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A CO:PARISCN OF PETER'S DISCOURSES IN THE ACTS
OF THE APOSTLES WITH PETER'S FIRST EPISTIE

Introduction. CUriticism of the Uiscourses in Acts

In oriticism of the authorship, genuineness, integri-
ty, and historical accurscy of the book of Acts, the dis=
courses and sayings of the apostles which are recorded in
that book have come repeatedly under close scrutiny. ZIhe
.gtates:

oints which bear upon the

charactenstm eatures. the authenticity,
and the accuracy of the Acts, special im=-
portam]:.e a.ttackes to the hgzscourses.fa%%e
genera eaking, t sayings o
apost lesyang other akars. The importance
15 shown on the one hand by & gertmac;ty
of the attacks, on t.he ot.her by
and certainly successfu
those who maintain the an orsh

ke, whether on purely scientific younds.
or_because of its connection with fundamen=-
tal principles of the Christian faith.

Attacks on the speeches have been both numerous and
persistent. Scholars of considerable learning and acumen

have questioned the genuinensss of the speeches.

- 1, New Testament, 1I, pp. 339-340



Ernst liayerhoff (1835) questioned whether the author
. of Acts could have had access to the speeches as they were
delivered. He said: ’

Allein es ldszt sich ja sehr gt denken, dasz
durch mindliche Tradition gem Sohreiber die Ue=-
denken Uberliefert wurden, dasz ilm die Verhilte
nisse, unter denen die Einzelnen sprachen, mit
der Ueschichte selbst mitgetheilt waren und wohl
auch hier und da_noch die Gedanken der Heden,

Auf die ursprilnglichen Vorte mliszte man ohnehin
verzichten, denn man kamn unter keiner Bedi &
annehnen._&asz Jjeder Redner selbst seine Vorte
aufgeschrisben, was weder vom Stephanus, noch vom
Usmaliel mBglich wire, noch endlich vom Petrus,
weil die Sprachverschiedenheit seines briefes mit
diesen Heden es bestimut zurlickweist, Uasz

aber diese Heden sogleich nachgeschrieben sein
gollten, ist durchaus unwahrscheinlich, weil man
in gener @eit.der_is‘nt_.\_vickelunff schwerlich an eine
spdtere Wichtigkeit dieser Heden und Begebenheiten
denken mochte, wie man Uberhaupt ja ers ag@ter
anfing, die lieden des ierrn selbst schriftlich -
aufzuzeichnen, Die Aufzeic einer spiteren
Zeit kann natdirlich nicht mehr fir die eigen-
thilmlichen Viorte des Redenden blirgen, Es wider=-
legt sich diese Annahme aber um so sicherer, wenn,
wie es sich unten erggben wird, dieselbe gprache
in allen Heden sich wiedererkennen ldszt.

layerhoff rejects the belief that the speeches in Acts
represent the original words of the speakers. - He bases
his rejection on the premise that some of the writers
oould not have written down their own words, while those
who heard the speeches would not have done so, This is a
rather infirm basis for his conclusion.

Eﬁaat Renan (1866) questioned the historical charac-
ter not only of the speeches, but of all Acts. He wrote:

5 fistorischeritische Linloituns in die Petrinischen
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iian musz sich erinnern, dasz der Verfasser
ein hslbes Jahrhundert nsch den Ereignissen
schreibt, fern.von dem lande, wo sie sich zuge=-
tragen haben, fber Thatsachen, die er nicht ge-
sehen, die sein lehrer ebenfalls nicht gesehen
hat, suf Urund zum Yeil fabelhafter und entstell=
ter Ueberlieferungen. IHicht nur, dasz Lucas von
einer z andern _Ueneration als der der ersten
Beg_irﬂn er des Christentums ist, sondern er ist
auch sus einem andern Lande; er ist fellenist,
sehr wenig Jude, beinshe fremd in Jerusalem und
kennt nicht die Ueheimnisse des jlidischen_Lebens;
er hat die ursprilngliche christliche tiesell-
schait nicht bezidhrt, keum hat er die letzten
Vertreter desselben ﬁkannt. man flhlt bei den
‘undern, die er erzdhlt, viel mehr Krfindungen
2 pri als ui'ﬁg;esta.ltei';e Thatgachen. Uie -
vunder deg Petrus und die des Paulus bilden zwei
sericn, die sich entsprechen; scine Persdnlich-
keiten ;leichen gich; Petrus ist in gar nichts
verschieden von Paulus, noch Paulus von Petrus.
Uie leden, die er seinen Helden in den iund legte=-
obgleich sie den Umst#nden in gewisser Yeise
angepaszt werden--gind alle derselben Schreibart
und gehbren dem Verfssser eher als denjeuigen,
yelchen er sie zgchreibt. lisn findet selbst
Unindglichkeiten.

flenan here pits his owm opinion agapinst the word of
iuke, who states plainly that his writings are based on
the reports of eyewitnesses and on his own careful inves-
tigotions (Luke 1,2-3). '

Jomes lioffat (1923) considers the free composition-
of the speeches in iicts an indication of the gzood historical .
abilities of the author. He declares:

The spceches in the earlier part (of Acts)
may represent not untrustworthily the primitive
Jewish=Christian preaching of the period. . .
This is due, not to any verbatim reports or Hel=-

lenistic versions Leing svailable, tut to t}\e
excellent historicsl sense of the author, wno,

3. Die Apostel, p. 29.




while following the ordinary methods of ancient
hmtuno;i.‘_;raphy in the comggition of such speeches,
wag cereful to avoid moulding and sha.ﬁin;; his mae
terials with s freedom which should obliterste

the special cast of their aim and temper. ‘These
materials were probably furnished in the main by
oral tradition. Preaching so continuous as we
know that of Peter to have been'would leave de=
finile reminiscences of his general type and tenor.
i skillful writer, having access to circles where
such ngah_ﬂhnshan ideag had been cherished

and still lingered (e.g., John iark), would find
little difficulty in composing discourses such zs
these, which would harmonize satisfactorily with
the period he was enge,od in depicting.

But if, as Loffat supposes, Luke, in composing the
speeches, "was careful to avoid moulding and shaping his
materials with a freedom which should obliterate the
special cast of their sim and temper," that would not be
due to excellent historical sense, but to consumate skill
28 3 writer of fiction. Iluke, however, does not profess to
be o fictionist, but a historian (luke 1,1-4).

Wilhelm iundle (1928) declares that it makes little
difference whether the speeches in Acts are. historicsl,
since historicel values in apostolic times were regzrded
mach differently than today.

Weil die Lehre der Apostel und die eigene
christliche Ueberzeuglmghdes Lukas sich decken,
darum hat er es auch nicht als eine Geschichise
fdlschung empfunden, deri Aposteln oder znderen
hervorragenden ifinnern der irzeit Heden in den
iund zu legen, die sie in dieger Form schwer=
lich gehslten haben kdnnen. Ub diese Reden freie
Kompositionen des Iukas sind oder ob ihnen .
irgendwelche Ueberliefarung zugrunde liegt, ist

dabei nicht von Bedeutung; denn auch die Ugber-
lieferung wirde lukas nur in dem Sinn verstenden

4.&.}3%@3&19:1-' ion to the Literature of the liew lesta-
m' Pe WO, ' )
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und weitergegzeben haben, wie es seiner Uebere
zeue,ﬁr}g entsprach, . . Bedenkt man, wie wenig

der historische inn, an heutigen laszstdben
goemessen, in jener Zeit entwickelt war, so wird
man freilich nicht mit allgu optimistischen
Erwertungen an die lukanischen Reden herantreten.®

Yet luke himself (luke 1,2-3) describes his historical
stenderds, and they are not below the historical standards
of today. He consulted eye-witnesses and men who from
the beginning were close to Christ. He made careful private
investigations and cel dowm the results in orderly menmer.

