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Introduction 
It is well known that Paul often employs the elements of the ideal Cynic-Stoic 
wise-person who is characterized by self-sufficiency brought about by self-
mastery or self-control.1 Scholarly discussions of self-control often ignore the 
histories of women in philosophy and are limited to household management and 
the regulation of beauty.2 Therefore, self-control is almost exclusively applied 
to women by NT scholars primarily in those passages in which the NT mentions 
household management or the beauty of women.3 However, the participation of 
women in philosophy in almost every major school—in spite of whatever 

'Some defining qualities of self-sufficiency are fearlessness of death, poverty, and 
exile as well as the ability to renounce a good reputation, and the result is invincibility Cf, 
Teles 5H-20H, Cicero, Off 1 90 Tuse 5 10 30. Epictetus, Diatr 4 5 4, Seneca, Constant 8-
18. Diog Laert 2 27 The importance of self-sufficiency in the Corinthian correspondence is 
made evident by John ‘ Fitzgerald, Cracks in an Earthen Vessel An Examination of the 
Catalogues of Hardships m the Corinthian Correspondence (Atlanta Scholars Press, 1988), 
117-84 For self-sufficiency in Thessalonians and Phihppians, see Abraham Malherbe, "Gen-
tle as a Nurse The Cynic Background to 1 Thess 2," NovT 12 (1970) 203-17, "Paul's Self-
Sufficiency (Phihppians 4 11),'' in Friendship, Flattery and Frankness of Speech Studies on 
Friendship in the New Testament World (ed John ‘ Fitzgerald, Leiden Brill, 1996), 125-39 

2Cf the studies mentioned above and Stanley Stowers, "Paul and Self-Mastery," in 
Paul in the Greco-Roman World (ed J Paul Sampley, New York Trinity Press International, 
2003) 524-50 Neither Malherbe nor Stowers give attention to the histories concerning wom-
en in philosophy in their treatment of self-sufficiency, self-mastery, or self-control The 
possibility of women interacting with Paul's presentation of himself as a popular wise-person 
is even lessened in Fitzgerald by his persistent use of "wise man" in his description of the 
ideal teacher in Cracks in an Earthen Vessel This oversight is curious given the prominent 
place that women had m the Pauline churches, particularly m Corinth, see especially Antoi-
nette Clark Wire, The Corinthian Women Prophets A Reconstruction Through Paul's 
Rhetoric (Minneapolis Fortress, 1990) 

3The application of philosophy to women in the NT seems unnecessarily restricted 
to their relationships to men their role in the household and appearance and behavior in the 
churches Bruce Winter focuses on the connections between notions of the ideal Roman 
woman and NT texts, but does not give attention to how these backgrounds could have pre-
pared women to interact with these texts (Roman Wives Roman Widows The Appearance of 
\ew Women and the Pauline Communities [Grand Rapids Cerdmans, 2003]), David Balch 
reviews Neopythagorean parallels to the NT household codes, but does not envision an appli-
cation of self-control outside of this context, nor does he elaborate on the importance of 
women in the history of Pythagoreanism as preserved in Iamblichus and other biographers 
("Neopythagorean Moralists and the New Testament Household Codes," ANRW 26 1 380-
411 ) 
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Sample 10: Excerpt from my book

Others have sought to foreground Hellenistic contexts and locate Paul primarily in these 

milieus employing historical methods such as philology, rhetorical criticism, and the situating of 

Paul within popular moral philosophy. Scholars who study Paul’s ideas only within his Jewish 

and Imperial contexts run the risk of obscuring his place within rhetorical, literary, philosophical 

and political conventions, and within greater Hellenistic culture. Studies of Paul’s use of Greco-

Roman rhetoric and philosophy have spanned all the major movements in Pauline studies–from 

the writings of Justin Martyr and the apologists to Augustine to the Reformers to Bultmann, 

through the New Perspective to feminist and post-colonial studies.1 The greatest achievements of 

modern rhetorical criticism, which began in earnest in the 1960s, comprise the analyses of Paul’s 

epistles as speeches and the identification of various rhetorical devices using ancient rhetorical 

handbooks and instructions from philosophers, rhetoricians, and other ancient witnesses 

concerning the art of persuasion.2 Paul’s usage of the diatribe has received the most 

