Only certain men are shaking your allegiance, attempting to 

pervert the Gospel of Christ…” 

Incidentally, this is the sole instance where Paul omits to express his thanksgiving in 

addressing any church! 

2. Notice the following details in verses 6 and 7: 

a. That Paul’s rebuke is administered! It is administered in a very tactful manner. He 

says “I marvel,” I stand amazed at what has happened to you Galatians; he marvels at 

their conduct in the light of what had been proclaimed to them. Notice that, although 

his rebuke is indeed against these Galatians, it is nonetheless strongest against the 

false teachers! 

b. That we ought to be always fully and deeply aware of the fact, that to follow false 

teachings means a removal from Christ Himself! The term “to be removed” is the 

translation of the Greek term which means “to turn renegade.” It is a term used (1) 

desertion or revolt, (2) of a change in religion, philosophy of morals. See I Kings 

21:25. It means to become a political “turncoat.” The Galatians were turned renegade 

after a teaching which rejected the very heart of the Gospel, which would lead to a 

rejection of every truth of salvation. It left nothing but an imaginary Christ! 

c. Paul cites the following particulars which underscore the reason for his amazement: 

(1) He insists that the matter is very serious. It is not simply a matter of “theological 

opinion” but it was a question of deserting Christ. It was revolt in its deepest 

logic. It is a dreadful and heinous sin! 

(2) The element that these Galatians so soon revolted. Paul no more than had his back 

turned and they fell into this dreadful relapse. Not that if this had happened later it 

would have been justified. 

(3) Paul lays bare the real nature of the teaching of these false teachers. 

a. They do not bring another Gospel; it is not another species of the same kind 

of Gospel. They have nothing to bring that saves. They simply deeply 

“trouble” and take away all your peace, destroying the very foundations. They 

are simply wicked deceivers through and through. Their teaching is nothing 

but a mass of confusion and destruction. 

b. Hence, they simply come to trouble you. They are heretics, who are 

condemned of themselves. Titus 3:10, 11. 

3. Concerning the verses 8 and 9 we wish to remark the following: 

a. That the “moods” of the verbs in these two verses should be noticed. In verse 8 we 

have a mood which speaks of objective possibility – with respect to the preaching of 

both Paul and the angels. The matter of preaching something false in their case is 

possible, yet highly improbable! But should this improbably happen to Paul, the 

anathema would fall upon him. In verse 9 we have a condition of fact expressed. It is 

a fact that actually occurred, was occurring, by the false teachers, and thus the 

anathema was falling upon them. Let the Galatians make short work with these evil 

teachers! 

b. The case is therefore tremendously serious. Does not the Bible end with that solemn 

warning to all who preach the word. Compare Rev. 22:18, 19. Compare the part of 

angels in the bringing of the Word. Hebrews 1:14. What happened to Satan, an angel 

created good. See also I Cor. 9:16. 



4. Questions: Is there ever a proper time for “revolt” from Christ’s Word of the Gospel? 

Are there men and women who read the Bible diligently and yet do not understand its 

message? What does the parable of the sower teach us concerning the need of heeding the 

Gospel properly? Why could Paul not spare “false-teachers.” What does Titus 3:10, 11 

teach us concerning the “sincerity” of a heretic? Is there a distinction between a “heresy” 

and a “heretical statement”? Will a tender conscience will to reject a heretical statement? 

What happens if we will not reject a heretical statement? What is the chief matter for 

judging one’s part in the kingdom – doctrine or life. Can one be upright in life without 

being pure in doctrine? Is a moralist not a Christian? What do you think of the following 

reasoning: 1. A Christian lives a morally clean life. 2. The moralist lives a morally clean 

life. 3. Hence, a Christian and a moralist have something “good” common to them? Is this 

“common grace” in the moralist? Is the following syllogism right or wrong: 1. To live a 

clean moral life is Christianity. 2. A moralist lives a clean moral life. 3. A moralist is a 

Christian. If this latter is wrong, wherein is it erroneous? 

 

Lesson IV 

The Gospel Preached by Paul Not According to Man 

Galatians 1:10-17 

 

1. In the verses 10 and 11 Paul shows that he may indeed confidently boast concerning his 

preaching. He is able thus to boast for he has a good conscience toward God; he has not 

been prompted in his preaching by false ambition or flattery or any similar low desires; in 

no way has he accommodated himself to men. Acts 23:1 and 24:16. 

a. In the phrase “For do I now persuade men or God?” and “or do I please men” we 

should notice the following: 

(1) That Paul is not speaking here of the subject of his preaching. He does not mean 

to say: I preached Christ and not men! He does not mean to deny that he was a 

humanist, preaching that man is his own savior. 