Donald @, Riddle (1930) believes thet the book of
icts, including the speeches, was composed for the purpose
of winning the approval of the Homsn authorities for
Christianity and turning them against the Jews. The author
keyed the speeches to that purpose. Riddle writes:

1t _is relevant, however, to direct attention
10 two less obvious altempts of the writer of
luke=ncts to persuade the state officials, A
Homen court might be expected to respond to the
sugzestions in the long address of Stephen, for
surely enou%-,h--pgrhaps too ma,n{--are given to
sugpest that Jewish religious leaders were certain
to cauge trouble, and that those who suffer thus
um;ju_sw‘..].'ry1 are entirely innocent, But in the speech
composed for Gemaliel (5,55-39) even the uree
sraimmar points s moral: the rabbi not only incor-
rectl agd anachronistically adduces historical
exemples® in favor of 'his opponents, but he alto=
rather unezccountably (except that his statement
furthers the plea which is really that of the
author of Luke-icts) uses the Greek mood to say:
"1f this movement were of humen origin (which 1t
iz not) « «.o but if, as is actually the case,
it iz of God.s .« e"s Une wonders wiether the

« "Das ApostelLild der ipostelgeschichte", Zej i
8 dia Noutiaioosntlion ?i;}pggg,u_gﬁgzq, ;928.'YW
. or a more sympathetic treatment of Uamaliel's
refeggngg to Theudas, see VUm. Arndt, Bible uifficulties,
Pp. Ol-=0z.
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author did not come dangerously near to vver-
pleying his hand in composing {hat speach.

But the historical evidence that St. Luke wae seeking
to persuasde the Rowen govermment to tura esgpinst Judaism
and favor the Christiane is non-existent. luke avows his
rurpose 4o be “"that you (Theophilus) may know the truth
concerning the things of which ycu have been informed®
(Luke 1,4)8 Concerning Gamaliel's grammsr A. T. Robertson
does not fully sgree with Hiddle. He says:

the first clsuse (if this, . . is of men, Acts

5,88) is stated es a condition of the third class,

undetermined with )tarospect of determination. . .

The second alternste (if it is of God, Acte 5,39)

is_a condition of the first class, determined’as

fulfilled, By the use oif this idiom Gamaliel

doas ?ut. the case more strongly in favor of the
apostles than against thems Yhis condition

ﬁg}&ﬁ&etzﬂefse thing is so without
There is no geod reason to ascume that Gameliel did not
have =a inkling that the apostles' cause was of God,
luke ves not "playing a hend,” but recording history.
Lrnest Findley Seott (1936) attributes the composition
of the discourses to Iuke's dramatic insight. Ie says:
in thétn;.grggﬁaﬂrg#e1%2:33?1@??;1&&%%%: g}i;‘scenes

sake of effect, and this is true in a very npe-
cial degree of tha speeches. The practice of all

7. "lhe Ccecasion of Iuke-Acts," Jourmal of Heligion,
X (1930), pp. 546=-562, ! :

8. In this thesis all Scripture references, with the
exception of those within quotations, are cited from
the Revised Standard Version, Yhomas iielson and Sons,
ilew York, 1946

9. Hord Pictures in the liew Testament, 11I, p. 69,




ancient historians is to_ convey their owa come
ments and displesy their literaxy gkill by means
of speeches sgcribed to their leading characters.
the worka of lHerodotus, Yhucydides, l.ivy iacitus,
are full of speeches gﬁich ca.nng& possi aiy have
come from sny authentic report. A considersble
part of Acts is likewise made up of speeches
noue of which may preserve st leest the subsfance
of what wms_nactually said on the given occasions.
In others, luke has apparently iga, ered up the
main element of certain types of Christian teach-
ing. ‘lhe speeches of Peter, for instance, =s
recorded in the e,rlg cha}tgters. are of peculiar
value for our knowle §e of the primitive lLeliefs;
end the long speech sttriluted to Stephen at his
trial is most likely = theologiesl tract, so
encient and velusble thet Luke decided to pre-
perve it in thig form. Some of the speeches,
however, have 2ll the aggaurance of having been
cumposec'l by himself, with little to gpide him
except his own sense of dramztic fitness. The
ugeec‘nes of Paul at Athens (17,22-31), at liiletus

0,17=35), and possibly that I'Jefore Agripps,
26,2-29), may be =ssigned to this class. The
arc mesverpieces of eloquence which we should be
sorry to igg, lut they do not properly belong
to history. ‘

flovrever, the only effect thet luke professes to desire
is thet Theophilus may know the truth concerniug the things

of which he has bgen informed (Iuke 1,4). This effect would

10, ‘ihucydides writes (Da Dello, 1,22 (guoted by Enslin,
Chrighisn e » Po 45%): Ag to theqspeecheg that
vere made ifferent men, either when they were sbout
%0 begin the war or when they were already engaged therein,
it hss been difficult to recall with strict =ccuracy the
words actuslly spoken, both for me as regards that which
I myself heard, and for those who from various other
sources have brought me reports. Therefore the speeches are
given in the lenguege in which, 28 it seemed to me, the
several speakers would express, on the subjects under cone
giderstion, the sentiments most baflttmi; he oceagion, though
at the same {ime- 1 have adhered ss closely as possible to the
general sense of what was mctually said.

11. ihe Literature of the few » P. 100.
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hardly be schieved by introducing fictitious elements and
statements into his narrative. To sey that because some
ancient historians composed speeches and ;;ts'oribed them
to leading characters, therefore all ancient historians did
the same, is neither logical nor ethical., Before s man
who claims to be 2 historian can be convicted of having
written fiction, he mst be judged on the basis of his
oD workg.

ilorton Scott Enslin (1938) takes up his discussion
of the speeches in Acts with the argument that Luke
followed the ancient historisns in composing the statements
of his characters. He carries the argument to considersble
length in seeking to discredit luke as a historian. lle
writes:

Une final word with regard to the literary
craftemenship of the author mst be mentioned. iio
classical student will need to be warned that the
speeches in the book of Acts are the free coupo=-
gsition of the_ author, precisely 28 are those of
Josephus, Fhilo, Thucydides, or Livy. . « It will
not be necessary to debate whether Iaul has been
"petronized" or Peter has been "paulinized";
rather, it is clear that all of them have been
"lucanized”. . . These speeches mey well give us
a fair picture of the early Christian thought and
even of the kind of greachmg that the early
Christisn heard--or that Luke thought Ghey mﬁ,leit
to have heard=-but the cautious student will
slow to use them as sources of knowledge for re-
congtructing a life of Peter or of Paul. As was
remarked on an earlier Hage. Stephen's famous
speach to his accusers does not remotely answer
the charges brought against him. 1t is simply ]
e tirade--vhether justified or not is of no :
consequence al the moment--agninst the Jews who '
had from the beginning persecuted God's saints. ,
.This theme was very likely a favorite one in 1

R N i b AT
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early Christisn preaching and finds constant ex-
B:esg.;on not alone in the speeches of Peter . . .
t_in meny of the words nmow found in the moﬁh
of Jesus, especially as recorded by iattherw.

