
GALATIANS 1-4 RECAP PART 2 

 

1. The Back-Story of Galatians (Origin, Occasion, Theme): 

1.1. The origin of the Galatian letter is the Apostle Paul (1:1) writing to churches in the Galatian region (1:2) while on his way to 
Jerusalem Council from his home church in Antioch in 49 A.D. There were least 4 cities where Paul had planted churches within the 
Galatian region: Psidian Antioch, Iconium, Lystra, Derbe. They were planted during Paul’s first missionary journey (Act 13-14). This 
and the book of Revelation are the only books in the NT specifically addressed to multiple churches (1:2 – “To the churches of 
Galatia”).  

1.2. The occasion which prompted Paul to write this letter was the outbreak of a false gospel message that had infected the Galatian 
churches and was now at pandemic levels. The false gospel message was a distortion of Jesus’ and Paul’s gospel (1:7-9). This 
message however was not promoting a works-based salvation1. Nobody in the bible ever promoted a works-based salvation-even 
the Pharisees (e.g. Luk 5:21). What the Pharisees did promote was the observance of the OC clean laws as still necessary to 
justification. Even the Pharisees converted to Christianity in the Jerusalem church saw things this way (Act 15:5).  These are what 
historically have been referred to as the “Judaizers”, a term taken from Galatians (see 2:14 – “live like Jews” = VIoudai<zw  = to 
judaize, to make Jewish converts through observance of the OC clean laws which also served as identity markers –see also Est 8:17). 
Christ however is our clean law/justification under the NC (1Jo 1:9) demonstrating both the deficiency and danger of the OC clean 
laws for such things now (2:15-16, 5:4). This was then the false gospel message infecting the Galatian churches. This also is what Paul 
means by his use of the phrase, “works of the law” or “the law” throughout the letter (2:15-16, 5:4, 6:11-15).  Unfortunately, the 
Galatian churches were not the only ones infected by this false gospel form of justification – it had also infected the Jerusalem 
church (2:11-12 = Peter was the “carrier” of the disease!).  Combined these churches represented no less than 70% of the churches 
in existence, spanned a geographical area of over 600 miles and plagued the majority of Paul’s ministry (i.e. from at least 49 – 60 
A.D. based on the accounts found in Romans, 57 A.D. [Rom 3:20-31]; and Philippians, 60 A.D. [Phi 3:1-9]).2  

1.3. Galatians therefore represents Paul’s first attempt to deal with this false gospel problem within the churches. As such the 
theme/title of this particular letter is Getting The Gospel Right (GTGR). This then also represents the goal of his instruction (Rom 
15:4). However, the strategy Paul employs to accomplish his goal is not a rehashing of the gospel ‘s historical facts (as has become 
popular today when considering this theme). It was instead to establish principles that would function as a set of timeless “checks 
and balances” for the Church in her endeavor to determine and defend the true gospel message. 

2. Principles related to GTGR: 

(#s 1-8) DISCUSSED (outline pts 2.1.-2.8.; verses 1:1-2:14) 

2.9. (#9) GTGR entails not only gaining our justification through Christ alone but also maintaining it through faithful obedience to 
Christ alone (2:15-21). 

Paul’s endorsement of Christ alone as the only required clean law for justification (15-16) was not - at the same time, a license for 
sin (i.e. hypocrisy) or living without the commands of God (i.e. antinomianism). If Christ were to benefit anyone, it would mean not 
only repentance and faith in Him, but also a life committed to obeying all of God’s commands (17-20; Heb 5:9). In other words, our 
justified state is not immutable, we must maintain by faithfulness, what we gained by faith (Jam 2:14-26; 1Co 10:1-12; Gal 5:4). The 
soteriological paradigm of “gain and maintain” that Paul establishes in these verses function as a form of table of contents for the 
entire book (1:1-2:16, 3:1-4:31 = gain; 2:17-21, 5:1-6:18 = maintain). 

GTGR has therefore always required an understanding of “gain and maintain” (e.g. Exo 24:1-8 w/1Pe 1:1-2; Amo 5:20-27; Deu 29:18-
20 w/Heb 10:19-30). For several erroneous and unbiblical reasons, the evangelical gospel (of today) has rejected the “maintain” 
aspect of the gospel: 

2.9.1. Their view of immutable justification. 

In other words, once a person receives the justification found through faith in Christ, it cannot be forfeited/lost. Such thinking seems 
to be the influence of Baptist/Anabaptist theology going back at least as far as the 17th century:   

“God doth continue to forgive the sins of those that are justified, and …they can never fall from the state of justification…” (1689 
London Baptist Confession of Faith, 11.5) 

                                                           
1 “In the final analysis the only way any person is ever justified before God is by works. We are saved by works and works alone…(In this sense) The 
grounds of our justification is the works of Christ and Christ alone.” –RC Sproul (www.youtube.com/watch?v=p1n214d8XQo). 

2 Knowing that such a threat to the true gospel could exist this early in the church gives perspective as to what our expectations should be today 
(Act 20:28-29; 1Ti 4:1ff; 2Ti 3:1ff; 2Pe 2:1-2; Jud 3-4). 

