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1 Pete 4,18 < « - « « « . Prov. 11,31 2
1 Pet. 5.5. o s o aais ProYa 3.54

Ce Vhat .is the lieaning of the Phrase: "Peter Said"?

In comparing tﬁe langnage of Peter's speeches wi.t.h
his first epistle great importance atitaches to the meaning
of the phrases with which the speeches in Acts are introe
duced: "Peter said” or "Peter replied”.

Luke uses five different verbs of saying to introduce

the stotements of Peter. =TSV jg the word he uses
most frequently, OUthers which occur are ,f Elivaes (Acts
!

10,28); Mo e (11,4); ST L G o (5,12; 5,8;
" / ’ W By 'J-‘ g
10,46); and LI ¢ ocppiz e+ (2,14),

VE)

If these words were used in their strict etymological
mesning, they would be followed bﬁ an exact revroduction of
the words thet csme out of Peter's mouth on each occasion.
It is doubtful, however, whether St. Luke used them in that
strict sense. Dr. Ludwig Fuerlringer, in his Theological
Hermenentics, declsres: "Knowledge of the original meaning
of words, sccording to their etymology, very often is of
practical value to the exegete; however, his first and chief
aim should be to understend the meaning of words according
to the psus loguendi, becausze in interpreting Scripture
he always desls with words as they were actually used %o

convey s certain sense."7

7« P. 9.
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Un the one hand, if luke composed the speeches himself
or merely expanded on general ideas which he kuew or thought
Peter discussed on the various occasions, he could not
truthfully heve prefaced the discourses with "Peter said."

Such » statement would have been fiction or fabrication.

¥ Po

Bul on the other hand, using the words "ﬂ-‘ rpoy LTV .
28 they were commonly understood, according to the nsus

.doguendi, St. luke could quote S5t. Peter in any one of a

nunber of ways without violating e?'.ther langusge or truth,
He could quote Feter's exact words. le could give a literal
or g free translation of what Peter. sa.id; He could record
salient excerpts of s given sermon or ;-;set down a resume of
what was ssid. The words Ny Cimiv w would still be
true. Just what method Luke sctuslly did use in recording
Yeter's speeches is and probably will remain a2 metter of
conjecture. Acts 2,40 shows that on at least one occasion,
Pentecost, Peter said much more than St. lLuke records:

"ind he (Peter) testified with many other words and exhorted

them.“
Dr. Joseph Lengen, in his Grundriss der Linleitung in
das lleue lestement, writes:

in eine ganz wdrtliche Viedergabe der Reden ist
netiirlich nicht zu denken, zumal einige derselben
wohl in argmdischer Sprache gehalten wurden. Auch
gind sie etwas gleichartig verarbeitet, obschon
die petrinischen und die paulinischen Keden mit
den Eezﬂglichen griefen der Apostel sich einiger=

maszen berdhren.

8. Pp. 87-88.
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Theodor Zahn is almost too csutious in admitting of
any affinity in style and vocabulary between First Peter
and Peter's speeches. '

... "hile the discourses of Peter in Acts may
faithfully reproduce his thought, and give a
true picture of his mamner of preaching, it is
altogether unlikely that the form in which Luke
reproduces them is derived from notes mede at the
time., But leeV}gf]; out of account altogether the
many changes which msy have taken Elace in these
discourses in the course of their smission to
luke, and which msy have been made by luke himself
in committing them to writing, and disregerding
the influence which Silvarms may have had in de-
termining the form of First Peter, there is all
the difference in the world betmween discourses
which Peter delivered in the early days of the
Church to the populace and the Sanhedrin in Jeru= -
salem, in the house of Cornelius at Caesarea, or
later in Jerusalem before the Apostolic Council,
and a letier which he directed Silvamus to write
from Rome to the Gentile Christiens in Agia Iiinor
ot 2 much later time, and in altogether different
circumstances. All that can be claimed is that
the impression of Peter's rehi;;oua attitude
and ecclesiastical position, which we get frcm
Acts the the Epistles of Paul, sgrees Eqrfectly
with the menner in which he conceives his new
task in First Peter.

Ihe Holy Bikle with an Explanatory and Critical Cop-

.mentayry speaks in a similar way.

iiemy of the discourses were cartain1¥ delivered
in the liebrew language as then spoken. St. luke
therefore mist have either translated them himself,
or taken them from translations already extant.