Enslin poiuts out a few more items which he counsiders
1_1r111istoriea1. Strangely, he 2ssumes that verses eighteen
and nineteen of chapter one are s pe.rf.'of Peter's speech at
the election of .atthizs, and seeks to show thet Poter's

speech is on that account unauthentic. He finds fault

with P'sul's speech at ililetus (Acts 20,18-35), regerding
it =8 a prophecy nogh eventuw; and criticises James® '
quotetion from the Septusgint st the Council of Jerusalem f
(Acts 15,13=21) and Gamaliel's reference to Theudas® 3

insurrection.1® ‘then Englin continues:

The only sefe conclusion with regard to the several
speechen would appear to be that they are the
suthor's free composition, as was true of those

of all ancient historians., They are not to be
used 28 source meteriasl in any moot point. They
mey occasionally have historic value, but we are
not safe in using them unless they agree exactly
with something else, the authority for which is
u.nquest.ﬂned. and in that case they are super= !
fluous. ]

it i o e e s

leginning as knslin does with the presupposition that ]
the speeches are the free composition of the author, it 3
is not difficult for him to conclude thst they are not
historical. 1f everything in Scripture which has been
questioned must be discarded as source material, Biblical

criticism would be an extremely fruitless field of endeavor,

ig- %am Beginnings, p. 420.
14. Ibid. :
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Prominent in the sttacks of higher criticism upon
the discourses recorded by St. Luke is an abundance of
theory and generalization snd a paucity of historical
evidence, 'The fa.fzt that some ancient historisns composed
speeches and placed them in the mouths of leading characters
can by no stretch of logié be considered proof that all
did the same. ‘'he. fact that we in the year 1947 mey not
know how 5t. Iuke obteined these speeches is not proof
that he could not have or did not obtain them.

iioreover, the Christian, in approaching the' Acts
of the Apostles, finds himself continually face to face
with a fact which the unbelieving critic does not recog-
nize or understend. In the eyes of the Christian the book
is more than a remmsnt of primitive literature. It is
always and in all its parts the Yord of the living God.
Repnrdless of where in Acts the Christian student fixes :
his attention, he finds himself confronted with words which
2 holy men of (God wrote while he vas being moved by the
.'ridly Ghost (2 Pet. 1,21). The Look was not writien as

~ propa;zends. for 2 selfish csuse. It was written for our

learning, for instruction in righteousness, that the wan
of God may be perfect (Rom. 15,4; 2 Tim. 3,16-17). Its

velue for today does not lie merely in its being a record
of esrly Christisn thought, but in the sublime fact that

it is =ble to make o men wise unto salvation through

fgith which is in Christ Jesus (2 Tim. 3,15).
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Ho Christian need be timid sbout this position. God
did not inspire an illogical, impossible deccument. isthsr,
it is unigque in its unity, consistency, and accurscy in
every detail (Jo. 10,35).

It is the purpose of this essay to compare the
speeches in Acts which are ascribed to the Apostle Peter
with Peter's first epistle. The study is limited to
the sayings of this one apostle and to his first epistle
only by considerations of time and space. lhe paper will
show that there sre marked similarities between these two
sections of Scripture. There are more similaritien b_ett:;een
thels than can be accounted for by coiuncidence., This
gsimilarity corroborates luke's testimony that Peter actually
delivered the speeches. It is also an cxternsl testimony
to the genuinencss of I'irst Peter,

There are seven discourses attriluted to Feter which

are of considersble length,

l. Peter exhorts the 120 disciples to select an
ggo%}e to take the place of Judas (Acts 1,16-17;
PARL ° .

2 l’et;r'a‘aemon on the day of Pentecost (icts 2,
14-363 38-40), 5 :

3. Peter's sermon after the hea_lmg of the laue man
at the Gate besutiful (Acts 3,12-26).

4, ;}:‘e{.gg" defense Lefore the Sanhedrin (acts 4,

5. lf‘;ti%;a seruon before Cornelius (icts 10,

HledB) o

6o Peter's account to the church in Jerusslem of
hii17experienceﬂ in Joppe and Usesarea (Acis 11,
b- el p - L ]

7. ‘eter's speech befors the Apostolic Council in
Jerusslem (Acts 15,7=11).
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la addition to these longer discourses thiere sre a

mumber of short statements which Inke attributes to Peter
(Rets 3,65 D,5.4.8.9; 8,20=23; 9,34.40; 10,14,21.26.20.25.47;
? - 12,11.17).

¥irat Peter lends itself well to comparison with the
soyings of Peler in kcts, Leczuse the two sections sre of
spproximately the same length. First Peter conteins 105

verses, the speeches 95,

S BT ol




1. Learned Testimony to the Similarity of
Peter's Speeches and his Kirst Epistle

hany scholars of the highest rank have pointed outb

the similarities which exist between the discourses of

Peter in Acts and between his firet epistle. Scholars
have used these similerities as externsl evidence hoth
of the suthenticity of the speeches snd of the suthenticity
of First Peter, ;

henry Alford states:

The similarity between the diction of the Epistle
snc St. Peter i recorded speeches in the acts has been
often noticed.

Horsztio B, Hackett writes:

The speeches in the Acts which purport to
have been delivered h{ Feter, Paul, and James,
have been compared with the known productions of
these men; ond it is found that they exhibit an
sgreement with them, in point of thought =nd
expression, which the supposition of their common
origin vould lead us to expect. The speecies
ettriluted to Feter contain peculisr phrases and
ideag, which impart a characteristic similarity .
to them ag compared with the other speeches, and
which gppear sgein in hie eap.isi'.las.2 t in no
other portion of the Hew Yestsment.

Georze Salmon declares:

The langmoge of Peter's s}%eeches in Acts hes also
been compared with that of Peter's first epistle,

1. the Greek I » IV, p. 137.
2 ih“mf_am:%m‘“ﬁém Grifinel Toxt of tho Acts of

the s.mn&l&é; P.
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he result being to elicit seversl coincidences.d

Uillisn Ramsay says: '

ot Iagt copvince. slaty rosdes. thnt Hhouoasd in,

ggﬁggsggu%eiﬁ author, but taken yarbetim from

Bernhard lLeiss goes to considerable length in dewon-
strating the suthenticity of the speeches. He bLases his
conclusions on the similarity in lenguege between First
Peter and the speeches in Acts, the similerity in doctrine,
and the lack of any valid evidence for denying the use of
written sources for the speeches. From the speeches which
he congiders Peler to have delivered, however, ‘ieiss
excludes Peter's account of his activities in Joppa and
Unesarea (Acts 11,5-17) and Peter's stotement in Acts
12,11, "weil diesellen durch ihren sprachgherzcter sich
ceutlich sls Compositionen des Verfassers der Apostel=-
geschichte zu erkennen geben."®

Friedrich Schleiermscher, in his Einleituns ing
Leue lestoment, rebuts Eichhorn, who maintained that the
book of iLcts is “eine zussmmenhfngende Uriginalgeschicht=
schreilung.” BEichhornm believed that the author of Acts
had composed the speeches after the manner of the Greek
historians snd that he could not possibly have had access

to records of many of the speeches. But Schleiermacher

ion Lo the Study of the Dooks
B } uj !liﬁﬂn' po 27!
L» PP =
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argnes that if the author hsd .composed the speeches himself,
he would czrefully heve eliminated all such seeming dise
crepancies &8 are found in Paul's accounts of his conver-
sion., 7The account of Paul's speech in ithens, says
uchleiermacher, seems to be not & condensstion, but an
excerpt. 'The author, in composing such a speech himself,
would have included in it = more elsborate presentztion of
the birth and regurrection of Christ than is given in