1 For the church fathers see David Ivan Rankin, From Clement to Origen: the Social and 
Historical Context of the Church Fathers (Aldershot: Ashgate, 2006); for Augustine see Watson, 
Rhetorical Criticism, 101-2; the Reformers, see Classen, “St. Paul’s Epistles,” 11; for feminist 
studies and rhetoric see Elizabeth Schüsseler Fiorenza, Rhetoric and Ethic: The Politics of 
Biblical Studies (Minneapolis: Fortress Press, 1999), 83-102; Kathy Ehrensperger, That We may 
be Mutually Encouraged: Feminism and the New Perspective in Pauline Studies (New York: 
T&T Clark, 2004); Kwok Pui-lan, “Making the Connections: Post Colonial Studies and Feminist 
Biblical Interpretation,” in The Post-Colonial Biblical Reader, ed. R. S. Sugitharajah (Oxford: 
Blackwell, 2008), 45-65; cf., R. Dean Anderson, Jr., Ancient Rhetorical Theory and Paul, 2nd ed. 
(Leuven: Peeters, 1999); ed. J. Paul Sampley and Peter Lampe, Paul and Rhetoric (London: 
T&T Clarke, 2010). 

2 For example, G. A. Kennedy, The Art of Persuasion in Greece (Princeton: Princeton 
University Press, 1963);  Kennedy, The Art of Rhetoric in the Roman World: 300 B.C.-A.D. 300 
(Princeton: Princeton University Press, 1972); Hans Dieter Betz, Galatians (Philadelphia: 
Fortress Press, 1979); Christopher D. Stanley, “Paul and Homer: Greco-Roman Citation Practice 
in the First Century CE,” NovT 32, no. 1 (1990): 48-78; Stanley Stowers, ed., Handbook of 
Classical Rhetoric in the Hellenistic Period (Leiden: Brill, 1997); R. Dean Anderson, Jr., Ancient 
Rhetorical Theory and Paul, ed. Tj. Baarda, A. van der Kooij, and A. S. van der Woude, 
Contributions to Biblical Exegesis and Theology 18 (Leuven: Peeters, 1999). 
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Sample 11: My Published Academic 
Review

Review: Marianne Bjelland Kartzow, Gossip and Gender: Othering of Speech in the 
Pastoral Epistles.  New York: Walter de Gruyer, 2009.

This book will be well received in academia.  Regarding what Kartzow sets out as her 
scope, she accomplishes with precision and sound judgement.  Some readers will be 
frustrated with the order of the argument, but when viewed as a whole the scholarship is  
excellent and the argument is sound.  The aim of the book is to identify the nature of 
gossip in ancient texts and determine how gossip as feminine speech is used 
rhetorically by the “Pastoral Paul.”

Kartzow covers the requisite turf: she defines gossip, sets out a means to identify 
gossip in texts, and then locates comparative texts in Classical, Greco-Roman, and 
Jewish texts.  She then compares the rhetorical use of gossip as feminine speech to the 
use of gossip in the Pastoral Paul, and of course, the texts compare beautifully.

When Kartzow outlines the semantic field of gossip to explain how she will locate 
ancient texts with TLG database searches, her concentration immediate relevance to 
the Pastorals (searching only for words found in the Pastorals) methodologically 
excludes more information that could be helpful to her argument.  This does not, in my 
opinion, threaten the remainder of the book because she presents enough analyses for 
her conclusions, but perhaps there could be more to discover with a more 
comprehensive project (which I hope we will see in the future).  The test case for the 
Greek root fluar - is brilliant, and it left me wanting more for other roots in the semantic 
field.

I must point out that there is a substantive disparity between chapter three and the rest 
of the book.  This is evidenced by a lack of diversity in secondary sources, citation of 
the introductions of Loeb editions rather than a critical discussion (notes 287 and 333), 
the persistent use of consecutive footnotes that have no secondary sources (notes 
307-312; 314-17; 352-60; 379-81), and pages with no citations at all (77, 112-13).  
Chapters one and two have so much force, and then chapter three is dominated by a 
reliance on a few scholars and noticeably less attention to debates in scholarship. 

In conclusion, I do not think that the relentless focus of the book undermines its many 
contributions.  The fluar- case study alone is worth the cost of the book, and I am 
profoundly grateful to Kartzow for her work on this project.    
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