In either case, a considerable number of verbal
coincidences in the reports of different speeches
would be & natural result. In the former case

we should expect a close resemblance of style

with other portions both of the Acts and the Gos-
pels. This resemblance gertainly does exist to an
extent which has supplied opponents with effective

9. Introduction to the New Testsment, II, p. 40.
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arguments, but which also goes far to illustrate
the unity of authorship which hag been established
" on other grounds. There are moreover indications,
admitted_to be conclusive, that in nearly all if
not in all these discourses we have a compressed
sccount, bringing out the main points clearly,
and preserving intact the most characteristic
uttersnces of the speakers, but necessarily
introducing a distinct element, viz., the style,
voca,bular{o and forms of language peculiar to the
I'SCOXGET,
liony other scholars hsve noted that the speeches of
Peter in Acts contein language which is distinctly that
of Luke. Yhe lists given above (pp. 20-21) indicate the
game conclugion. %This is to be expected if -it is assumed
that Luke transloted Peter's words into Greek. It does
not, of course, affect their petrine origiri. 1he fact
that o favorite English version of the Jliad and the Udyssey
is clothed in the langusge of Pope makes the version no
less a reproduction of the words of Homer. but if the
speeches were done into Greek by luke, as may have been
the cese, = comparison of their langnege with Peter's own
Greek in his epistle would not be likely to reveal much
affinity, And the fact that a few striking sinmilarities
still do appesr is under these circumstances all the more

remarkable.

10. NT, II, pp. 339-540.

LA
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111. Similarities in the Contents of First Peter snd
: Peter's Discourses in the Book of Acts

It is in the contents of Peter's discourses and his
first epistle thalt the greatest similarity and consistency
between them comes to light. In both sections Peter,
an apostle of Jesus Christ (1 Pet. 1,1) and "a witnesa of
His resurrection" (icts 1,22) is delivering testimony about
his Lord and linster., uut the circumstances under which he
delivered his speeches and wrote his epistle are gquite
different. 1n the speeches he is dealing for the most part
with unconverted people who do not know the way of salvation.
For them he is stressing the fundemental, phenomenal facts
of the Gospel of Christ. In the words of Bernhard Weiss,
Peter presents in his speeches "das grundlegende Zeugniss
von Christo."l In his first epistle Veter is writing to
Christians, to "the elect exiles of the dispersion"

(1 Pet. 1,3). He is writing to sustain snd edify them in
the faith which they already have. He goes into much more
detail concerning the problem of the Christian life. He

is writing "das sufbauende Zeugniss von Christo."® In spite
of the different occasions for his testimony in Acts and

%: %Eﬁi%mﬁghﬂ. Lehrbesriff, _p- 199,
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Firast Peter, the points of similarity in presentation are
Iumerous.

A, The Prophets Testify of Christ

In Christianity, says Peter, the prophecies of the
0ld Testoment come to fulfillment. The preamble of Peter's
first epistle is praise to God for regeneration to a living
hope, the erd of which is salvation of souls (1 Pet. 1,9).
It is this very salvation which was the topic of the
prophets (1 Pet. 1,10-12). In the Uospel whioh Peter is
preaching the people are hearing the same things that all
the prophets declared. The sufferings of Uhrist, His resur-
rection and session at God's right hand, our regeneration,
faith, and hope of glory==-the whole scope of salvation is
the fulfillment of what God's prophets foretold long ago.
Quoting lsaish 40, 6-8, Peter writes: "All flesh is like
grass and sll its glory like the flower of grass. The grass
withers, and the flower falls, but the word of the Lord
abides forever" (1 Pet. 1, 2i=25). Then he adds: “lhat
word (the same’ which Isaimh knew) is the good news which
was preached to yom" (1 Pet. 1,20).

Similarly in his speeches Peter strives to show that
the Gospel he i.s preaching is that of which the prophets
wrote. Hot only certain details, but the whole scope of
Christianity is referred back to prophecy. A striking
example of this is his speech Lefore the crowd which



gathered at Solomon's porch after the healing of the lame
men. Poter begins his srgument with the declaration that
Jesus is the servant (prophecied in Is. 52,13 et al.) of
" the God of Abrsham, Isaac, and Jacob, their fathers (Acts 3,13).
Through the crucifying of Jesus by the Jews fulfilled what
_he had promised Ly the mouth of all the prophets (Acts 3,18).
Peter mentions specifically that the prophets had predicted
the sufferings of Christ--the same fact he mentions in
1 Pet. 1,11, Chriat hes ascended into heaven “"until the
time for estsblishing all that God spoke Ly the mouth of
his holy prophets from of old" (Acts 3,21l). Christ is the
prophet of whom iioses spoka, to whom ail gshould listen
(Acte %,22), “And sll the prophets who have spoken, from
Samuel e=nd those who ceme afterward, elso procleimed these
days" (icts 3,24). 'The st.'sa.ya Peter, are the sons of
the propheis and of the covenant which God made with
Abrahsm, Jesus is the seed of Abrgham in whom all the
families of the earth are blessed (Acts 3,26).