Acts 17.. Finally, Schleierwmacher argues, the speeches are
so fitting in every respect for the circumstances under
which they were delivered, and agree so well with the char-
acter of the persom to whom they are sscribed, that sny one
men would heve had to be impossibly resourceful to coupose
themn, 6 :

h. ‘. Robertson goes into the question of vhether St.
Luke could have had access Lo records of the spueches he
recerds. Nobertson writes:

There is no doubt that luke has shown

consumrete skill in reproducing_strateﬁic and
dremetic stsging for Paul's various addresses.
“hat wes his task as e historisn. Bubt he has not
been convicited of merely following the convention=-
91 practice of inventing the discourses for Feter,
Stephen, Jomes, snd Paul which cut =0 larg}e] e
fizare in his Look. The very diversity oxhibi-
ted is more readily explained by the use_of

actusl date for the various sddresses. The

ghort speech of lertullus (Acts 24,2-8) was mude
in public, as was that of Festus (25,24-27). -
fhe lettor of Claudius Lysiag (25,27-50; was a
public document. It is not so essy to explain

6. pp. 371'375.

e sy ) T T s e e b o b i e
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how Luke got the date for the conversation be-

tween Festus and Agrivos (25,14-22), But Luke
have had resourcesggf Eﬁic‘n we know nothing. Il':ay
is rea].%y amm.zing, sll things considered, how

we can follow his tracks for nesrly the whole of

the many discourses that adorn the book of Acts,7

lany scholars have used the similarity Letween Peter's
speeches and his first epistle as external evidence for
the genuineness of rirst Peter.

Joseph 5. kExell, writing in Thg Pulvnit Comsentery,
gays: :

The argument (for the authenticity of Kirst
Peter) is strengthened Ly the resemblsnces which
exint between the lsnguage and tesching of the

epistle and the speeches gf Peter recorded in
the Acts of the Apostles.

Revere ¥, tieidner, in Lhe Iuthersp Comsentsxy,
writes: '
iany undesigned coincidences can also be traced

betmween this epistle s.nd the speeches of leter
recorded in the Acts.

John Peter Lange affirms:
Peter describes himself as the author

(1 Pet, 1,1) and es witness of the sufferings

of Christ (56,1). 1This is confirmed Ly the affini-

Gty which ocxists between the enbstle and Peter's

speaches in the bLook of Acts.l

Ldwerd Gordon Jelwyn, in the latest com.entery on
First Peter (1946) declsres:

The internal evidence for St. Peter's.author-
ship of the epistle is borme out and emplified

7. luke the Historian in the Lisht of Hesearch, p. 229.
8. L, pp. iii=iv.
9. XI, p. 98.

10. A Coimontary on the Holy Sorintures, N, IX, p. 8.

g et A E Bl LB e e g e b L L }
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vhen we compare it with_the speeches sttributed
to the a.pmgle in Acta.ﬁh ®

the Strack-soeckler Comsentary similarly points
to likenesses between First Peter and Peter's apceches
in Acts as proof of the petrine authorship of the epistle.l2
ind Charles Bigz, in the Internstionsl Critical Commentary,
mentions s number of similarities between the two sections
of Scripture.ld, 14

i = T
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1l. Comparison of the I.a.ngmp,a of First Peter
and Peter's Speeches in Acts

To seek to show close affinity between Peter's speeches

in Acts and his first epistle on the bLssis of the language
used in them is =2n involved project. The epistle was
produced under different circumstances than the speeches,
and wany years later. An suthor's vocabulary and diction
changes over a period of years, &Style is often an evasive
thing to snalyze. And, as will be ghomn, the menner in
which Luke reproduced Peter's speeches is unknowm.,
A, Some Pertinent Facts and Ststistics about the
F e ivae i Acrane i

461 different words asre used in Peter's speeches in
Acts, In his epistle Peter uses 539 words. The speeches
and the epistle have 158 words in cammon.

tThere are two words which are found in the speeches
and in First Peter and novhere else in the New Testament.
Une of them is o fsmsces  (Acts 10,28; 1 Pet. 4,3).
In both passages Peter uses.the word to describe action
which is contrary to the law of Gods In Acts 10,23 Peter
tells Uornelius and his friends: "You yourselves know how
unlawful it is for a Jew to associate with or to visit any

one of another mation.” In the passage in his epistle

-
A

Loy e e

piel]
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Peter is exhorting agsinst wrong conduct. He ssys: "Let

the time that is past suffice for doing what the Uentiles

like to do, living in licentiousness, passions, drunken-

ness, revels, cerousing, and lawless idola.tl;y' (1 Pet. 4,3).

The other word, Zuvrwe s _ (Acts 2,23; 1 Pet. 1,2),
is also used in a similar way in both verses. Theyer

defines Jz,gg'_r_l veyérs  as: "forethought, pre-arrangement®.l
Acts 2,23 states that Jesus was "delivered up ziZ «.Sg/sms';;

Eendzy sl g&urgﬁ’ s 7¢3 Oeis,® In 1 Pet. 1,2 Peter addresses

\ / <
his readers as people who are elect A~z 43 LTI oS

/
14 1,005 M2

tords common to the speeches and First Peter and found

only rarely in the rest of the lew lestement are:

2 :
1. Znvesd (Acts 5,17: 17,%0: 1 Pet. 1,14;
= kph. 4;18]).
;p_guzz___ Luka 19,44 Acts 1,20; 1 Tim.
3,1: 1 Pet. 2,12),
: EQJ v d of the cross) (Acts 5,30;
2 = (%3339 1%,29; Gal. 3,13; 1 Pet.
2,23).
4. Gao)ees (Luke 3,5; Agts 2,40; Phil. 2,15;
1 Pe ° 2 18)0

=Lineli gh Lexi gﬁg | 538.
%: %a non, Op. » Pe » Cl ea a num er o words

d t r and l—eter 8 8 t.eches in the Acts:
pecul;.ar to bacorflor "tg obtain" (Acts ;.2 Pet. 1,1);

(Agts 2.7: 2 Pet. 2 9) § e Yot
s to e s Acts i 18 2 Pe£ 2,15, 1?1‘%

(MLJ_Z__AGW S Doty 2,1.5); acddlomas (A

2 Pet. 2,9}«

=, - as
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Viords found in Peter's speeches and in other parts of
Acts and novhere else in the lew Testament are:

e L Z3 ;
Lo SninOp0s:

2. [ B

3' <4 1 {

8.

-_“ f A f‘f .F [ 4 l‘ei
]

Acte 2,27,31; 13.54.35.555.37
(21l besed on Ps. 16,10).

Azpa 2,28 (from Fs. 16,11);

Acts 1,24; 15,8 (Peter may have
spoken the first of thes=e as
well as the second, since it is
attributed to the disciples, of
'.‘:hom)Peter was often the spokes-
NeNe.Jje

Acts 10,14; 11,8 (icts 10,9-16
may well Le Lased on Peter's
words recorded in Acts 11,5-11.).

Acts 10,11; 11,5 (see the
preceding word).

