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The Rhetorical Table of the New Testament 

 

                            Writing Style:     Book/Letter Structure: Sectional Structure: 
 

  Mark       abb’          (P) ABB’A’ (E)    (ABB’XABB’*1/1,2,3,C,3’,2’,1’*2) 

Matthew     abb’ (aa’ & abb’a’) 1(p+);2;3;4;5;C;5’;4’;3’;2’;1’(+e) (14s=2(abb’xabb’)); 2 & 2’: (3x14) 

Luke       abb’           1(p+);2;3;4;5;C;5’;4’;3’;2’;1’(+e) (ABA’); 1 & 1’: (ABB’) 

Acts       abb’           1(p+);2;3;4;5;C;5’;4’;3’;2’;1’(+e) (ABA’); 1 & 1’: (ABB’) 

John       abb’          ABB’;X;ABB’*1 /  (ABB’;ABB’:ABB’;ABB’) 

     1(p+);2;3;C;3’;2’;1’(+e)*2 

Romans         abb’               (P+Intr.) 1;2;C;2’;1’ (E)  (ABB’;ABB’;ABB’) 

I Corinthians        abb’                (P) ABB’;X;ABB’ (E)  (ABB’:ABB’) 

II Corinthians       abb’                (P) ABB’;X;ABB’ (E)  (ABB’:ABB’) 

Galatians      abb’    (P) ABB’;X;ABB’ (E)  (ABB’;ABB’;ABB’) 

Ephesians      abb’         (P) ABB’A’ (E)  (ABB’;ABB’;ABB’) 

Philippians      abb’         (P) ABB’A’ (E)  (ABB’) 

Colossians      abb’           (P) ABB’ (E)  (ABB’;ABB’) 

I Thessalonians      abb’           (P) A:A’ (E)  (ABB’;ABB’;ABB’) 

II Thessalonians     abb’           (P) A:A’ (E)  (ABB’:ABB’) 

I Timothy      abb’    (P) ABB’XABB’ (E)  (ABB’) 

II Timothy      abb’        (P) ABB’A’ (E)  (ABB’) 

Titus       abb’          (P) ABB’ (E)  (ABB’:ABB’) 

Philemon       abb’          (P) ABB’ (E)  (abb’:abb’) 

Hebrews          abb’     1(p+);2;C;2’;1’(+e)  (ABB’:ABB’) 

James       abb’           (P) ABB’A’   (ABB’;ABB’;ABB’) 

I Peter       abb’                    (P) ABB’A’(+e)  (ABB’;ABB’;ABB’) 

II Peter       abb’         (P) ABB’(+e)   (ABB’;ABB’) 

I John       abb’          (p+) ABB’A’  (ABB’;ABB’;ABB’) 

II John       abb’          (P) ABB’ (E)  (abb’) 

III John       abb’        (P) ABB’A’ (E)  (abb’) 

Jude       abb’                (P) ABB’;X;ABB’ (E)  (abb’) 

Revelation      abb’   (P) 1;2;3;C;3’;2’;1’ (E)  (Intr., 1,2,3,4,5,6,7) 

 

Where, under Book/Letter Structure, A,B,B’,X,1,2,3,4,5,C,5’,etc. denote Sections and where, under Sectional Structure, ‘A’ generally* 
signifies the presence of a lower level ABB’ (or abb’) formation (likewise also B, B’ and X); where ABB’ (and abb’) are  three-part 
progressions, where A is introductory, B is the first development and B’ is the second, corresponding and completing development; where 
AA’ denotes two abb’ constructions in parallel; where ‘X’ is a central turning point; where (P) is an independent abb’ Prologue/Letter 
Introductory Greeting; where (+Intr.) is specifically an Introduction to the Theme of the work; where (E) is an independent abb’ 
Epilogue/Letter Closing Greeting; where (p+) and (+e) are, in turn, incorporated Prologues and Epilogues. 
 
*The exceptions on A,B,B’ and X above are in Luke and Acts where the sub-sections are variable composites of ABB’ and AA’ elements. 
For John and Mark: *1 for literary form and *2 for subsidiary contents’ parallels (a Homeric tapestry of the two). 
 
Numerically: Mark can be characterised as a 4x7 scheme, John as a 7x12 scheme and Revelation as a 7x7 scheme; Matthew, Luke and 
Acts as 11-part, 1-5C5-1, chiasms; and Romans and Hebrews as 5-part chiasms (intentionally structured to the Law’s 5 sections, which 
are in chiasm as the Pentateuch’s Hebrew reveals) 

 

  

           
 

              
 

           

         

            
 
In 1988, in 1999 my doctoral thesis and from 2004 to 2016 five editions of New Testament: New Testimony to the Skills of the Writers and First Readers and in 2019 The Four Gospels in Focus, viewed 
through the Lens of Hellenist (Ancient) Rhetoric, a five-book E-book production on Amazon Kindle. 

 
 

‘I am persuaded that for at least the last seventeen-hundred years no one has been reading the texts of the New Testament as the writers intended . Neither academia 
nor the church today knows that the Greek texts are ‘methodically-produced’ and highly disciplined and as such are the works of Christendom’s earliest ‘Methodists’! This fact 
shames everyone who calls themselves a New Testament Scholar, for without the lens of Hellenist (Ancient) Rhetoric no clear focus on these texts is possible, either as works of 
literature, or for their meaning and purpose. The Rhetorical Table of the New Testament is the necessary starting place - for change.’ For more, see www.davidgpalmer.co.uk  
 

http://www.davidgpalmer.co.uk/