(2) He is speaking here of his own motive. His motive is not to be a man-pleaser, 

given to eye-service. The enemies charged Paul with a policy of conciliation. But 

that is not true. Paul in good conscience only strove to be well-pleasing to God. 

See II Corinthians 5:11. Being made manifest to God is to be made manifest to 

the consciences of those hearing him. The term persuade used here in the Greek 

frequently signifies “to obtain by treaty” or “to endeavor obtaining the friendship 

and good-will of another.” Thus Matthew 28:14. Compare Paul’s warning against 

being men-pleasers in Ephesians 6:6, Col. 3:22. Such Paul was not. Hence, he 

stands strong in his boast. 

b. This boast the false teachers could not repeat. All these did was trying to be well-

pleasing to men. They tried to flatter the fundamental pride of man that he can save 

himself, be justified by deeds of law that he performs. They do not make their boast 

in the Lord, but in men, numbers, numerical strength. 

2. In the verses 12-14 Paul advances the far stronger argument. Paul is not the author of 

the Gospel, but simply has faithfully delivered what he had received from God. 

Notice the following: 

a. In verse 12 Paul affirms very strongly that he received the Gospel directly from God. 

He was not taught by any who were Apostles before him. He received the Gospel by 



revelation, special revelation from Christ. See II Cor. 12:1-10; Ephesians 3:1-13. 

Jesus Christ had removed the covering from the eyes of Paul’s heart, and had made 

known unto him very accurately the facts of the Gospel. Paul is a very exact preacher. 

Compare II Cor. 5:16. Paul knows no one according to the flesh. See also I Cor. 11:23 

where Paul received instructions concerning the Lord’s table directly from the Lord. 

Such was the grace given unto him. Compare I Cor. 3:3-10. 

b. Since Paul did not attempt to please men he can boast in what he preached. He did not 

receive his Gospel from men, nor through the agency of men, and no man can take 

the message and the apostleship from him. 

3. The verses 13-24 are the “record” of Paul’s life as it pertains to the question of his being 

an Apostle and also concerning the truth that he does not please men, but God. It is a 

clear record. It speaks wholly in the favor of Paul’s being a chosen vessel, separated by 

God unto the ministry of reconciliation.  

a. The record before Paul’s conversion – before the Son was revealed in him in all of 

his life, striving and teaching. Verses 13, 14. 

(1) He persecuted the church of God. 

(2) Was exceedingly zealous of the traditions of the fathers. He was in the class of 

these false teachers. He never returned to it. How this fact of what Paul formerly 

was and now is never leaves the consciousness of Paul in all his labors is attested 

by what we read in Acts 7:58; 8:1-3; 9:1-30; 22:3-21; 26:9-20; I Tim. 1:11-16. 

b. The record after Paul’s conversion. 

(1) It was the good-pleasure of God that revealed Christ in Paul. According to this 

good-pleasure Paul was separated from his mother’s womb unto the Gospel. It is 

the same good-pleasure according to which Christ died for us; the good-pleasure 

which is the heart of the Church, the cor ecclesia. Verse 15, 16. Compare Jer. 1:4-

6; Isaiah 49:1-7; Romans 1:1. 

(2) He is the Apostle to the Gentiles. Paul did not confer with flesh and blood, but 

went into Arabia from Damascus and returned thither to preach the Word. Later 

he went to Jerusalem and saw only Peter and James. Compare Acts 9:26, 27. He 

remained 14 days in Jerusalem and from there he went via Caesarea to the region 

of Syria and Cilicia. (Confer your map). This was near to Tarsus, the city of 

Paul’s birth. This visit to Jerusalem was so private that the people in Jerusalem 

only later heard that “he that once persecuted us now preacheth the faith of which 

he once made havoc, and they glorified God in me.” 

4. Questions: Is Paul here boasting with a proper boast? Is it a lofty motive that prompts 

him? Did Paul learn the Gospel by painful study and hard labor? Or did it flash upon him 

suddenly and did he then learn to know the facts from the lips of Christ while in Arabia? 

Would such a teaching make a lasting impression, giving great strength of conviction? 

Was there any preparation in Paul’s earlier training in Jewry under Gamaliel and what he 

received from Christ? What must we say as to the spiritual affinity of both? Phil 3:1-21. 

Why did Paul in the all-wise providence of God have to walk the way of self-

righteousness by works of law to the very end before the grace of Christ was revealed in 

him. Compare Phil 3:7-12 and I Tim. 1:16. 
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