Acts 2,25 (fram Ps, 16,8);

Acts 35,20; 22,14; 26,16,

_ Acts 3,7.16; 16,5.

Vords found in Peter's speeches and in Luke and

nowhere else in the llew Testament are:

1.
2.

Se
4.
5.

4
o Vv & FT Lo
r 7
S A
1
2f
Vol VTi
s /
ITE L €2 b

Inke 14,5; Acts 11,10,

Luke 1,38; Luke 1,48 (from

1 Sem. 1,11); Acts 2,18 (frem
Joel 2,29).

Iuke 1,8; Acts 7,10; 38,21,

Luke 21,26; Acts 12,11.

el Ty b 8y Tuke 1,66; 21,14; Acts 5,4.
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Viords found in Peter's spgeches, in other parts of

Acts, in luke, and nowhere else in the ilew Testsment are:

g
1, Mot &e F 2y Iuke 1,3; 8,1; Acts 3,24;
A 11,4; 18,23,
2. I 'F’é’ A B Luke 5,19; Acts 9,25; 10,11;
£ i
5. Ketllo T Iuke 1,7; 19,9; Acts 2,24.45;
: 4,35; 17.31.

Yiords peculiar to Peter®s spceches in Acts are:

] /
1. X MEd. )08 10,28
[ o
20 Lusydff Aoy 10,29
i
B, X¥dWE ¢ 3,20
; L
dy LV ImolidOYIE: 5,21
.‘! .:
B. S Ko Tod 2,23
3 /
6o LY LTVIY 2,17
y i
7.. E it T /fC.A.f'xi { 2.14
5 i n../_ ) / ]
8, X N 0SSy 3,23
O . X 3
9., Smaivoid 8,22
> /
10, Eiipavyl 2,20
ik x s
11, £ S PUS TS w 10,38
\offiwy /
12, Kxtyfi ({Fuswr 1,17
v
b 7/ <
13 _Cotdsrs Moo 46 C 4,11
¢ - 4
14. C u\r Y RO e 3.16
[ q
16, Tificrinol Bl 1907 \derr 3,18
i 7,
16, Jlucoiimurive: 2,25
] g
17. { .. 10,34
18. Yii X i05 0 ?"V_gg) 10|41

i l,-'

19, Com it Vew 10,41
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\hrds pecuhar to Firat Peter are:

b1 ﬂ"ft-'"”“ 4,19

2. xr’f;’"'“ s 2,14

3. ¥ L"ih'wr 2,17; 5,9
i, ..g }x,—:w\ 2,19.
B, ASodes 2,2

6. ’_i:"-“ ) 5,2

7.4 NAo T r‘;;” Ko hols 4.15

se L8 i AT VoS 5,4
g, 1/ »,rm.-m; 1,4
10, ‘v AEry e 1,3; 1,25
11, ﬂlh-’( 768 5,2
12. ’Jw Jwyvym: 1,3
15, ‘.‘”’L’U/('g 4,4
14, 4V ik AdNutes 1,8
15, ‘VT'\")‘ L 2,25
16. ATio p llvo«'».: A 2,24
17, i Vi w 3,7

! e
18, 27 {0 Ewo) aTTHS 1,17
A

19, JLICpPETTTE) 2.2

I

20, AfyriTois )y 5,4
21, '-’/" i"" o 4,2
22, WU lu’(l(.‘_l & 3,7
23, \.'. i/ ea L:oc Ao 5,6
24, LrTCviS 48

25. é g TN N 9 3,3
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26.

28,
29,
0.
Sl.
2.
33,
4,
5.

i

Evdebis 3,3
3 i
27, LT Mo 2,9
LT & ot yolin 1,10
i 7
SR !" oy ’-""1 Al 5,21
st % (728 4,2
hr—" “ "f '. \"‘J 5'12
c.“frw!‘l < UVJ 2,12; &,2
—t /
(Epot CEumX 2.5 2,9
r
J,-,.fk:- ey el 2,12; 2,14; 4,16
KACes 2,20
Aty oS 5,6
K716 %S 4,19
A t_ci’l‘(-‘./ u". 2'24
3 8 R /
S Ave dip o a 4.3
< 7 i J
(}4.-._ (Lf (2o 3,8
RS
JiT A ¢ / [ 4,1
IAtfe ﬂ-”x‘ Jx e 1,18
11("’6"((’3 3.3
nu?\-f) 4.3
, I
f Cro -v.LT ; A 1,11
i 3-:: 'l-_j G115 ; 9,6
fuIToey: 3,21
t 7
_(_'_/ LvoLd/ 5,10
7
( 7&:[& = 1.%
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D2, & a7l V&2 5,8
’ - J "‘- =
Dd. ¢ ‘”l £ J!;’_La.‘__l, "““ 5.1
B, L uVERNTKTS S 5,13
BB, & UVCIKT e 3,7 g
’ -
b6 TXIT SIVH itV 3,8
P LEY
57 TENT 1wy 1,13
St R /
b, .-'::’H -.%‘i o A4 !: § 2,21
B9, LJichA il v - 291
& i
60. ;.f' i Jiom ah I" {J Y 3.8
6le Lol e s ¢ 5,8 9

B, Quotationg ;‘rom.t.he 0ld Testament in rirst
Peter and in Peter®s Speeches in Acts.

In his first spistle Peter makes extensive use of
the Septusgint when he quotes from the 0ld Testament. The
gpeeches of Peter in Acts likewise contain many quotations
from the Septuagint version. However, St. Luke 2lso makes
considersble use of the Septuagint throughout his writings.4
Peter Legins some of his Uld Teslament references,
both in Acts and in his first epistle, with a formesl introe
duction. But more often he weaves Scriptural language
directly into his speech. He does this with such ease
both in the speechesd and in his epistle that it is

3. 'lhayer. ite, Do 70. :
4: Robirtaas i of she Gregk %MW

i%sghﬁ'uéﬁ&liugen "Die Al 1i g;f@j@,‘

. espeais ?vl kliﬂ 8p e ch to Smon (Acts 8 20-24)
and h;s sermon to eliua Acts 10,34=43).

.
= p - ¢
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sometimes difficult to trace the exact source of his
roferences.

In the speeches Peter usuelly introduces hiaz direct
quotations with a reference to the source in the Uld Tes=
tament. “It is writtem in the book of Psalms (Acts 1.20);
"This is what was spoken by the prophet Joel®™ (Acts 2,16);
“For David says concerning him" (Acts 2,25); "For David
himself says" (Acts 2,34); "Loses said" (Acts 3,22); "God...
sgid to Abraham (Acts 3,20). In his epistle, on the other
hand, Peter does not state the location of his direct
quotations, but introduces them with: "It is written"
(1,13); “For it stemds in Scripture" (2,6); or, simply,
"For" (1,24;:3,10; 5,5). liayerhoff points to this dif-
ference as a sign thet the speeches attriluted to Peter
are not gpnuina.G There seem to be natursl reasons for the
difference, however., In Acts Peter is laying special stress
on the point that Christienity is the fulfillment of proe-
phecy. For this reason he carefully iderntifies the pro-
phecies which he quotes. %¥oo, for the sake of tnose proud
individuals who might turn awey from his message because
they presupposed that the one who wasz preaching it was an
ignorsmus, it would be nstural for Peter to indicate that
though he was “uneducated and common” (icts 4,13), he was

nonetheless versed in the Scriptures.