 



 

2.9.2. Their belief that Paul stood against the Law (and therefore anything related to “keeping/maintaining the rules”). 

Paul (however) was not opposed to the Law, but the Law under its Old Covenant Administration: 

AGAINST       FOR 

Administration Law Application Administration Law  Application 
Old  
Covenant 

Clean Works of the Law 
(Gal 2; Rom 3) 

New Covenant Clean Faith in Christ (Gal 
2; Rom 3) 

 Moral w/o  HS power 
(Rom 7) 

 Moral w/Holy Spirit 
power (Rom 8,13) 

 

2.9.3. Their fixation with Luther’s Law-Gospel dichotomy. 

As discussed in the past, Luther’s view of the Law - as only negative and diametrically opposed to the Gospel, may be the biggest 
reason Protestants are so uncomfortable with the Law even today.  

“The entire Scripture of God is divided into two parts: commandments [Law] and promises [Gospel].” The basic distinction is 
straightforward: the Law tells us what we ought to do [its purpose is to condemn]; the Gospel tells us what God has given [its 
purpose is to forgive and save]. There is no one so stupid that he does not recognize how definite this distinction between Law and 
grace is…Law is everything that proclaims something about sin and God’s wrath (whereas Gospel, God’s promise of salvation)” – 
Martin Luther (The Freedom of the Christian; Formula of Concord, Solid Declaration). 

2.9.4. Their ignorance regarding our (not the Holy Spirit’s) obligation and ability to faithfully keep the Law. 

As it relates to our obligation = (1Co 7:19; Rom 8:12-14); As it relates to our ability = (Rom 8:4, 15-17). 

2.10. (#10) GTGR means understanding that justification gained by faith alone is supported by historical proof, precedent and 
prophecy (3:1-14). 

Paul is flabbergasted by the lack of logical thought currently being exercised by the Galatians (1) and demands that they begin 
thinking logically if they are to discern their way back to the true gospel.  As such he uses all 4 laws of logic to engage and challenge 
their current position (Law of Identity = 1; Law of Non-Contradiction = 2-4; Law of Excluded Middle = 5-6; Law of Rational Inference = 
7). What this tells us is that though the gospel is clear, it is not simple. It is also demonstrates that the spiritual things are discerned 
through the intellect not the emotions. GTGR takes using the spirit (i.e. the intellectual minds) that God has given us and putting 
them to work (Rom 12:2). This is what makes us different than the animals—and allows us to have dominion over them and this 
world. This is also why we are commanded to live in contrast to the animal kingdom – lest we be eternally destroyed (Jud 10).  

2.11. (#11) GTGR means understanding the purpose and place of the “works of the law” (WOTL) (3:15-24). 

Never was it God’s intention to replace faith as the means to gaining justification (or a right standing with Him). That precedent was 
set with Abraham when God made covenant with him and gave him the promises. In other words, God permanently established 
faith as the way to receiving the promises. Those promises however, were ultimately made to Abe’s single offspring – Jesus Christ 
(15-16). The WOTL (i.e. the clean laws – circumcision, etc) were only meant to be a temporary placeholder –or foster parent (i.e. 
“guardian”) until His arrival and atoning work were complete (17-19, 24). Though the relevance of these verses may be lost on us 
today, Paul’s explanation in them would have been crucial to Christian Jews –especially those in Jerusalem (including Peter and 
James). If they were to be convinced, then it would mean seeing how the biblical theology remained consistent through the purpose 
and place of the WOTL – and most especially its removal. In other words, being able to see that the mechanics of the gospel 
remained the same through God’s redemptive plan was an important test to GTGR for Christians in Paul’s day (hence why Paul says 
what he does to Tim in 2Ti 1:13). Unfortunately this is not the case for those today who believe the OT teaches a works-based 
salvation (and the NT, a faith or non works-based salvation) since these two are in complete antithesis!3  

2.12. (#12) GTGR means understanding the biblical doctrine of adoption (3:25-4:7). 

The response of Jewish Christians to Paul’s explanation in the prior verses (15-24), would have most certainly centered on the issue 
of son-ship since Paul also makes it clear that such privilege is only granted to those who possess faith in Christ (26). “Were not the 
Jews already the sons of God (and “Abraham’s offspring” – v29)?” Paul therefore ties up this redemptive “loose end” through his 
teaching on the doctrine of adoption: though the Jews were sons (and “heirs”), their share in God’s special inheritance (i.e. payment 
justification and the gift of the Holy Spirit) was withheld until the coming/work of Christ. As such, their son-ship under the OC 
functioned more like babies or slaves – a part of God’s household yet unable to enjoy all its blessings (1-7). This understanding of the 
doctrine of adoption is not only different than how we tend to use the term today, but immensely important to GTGR. It warns us of 
any theological system (i.e. biblical theology) which claims that the inheritance/blessings/promises will not be realized until 2nd 
advent (e.g. Dispensationalism)–since according to Paul, this again was realized during Christ’s 1st advent (4a – “But when the 
fullness of time had come” = when the time for fulfillment of the OT promises had come… “God sent His Son, born of a woman” = 
the time of fulfillment was Christ’s 1st advent. See also Eph 1:7-11).      

                                                           
3 For those that attempt to push the works-based concept through the Scriptures as its consistent trajectory (e.g. RC Sproul), the inevitable result is 
antinomianism. 