Uther addresses of Peter contain the same message==
the Gospel is not = new ides, mt the same thing thal the
prophets of old preached. Feter says, Acts 10,43: "To
Him (Christ) all the prophets besr witness, that every
one who believes in Him receives forgivenoss of sins through
His name,"”

At the opening of his great and effective sermon on
Pentecoat Peter tells his audience that the phenomena they




are seeing and hearing are by no means the performances of
drunken men. Rather, this is what Joel ths prophet pre-
dicted long ago (Acts 2,14=16)%! David, being a prophet,
also spoke about Christ (Acts 2,25-36). Peter begins his
very first address with the declaration that what the
Seriptures spoke about Judas must be fulfilled (Acts 1,16).

Vhen the prophets spoke, they spoke "what the Spirit
of Christ within them indicated® (1 Pet. 1,11). Peter
preaches the seme truth in Acts 1,16: ®The Holy Spirit
apoke beforehand by the mouth of David.® *What God foretold
by the mouth of all the prophets . . . He thus fulfilled
(Acts 3,18-21).

Peter testifies to his hearers and readers that they
are the ones who are to benefit from the labors of the
prophets. The prophets "were serving not themselves, but
you" (1 Pet. 1,12). They "proclaimed these deys" (Acts
3,24). *You are the sons of the prophets" (Acts 3,25).

B. Peter Testifies of the Life of Christ
Christ was the subject of all the prophets. But
even before the prophets He was ordained by God to redeem
the world (_Q lqu A r. veS __, Acts 10,42). He was
" . "delivered up accordmg to the definite plan and foreknowledgp

of God®(z 7 c./;c It a; ug ,g,,.,,\y, Kol ) aLCpy f;; Acts 2,23).

He 'as"destmad before the foundation of the world®
(UTposprwoy £voS 1 Pet. 1,20); “appointed”




(HfoKEYcf by JVL’.—.S_._. Acts 3,20); "the elect cormer
stone” (1 Pet. 2,4.6).3

Christ, "deatined before the foundation of the world"®,
~ was “mede manifest at the end of times", (ET ~fj~: Ll

7wV )\ *‘.-:VWV , 1 Pet., 1,20)., Cf. L"v TS 5.@‘(—(’7-:-"5

4

‘ M EALD (Acts 2,17); 745 "ri“"é“"-s #it %S _ (Acts 3,24).

iipnifested in humen form (Acts 2,22; 1 Pet. 2,24),
Christ was none the less true God. He was Jehovah. "He
is Lord of all*(Js¥{(gs ¥tV iota 10,36).

In his first epistle Peter cites Is. 8,13: "Sanctify
Jehovah of hosts." He places the name Christ in direct
apposition to Jehovah: "Sanctify Jehovsh, Christ, in your
hesrts® (1 Pet. 3,16). God is "the Father of our Lord
Jesus Christ® (1 Pote 1,3). In Acts (3,13.26; 4,27.30)
Christ is referred to as the AL Goov _, the _

STi%T" TT2AY  prophesied in Is. 52,15 and 1s. 53,11,
Similarly in 1 Pet. '2,2%-26 psosages from Is. B3 (vv. 4,5,
6,9), all desling with the work of the 111 113 are
referred to Chrisgt,’

Christ wae sinless, "a lemb without blemish or spot”
(1Pet. 1,19); "He committed no sin; no g;ile wag found
on His lipe" (1 Pet. 2,22). la was ® C IRL1CS W (] Pete
5,18).. In Acts 3,14 Peter mlmoni;shes tho men of Israel

i

that '(’;hey denied “.’":'\r .':__e-a.-‘.r' iv'.l\i “;:‘.'.f'l._.vL

3. Cf, A, L, Graebmer, Logtrinal Theolozy, p. 45.
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Christ was rejected by men. Both in Acts 4,11 and
1 Pet. 2,4 Petor cites Ps. 118,22, showing that Christ is
"the very stone which the builders rejected."