60 ,@._Giﬁ,-. P 2230




Peter cites one passage both in his speeches and in
his epistle. This is Fsalm 118, 22, which occurs in Acts
4,11 and 1 Pet. 2,7: "The ve:y-stone which the Luilders
rejected hss Lecome the hesd of the cormer.” In nis
epistle (1 Pet. 2,22,24.25) Peter quoies a number of pas-
sages from the fifty-third chapter of Isaish dealing with
the work of "the scrvant of Jehovah". Acts 3,13 is a
clesr reference to "the servaenmt of Jehovah" from lsaish
52,13.

A list of Peter's quotations from and cleer references
to the Uld Testsment Scriptures follows.

Acts 1,200 « ia s ol s BB G925

Aoty 1,20 o o ¢ o o o o o P2, 109,8

Acts 2,17=21. « o o « & o Joel 2,28-32

Acts 2,2528. o o o o o o P8. 16,8-11

Acts 2,30 coe o = o o « o P8, 152,11

hots 2,31 . o o o o = « P8 16510

Acte 2,54«35. « o « o o o F8. 110,1

1 '-..3 -.......15.5719'
Lets 2,39 Tool 2:320

ficts 3 13 ® © » © © & 0 o EI. 3 6-'1,5.
: . " is. 52,15 '
icts 3.22 e o o & o o o o Veut. 18.15"16

A B e e e e e 18519
icts 5.21‘5 LoV 25.19 ’

fsctﬂ 3.25 s o o o o o o o Gen- 22.18
hets 4,11 ¢ o o « o o o o P8, 118,22
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Acts 8,21 .
Acts 8.23 °

Acts 10,34.
Acts 10,36,

Acts 10,38,
acts 10,40,

1 Pet. 1,16

1 Pet. 1,24
1 Pot, 2,3.
1 Pet. 2,6.
1 Pet. 2,7.
1 Pet. 2,9.
1 Pet. 2,9.

1 Feb. 2,10

1 Pet. 2,17
1 Pet. 2,22

- 1 Pet. 2,24

1 Pet. 2,25

1 Pet. 5.6. e o

1 Pet, 3,10=-12.

1 Pet. 3,14-15,
1 Pete 4,8. . .

o 1 Pet. 4.14 e

Ps. 78,37

leut. 29,18;
ls, 58,6

Leut. 10,17

Is. 52,7:
liah, 1.15

lg, 61,1
ieut. . 21,22

‘Lev. 19,2;

Lev, 11,44
Is. 40,6-8
Ps., 34,8
ls. 28,16
rs. 118,22
1s. 8,14

Ex. 19,5.6
IS. 43'20-

Hos. 2,23
Prov, 24,21
Is, 53,9

Is. 53,45
Is. 53,6
Prov. 3,25
s, 34,15=17
18. 8,12-13
Prov. 10,12
Is. 11,2
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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.




41

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



predicted both His sufferings snd "the subsequent glory*
(LAS Ae7 70074 2o 7x5 1 Pets 1,11). So Pater
in hets 2,34=36 cites Ps. 110,1 as proof of the exaltation
to the right hand of God, "The Lord ssid to my Lord, Sit
Thou at ¥y right hsnd, till I meke Thy enemies a stool for
Thy fect." .

Christ's miviastry contimues in the state of exaltation.

1t consiels in Uis sending the Holy Spirit, Cn the day

of Pentecost Yeler seys of Christ: "Being thercfore exal-
ted at the right hand of God, and having received from the
Father the promise of the lloly Spirit, Ho has poured out
this which you see sud hesr® (icts 2,38). Petor bases this
on the book of Joel the prophé‘b. Christ's nending the loly
Spirit is what Joel referred to when he wrote: “And in
the last days it shall be, Uod declares, that 1 will pour
out Ly Spirit upon »ll flesh® (Acte 2,17). Similarly

ia Acts 11,17 end 15,8 Peber spesks of liod giving the Holy
Spirit. And in his epistle he writes of “the loly Spirit
sent from hezven" (1 Pet. 1,12).

Chrigt's 1life and ministry is the fulfillment of pro-
phecy. Sut that fulfillment is not yet complete. Frophecy
will come to complete fulfillment when Christ sppesrs again
in full glory. 'he praphets, in predicting Christ's
"subsequent glory" (1 Pet. 1,11) included in their writings

His sacond glorious eppearance (Acts 2,19-21; 3,21).
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Peter exhorts, ficts 5,19=20: "Repent . . . that God
may send the Christ appointed for you, Jesus.” 1In his

epistle Yoler upeaskas of that grest event as "tho revela=-

tion (ZITois iy ) of Jesus Ghrist” (1 Pet. 1,7.13);
"the revelation of llin gloxy" (1 Pet. 4,13); "the zlory
thet iz to be revesled” (1 Pet. 5,1). It is "the time for
establishing =11 thet God spoke Ly the mouth of His holy
prophete from of old" (icls 3,21); "when the Chief Shepherd
is manifeeted” (1 Pet. 5,4).  In Acts 2,20 Peter, quoting
fran Joel, calls it ."the dsy of the Lord, the great and

uwzinifcst day." In the ssme section Peter guotes Jool's

proprecies of the signs thel will precede that grest day.
vhrist will come on that day "to judge the living and
the dead" (Lisivvi - iivyis K| \.,f"",ﬁg__'-:l , 1 Pet, 4,5).

In #lmost identicsl words Peter states (Lots 10,42) that

Chrizt is "tho oue ordained Ly God to be judge of the living
. 5 A \ i 4 "4:
and the dead® (L iz g  ZevicteV ind) VEWLIE ).
. § - '.




C. Peter Interprets the Life of Christ

The person and work of Jesus, prophecied and manife;-
ted, Peter swmarizes in the word Christ. "God has made
this Jesus, vhom you crucified, both Lord and Christ® (Acts
2,96). In Acts Peter refers to Him as the Christ (2,31;
5,20); as God's Christ (3,18); as Jesus Christ (2,38; 9,34);
a8 the Lord Jesus Christ (10,36; 11,17); as Jesus Christ of
Nezareth (3,6; 4,10). In First Peter He is called Jesus
Christ (1,1.2.3.7.13; 2,5; 3,21; 4,11); our Lord Jesus
Christ (1,3); the Lord Christ (3,15); or, simply, Christ
(1,11.19; 2,21; 3,16.,18; 4,1.13.14; 5,1.10.14).

In his discourses and speeches Peter attrilutes great
power to "the name of Jesus Christ.", That name is the
source of temporal, physical life. Peter tells the lame
man et the Gate Besutiful: "In the name of Jesus Christ
of Nazereth, walk" (Acte 3,6). He tells the crowd which
subsequently gathered, "His name, by faith in His nsme,
hes mede this men strong" (3,16). He speaks the same
words to the Ssnhedrin (4,10). But the name of Jesus
Christ can do more than heal bodies. It is the power which
gives men eternsl life. To the Sanhedrin Peter states:
"Ihere is no other name under heaven given among men by
which one mist be saved” (4,12). To Cornelius he ssys: :
"Every one who believes in Him receives forgiveness of sins
through His nswe" (Acts 10,43). At Pentecost he exhorts:




"Be baptized in the name of Jesus Christ for the forgive-
ness of your sins" (icts 2,38).

