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• The central thesis  
o “[T]he major obstacles to finding coherence in Paul’s ideas that scholars have stumbled against 

throughout much of the 20th century can be sufficiently removed once one reads Paul—the whole of 
Paul, not just this or that restricted motif—in the light of Stoicism and the ancient ethical tradition 
generally” (p. 1)  

• The fourfold thesis  
o Historical 

 The ethical models employed by the Stoics in their writings and by Paul in his letters are 
fundamentally identical  

o Exegetical 
 A reading of the Pauline corpus which is sufficiently steeped in Stoicism will reveal solutions 

to long-standing interpretive problems  
• Questions of conceptual coherence  
• Relationship between “indicative” and “imperative” components 

o The use of parenesis: the indicative state is presupposed, and believers are 
exhorted to actualize or maintain it 

o Hermeneutical 
 The Stoic classifications of “substantive” and “cognitive” may be applied to determine what 

portions of Paul may be legitimately inhabited by the modern interpreter, and what must be 
permanently assigned to the world of the first century    

o Theological 
 Paul believed his cosmology to be intellectually comprehensible and accessible to all   

• Foundational approaches  
o The isolation of philosophical topoi (Abraham Malherbe) 

 What it got right: the identification of shared motifs between the moral philosophers and 
Paul  

 What can be better: Malherbe and others failed to recognize the more fundamental, 
overarching epistemological connections between the philosophers and Paul  

o The application of social history and sociological theory (Gerd Theissen; Wayne Meeks; Bruce J. Malina; 
Dale Martin) 

 What it got right: the analysis of the cultural composition and practices of the various 
Pauline communities; interest in practices in addition to abstract ideas 

 What can be better: Meeks’ decided distrust of ideas; Malina’s and Martin’s respective 
marginalizations of the “self” in their warnings against anachronism     

o The demolition of traditional biases and misconceptions concerning Second Temple Judaism (E.P. 
Sanders; Heikki Raisanen; Krister Stendhal) 

 What it got right: the elimination of inaccurate, negative, and potentially dangerous 
stereotypes of ancient Judaism which had persisted for centuries, as well as the old portrait 
of Paul’s agony over the hopelessness of fulfilling the Law leading him to a new solution in 
Christ; the placement of Paul’s work within an entirely Jewish matrix      

 What can be better: the view of Paul’s integration or understanding of the Law as 
inconsistent or incoherent    

•  The model and its applications 

 
 
 
 



o General Key 
• I: the stage at which individuals perceive of themselves as such, and seek to fulfill 

their own desires   
• X: an entity which causes a change in self-identity; distinct from the individual and 

yet related, so that the individual may feel a kind of unity with or possession by it  
• S: the stage at which individuals continue to perceive of themselves as such, but 

also as members of a corporate group and thus dedicated to the fulfillment of the 
needs and wants of that group 

• Before/Below vs. Now/After/Above: before/below are negative; 
now/after/above are positive 

• Downward arrows represent an explanation, not an action (i.e., the X entity is 
static)  

o The model for Stoics 
 X represents reason (the grasp of the substance and content of the good)  
 S represents oikeiosis: the extension of one’s concerns to encompass the entire world  
 Reflects the often-overlooked communal aspects of Stoic ethics (although these did not 

result in the establishment of actual communities as in Paul) 
 Progression from I-state to S-state characterized as progression from childlike ignorance to 

mature perfection; a superior form of living       
o The model for Paul 

 X represents “God and Christ” 
 Emphasis upon corporate membership—Paul’s missionary activity was clearly marked by the 

creation of communal congregations 
 Progression from I-state to S-state characterized as progression from childlike ignorance to 

mature perfection; a superior form of living     
• Philippians, Galatians, and Romans: problems and potential solutions 

o Philippians 
 Paul’s account of his calling, and the themes of joy and suffering and self-sufficiency, all  

reflect the I-X portion of the I-X-S model 
 Modern scholarship has correctly identified the letter as “an exercise in community 

formation,” but it has failed to explain how this was accomplished (“in light of the I-X-S 
model”; p. 128) 

o Galatians 
 Paul’s references to “being dead to one thing and living for another” are based upon “self-

identification and the normative force that goes with seeing oneself as either this or that”  (p. 
155) 

 To be justified is to proceed through the I-X-S model in its entirety  
o Romans 

 The argument of Rom. 1:18-3:20 identifies the principal problem of humanity as the failure 
to abandon the I-position  

 Rom. 7:7-25, with its demonstration that the Jewish Law, while excellent, is still susceptible to 
the Greek concept of akrasia (lack of self-control), shows both Jews and Greeks that Christ is 
required in order to leave the I-position and move to the S-position 

• Notable critiques 
o Arbitrary selection of Pauline texts 

 1-2 Corinthians are classified as “too complex” (p. 31; italics original); would their complexity 
have impacted the larger analysis? 

o Is there/Should there be a distinction between explanation and action? 
o Does Paul himself occasionally inhabit the X-position of the model schema? 

 Seneca and other sages  
 1 Cor. 11:1 (“Be imitators of me…”) 

• Castelli and Foucault 
o Too cognitive?     
o Barclay: structural differences between the recognition of oneself as a rational being and the 

reconstitution of oneself in Christ   
o Harrill: the danger of overmanipulation of fragmentary evidence  
o Attridge: “has the comparison with Stoicism made Paul more of a rationalist that he really was?”  

 Appeals to experience in Galatians 3-4  
o Stowers: excessive emphasis upon the ethical progression from egoism to altruism; I-X-S model 

identifies egoism as the root of sinful behavior; “I find this idea in Augustine, but not in Paul”     