The Lord sufiered at the hands of wicked men, just
a8 the prophets had predicted (4icts 3,18; 1 Pet. 1,11;
2,21; 4,1.13; 5,1). (Peter meniions the sufferings of
Christ more often in his epistle than he does in Acts, for
there was more need to do so. The epistle was writien many
years after the psssion of our Lord. He delivered most
of his recorded discourses only a few months after the
psssion, when the whole scene was still vivid in the minds
of all.,) Christ waa reviled (1 Pet. 2,23). The Jews
denied Iiim in the presence of Pilate when they asked that
a mrderer be rcleased in His stoad (icts 3,13-14).-

"Chrigt died® (1 Pet. 3,18). The Prince of: Life, in
the flesh, was killed at the hands of lawless men (Acts
3,15; 2,25; 1 Pet. 5,18). liis innocent blood was shed
(1 Pet. 1,2; 1,19). He died by crucifixion (Acts 2 23.
2,96; 4,10). len {2 stened His body on the tree, W i 1%

Zuboy (1 ret. 2,24); e Z Az (4ots 10,39).
(lhe word . . used of a cross, occurs, outeide

of thene pa,ssagea, only three times in the lew Testament:
Acts 5,30, s speech which Peler possibly delivered, since
it is ottrituted to "Peter end the epostles®; in Acts 13,29,
Paul's sermon in the synagogne at Antioch in Piaidig; and
in Gal, 3,13.)




But Peter regarded testifying of Christ's resurrection
" as the chief task of the apostles (Acts 1,22). Testimony
of the resurrection forms an important; pari'; both of the
speeches and the first epistle. "God raised Him on the
third day and made Him manifest, not to all the people,
but to us who were chosen by God as witnesses, who ate and
drank with Him after He rose from the dead," says St.
Peter (Acts 10,40-41). "You killed the Author of life,
whom God raised from the dead, To this we are wifneaaea'
(Aots 3,16). (Cf. also Acts 2,24.32; 3,26; 4,10.) In
¥First Petar "the resurrection of Jesus Christ" is basic
testimony (1 Pet. 1,3; 3,21). "God raised Him from. the
dead® (1 Pet. 1,21); "being put to death in thc flesh
Lut made alive in the spirit® (1 Pet. 3,18).4

Peter and the apostles were witnesses of the resur-
rection. But there wes another witness, too-=the 0ld
Testement. The historic fact of Christ's resurrection is an
essential part of prophecy. The Spirit of Christ in the
prophets predicted not only the suffering of Christ, at
"the subsequent glory® (1 Pet. 1,11). Valiant testimony
of the seme truth ie in Acts 2,24-32, "God reised Christ
up, having loosed the pangs of death, because it was not

. i 34, writes: “The gtatement that
bhr&sts%s :11615 Hg.des. neither did His flesh see
corruption (Acts 2, 31 taking up 2 27_) should vbe_‘ ‘;/0.‘, .
with i Pet. 3,18, vl Tel ) a(l Zos0 e

v 'UJ:-'A T whe
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poseible for Him to be held by it . . . for David foresaw
and spoke of the resurrection of Chrigt, that He was not
gbandoned to lades, nor did ilis flesh see corruption”
(Acts 2,24.31). Devid prophesied the resurrection (Pa.
16,8-11). Therefore it had to tuke place?

Both in his digcourses snd in his epiatle Poter
ties Chriast’s resurrection and ifis exsltation in ;lory
very closely together. "This Jesus God raised up . « «

Being therefore exalted at ihe right hand of God" (2237

.

e ok el fiso7h L slr s , heip 2,52-83). "Baptism
[ -
now 82VEeS YOU . « o Shrough the resurrection of Jesus

Christ, whe has gone into hesven and is at the right hand
. -

of God® (2 Trip Ly JET ik JUToV , 1 Pet. 3,21=22),

"God . . . raigsed Him from the dead and gave Hinm glory®
( 1Pet. 1,21). "ihe Cod of our fathers rzised Jesus .
God exalted Him ot His right hand" (fu wEgy g7 J€ 3 ’1‘;-
iuTo hots 5,30-31).
Being at the right hend of God, Christ rules heaven
and earth. "God has mede Him both Lord and Christ® (Acts
2,36). "He is ab the right hand of God, with angels,

suthorities, and povers subject to Him® (1 Pet, 5,22).

According to lis visible presence Christ has gone
into heaven (1 Yet. 3,22). "vhom heaven must receive"
(hcte 3,21); “"He was taken up from us* (Acts 1.'22)-

The exaltabion of Christ in glory was also an inte-

gral part of prophecy. The Spirit of Christ in the prophets