In First Peter 4,14 Peter writes: "If you are reproache
ed for the name of Uhrist, you sare blessed.” And in 4,16:
. "1f one puffers as a Christian, let him not be asghamed,
but under thast neme let him glorify God."®

uthex titles of Jesus are "the Author of life"
(G gx- .~ 1S {’7 415, hets 3,16); "Leader and Savior"
(Aets 5 31). "the Shepherd snd Guardiasn of your souls"
(1 Pet. 2,25); "the chief Shepherd® (1 Pet. 5,4). He is

the stone rejected by men, which has become the chief

corner-gtone, the foundation of God's house (Acts 4,11;
1 Pet. 2,4=10).

The eim and result of (‘.hnst's ministry for men is
"the salvation of soula® ( W’f“‘)f % ‘/-’Vi{WV 1 Pet. 1,9f.).
Aets 4,12: "fhere is &« —»,/l& in no one else."

he etoruel appointuent of Christ was for the benefit
of men,' specificelly for the purpose of their eventual
salvetion. "He wag destined beforse the foundation of the
world . . . for your sske" (1 Pet. 1,20). [He was "the
Christ appointed for yon" (Acts 3,20).

'he oppearance of Christ in tumen form was likewise for
ien. "He wss wenifest ot the end of time for your sake®

3 . [] f
5. Selwyn, J_Lu_dh 34, writes: “lhe prommence o
Christ's nam She Primitive preaching =s the cauga gsu-

sﬁn?gfssalv?tign ag gnce attra.g ed the ostlle attention of

the Jews, so th2t from the verﬁ f:.rst. such persecution as
Christisns suffered was "for the name




(1 Pet. 1,20). "God . . . sent Him to you first, to blesg
you" (hots 3,26). '

~ The means by which Christ effectec the sslvation of
souls wes by removing the sins of men. "Christ also died
for sins once for all, the righteous for the unrighteous,
thet Fe might bring us to God" (1 Pet. 3,18). "He Lore our
ging in His body on the tree® (1 Pet. 2,24). "Christ suf-
fered for you" (1 Pet. 2,21). "Repent . . . for the for-
givenens of your sins," Peter exhorts (Acts 2,40), "God
gent His Sou to bless you in turning every one of you from
his wickedness" (Acts 3,26). "And now, brethren, I know
thet you scted in ignorance, as did 21so your rulers . . «
" Repent therefore, and turn again, thal your sins mey be
blotted out™ (Acts 3,17.19). "Ye were ransomed from the
futile ways inherited from your fathers . . . with the
precious blood of Christ" (1 Pet. 1,18-19).

Thet Christ would effect the forgiveness of men's

gine wes also en essential part of prophecy. "Zo Him
all the propheis bear witness that every ome who believes
in Hiw receives forgivioness of sins through iis name®
: (Acts 10,43). In 1 Pet, 2,24 Peter establishes the same

point by quoting directly from Isaish: "By His vounds you
~ have Leen healed" (Is. 53,5).
' By His ministry Christ assured men of the grace of
God, "We believe thet we shall be saved through the grace
of the Lord Jesus® {Acts 15,11). “The God of all grace . . .




has colled you to His eternal glory in Christ® (1 Pet. 5,10).
(Cf. =130 1 Pet, 1,2.10.13; 2,19.20; 3,7; 4,10; 5,5.12.)
Potor calla Ohrist "0 2(Xwpes (Hs Zwds =
(Acts 3,16). 'a is in full possession of life Himszelf.
He is "thst living stone" (1 Pet. 2,4). (Cf, Peter's
confession, lstt. 16,16 aud Jom 6,69, "Ycu ore the Christ,
the Son of the living God.") "It was not posaible for Hi\m
to be held by death® (Acts 2,24). But He is the JfSzjpe3
b3 f 215 . esocislly because He is the giver, the

euthor of 1ifae, not only bodily (Acts 3,6.9; 9,34.40) Lut,

in consequence of His resurrection, apiritual and eternal.

We are "born agpin to a living hope through the resurrection
of Jesus Christ from tho de=d" (1 Pet. 1,3). And through.
Christ's resurrection Laptism receives its clasnsing power
(1 Pet. 3,21). He "bore our sins in His body on the tree,
that we mig‘n‘b' die to sin and live to righteousness" (1 Pet.
2,24).

Az s ramlt of Christ's work, snd through faith,
Christians have peace with God. "God « » & presched good
news of peace by Jesus Christ" (icts 10,35). And in his
epistle Peter blesses the Christians with the words: “iay
grace and peace be mltiplied to you (1,2); and "Peace to
all of you that are in Christ" (5,14).

Christisn hope is 2 furthor benefit of the work of
Chri.:st on mea's behalf., "Ye have baon lLorn snew S0 4 _liv:i.ng

hope through the resurrection of Jesus Christ from the




dead" (1 Pet. 1,3.21; 3,5.15). What is the object of the
hope of the Christisan? 1t is the grace, the praise and
glory and honor, that is coming at the revelation of
Jesus Christ (1 Pet. 1,7.13; 5,1); an imperishable, unde=
filed, unfading inheritence in heaven (1 Pet. 1,4-5).
Vhen the chief Shepherd is manifested, the believer will
not be put to sheme (1 Pet. 2,6) but will receive an un-
fading crown of glory (1 Pet. 5,4). Though the Christian
suffers in this life, his hope tells him that “the Uod
of all grace, who has called you to His eternal glory in
Christ, will Himself restore, establish, and strengthen
you" (1 Pet. 5,10).

While the word "hope" is found in the discourses only
once (Acts 2,26), and there not in the sense of the Chris-
tian's hope, yet the concept is present. Christ will come
again and establish ell that God spoke through the prophets,
Poter tells the crowd at Solomon's portico (Acts 3,21).

Un the great and manifest day of the Lord, when Christ
judges the guick =nd the dead, the Christian, having for-
giveness of gins, will be saved and live (Acts 2,21; 10,
42-43; 1 Pet. 4,6).

The fa.cts sbout Uhrist and His works, how He won
forgiveness of sins and God's favor for men, constitute
the Gospel, the good news (£ ?’M‘ l“'\lt ViReel Pet.l4 =l /8
Acts 16,7). The Gospel is also ‘called the Word, Le.y‘_L
(Acts 10,36; 15,7; 1 Pet. 2,8; 3,1-2); and '°7“‘"
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(1 Pet. 1,23-25; Acts 10,37; 11,14). Through the word of
the Gospel men are brought to salvation (Acts 15,7.11; 1 Pet.
2,2).

The Gospel, or word about Christ, comes to men through
nreaching of the Gospel (irspp:\e7: /My, Acts 10,363
1 Pet. 1,12.25; 4,6). Peter also uses the wider temm for
preaching (X« 2 theee iy » Acts 10,37.42; 1 Pat. 3,19).
_K;q_{:ig.« £z » however, means only "proclaim" and does
not in itself contain any indication of the nature of the

‘message proclained,

Peter himself wze constrained to be a preacher of the
Gospel by the fact thet he was a witness of Christ's life,
death, and resurrection (Acts 1,22; 2,52; 3,16; 10,39.41;

1 Pet. 5,1) end by the fact that he had been specially
chozen as an apostle of Jesus Christ (Acts 1,16-17.21-22;
1 Pet, 1,1). Both in Acts and in First Peter he is humble
sbout his apostleship. He disignates himself as a fellow
elder (1 Pet. 5,1). Similar is his manner of speaking at
the council =t Jerusalem. On that occasion, when "the
apostles and the elders were gathered together" (Acts 15,6) ,
- he eddresées tham ell ns "brethren® (Acts 15,7).

Petor put hesrt and soul into his work of preaching
the Goapel of Christ. Acts 2,40 states: "With many :
other words he testified and exhorted them" (S.g.,_l_m,hl-"‘-c-
5@1‘1 1 A \’ A< ). At the close of his epistle
he writes\: "I ave written briefly to you, exhorting and




testifying that this ie the true grzce of God" (77¥ /XK 2%
. ) e T
Ko\ EFT AT op vy , 1 Pet. 5,12).

The preaching of the Gospel is eftective in the hearts
of men through the Holy Ghost, who sssists thogse who testi-
fy. "VWe are witnesses of these things,” says Peter,"and so
is the Hely Spirit, vhom Cod has given to those who obey
Him" (Acts 5,32). The sufferings end glory of Christ "have
now been ennounced te you by those who preached the good
news to you through the Holy Spirit' sent from heaven"

(1 Pet. 1,12).

The goal of the preaching of the Gospel of Christ is
that men should bLelieve it and Le saved, for through faith
men zppropriste the blessings of Christ's worke--forgiveness
of sins and sslvation. "Everyone wio believes in Him re= '
ceives forgiveness of sins through His nsme” (Acts 10,43).
“As the outcome of your. feith you obtain the salvation of
your souls" (1 Pet. 1,9). "Ve believe that we shall be
seved throuzh the grace of the Lord Jeaus'f (Acts 15,11);
“who Ly God's power are gnarded through faith for salvetion®
(1 Pet. 1,5). s

%ider terme which include believing are XWeVEiV |
ﬁn{u(,{jg_,y . . and ?,':3;'.-4:-.0.:; « "Tho Lord God will

raise up for you a prophet . . » You shall listen to Him
in whatever He tells you" (Acts 3,22). "Sanctified by the
Spirit for obedience to Jesus Christ® (1 Pet. 1,2); “having
purified your souls by your obedience to the truth"




" (1 Pet. 1,22); "children of obedience® (1 Pet. 1,14); “obey~.
ing the Gospel of God" (1 Pet. 4,17).

' The process of coming to faith in Christ is described
Ly Peter as "s change of mind" (METiyeeiV ). repenting
(Acts 2,38; 8,22; 3,19). Peter describes it also as "turn-

ing away from wickedness" (Aol 1) —y £V, hcts 3,26).
In Acta_ 5,19 and 1 Pet. 2,25 Peter apeaka of the opposite
aspect--turning back to God (ETelrfe L ail ). "Repent

and turn =gpin" (Acts 3,19); "you were straying like sheep,
but have now returned to the Shepherd and Guerdian of your
souls" (1 Pet. 2,26). Figuratively, coming to faith is
caoming "out of darkness into His (God's) msrvelous light"
(1 Pet. 2,9).
¥Foith in Christ is feith in God. Acts 3,16 speaks of
"the faith which is through Jesus." 1 Pet. 1,21 says:
"Throvgh Him (Christ) you have confidence in God."
" Aets 2,21 end 1 Pet. 1,17,both guoting from the Old
Testmnent refer to coming to faith as "ealling upon®
God (Zmeis “Aeiv ). "And it shell be that whoever calls
on the neme of the Lord shall ue saved” (Acts 2,26). °“If
you invoke as Father Him who judges each one impartially®
(1 Pet. 1,17). The atbitude of ons who has come into the
cight relstion with God through Christ Peter calls "fear*
Al _ Aelg 10,35; 1 Pet. 1,17;

piiBo g soBeis D
(._;,_L LIS S » !, CAN T i
2,17).




Faith in Jesus Christ is to Le a.ccrx-n')anied by baptism
in His name (Acts 2,38-39; 10,47; 1 Pet. 3,20-22), 'The
promiss end power of baplism is identical in these passages.
In hets 2,28 Laptism works "forgiveness of your sins". In
1 Pet. 3,21 bepbim "s=ves you", and is "an appeal to God
for a cleor conscience." Peter's exhortation to Le bap-
tized in fcts is immedisiely preceded in strong testimony
of Christ's resurrection and ascension to the right hend of
God (Acte 2,32-3G). In First Peter baptism is said to de=-
rive its operative power from the resurrection and ascension
to God's right hand (1 Pet. 3,21-22). Peter's exhortation
to "gave yoursclves from this crooked seneration® (Acts 2,40)
.in connechion with beptism is reminiscent of the story of
logh which he stitaches to his discussion of bepiism in
1 Pet. 3,20-21,

Faith in Ohrist has o cleansing effect on the hearts.of
men. "God cleansed their hesrts by faith™ (Lcts 15,9).
"Hoving purified your souls by your obedience to the truth . .
love one snother” (1 Pet. 1,22).

Sulvation, the Torgiveness of sins, the Gospel, these
are irtended for all people. fThis fact runs throughout
Peter's discourses. "1 will pour out my Spirit upon all
flesh; whosoever calls on the neme of the Lord shall be
saved," Peter gquotes in his address before the Pentecost
crowd (Acts 2,17-21). And Lefore the group at Solomon's
porch he gays: "Ihe promise is to you and %o your ahlldeen
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and to all that sre far off, every one whom the Lord our
God calls to Him" (Acts 2,38=39; cf, 1 Pet. 2,6). Peter
himself did not realize the full import of this fact until
his great vision, which he describes, Acts 11, 6-10. At
that time God showed him plainly that the day was past
when the Gentiles should be considered common or unclean,
Then Peter testified publicly that "God shows no partiality

(is not Tfc¢ l--"ﬁr/\'-:;'.ur‘fr nS ), but in every nation any

one who fears Him and does what is right is acceptable

to Him" (Acts 10,: .43). Peter deemed this thought worthy
of repetition in his epistle. There he describes the Father
28 one wiv judges each one impartially Gu:-m !_7_:,,.1 Frecs.)
according to his deeds (1 Pet. 1,17). Vhat Peter learned

in his vision about the universality of salvation he used

28 his main argument for Christian liberty before the
apostolic council (Acts 15,7-11). Both Jew and Gentile

"may glorify God in the day of visitation" (1 Pet. 2,12).

In Peter's discussion of the royal priesthood of all be-
lievers in Christ (1 Pet. 2,4-10) he sets forth in grand man-
ner the universality of salvation. Vriting to Christians
scattered throughout many lands, of Jewish and Gentile de-
scent alike, Peter pronounces to them all: "You are a cho-
gen race, a royal priesthood, s holy nation, God's own
people . . . Unce you were no people but now you are God's
people; once you had 'not received mercy but now you have

received mercy (1 Pet. 2,9=10).



The formation of the Church, those who believe in
Christ (1 Pet. 2,6), "a chogen race, a royal priesthood,
a holy nation, God's own people" (1 Pet. 2,9), is the fruit
of Christ's work of salvation. Peter had taught of the
Church and of the priesthood of all believers already in his
address on Pentecost. He quoted the prophet Joel: "And in
the last day it shall be, God declares, that I will pour
out my Spirit upon all flesh, and your sons and your daugh= |
ters shall prophesy, and your young men shall see visions,
and your old men shell dream dreams; yea, and my mene
servants and my maidservants in those dayﬁ I will pour out
my Spirit, and they shall prophesy" (Acts 2,17-18). The
foundation of the Church is Christ Himself. “The very
stone which the uilders rejected has become the head of the
corner" (Acts 4,11; 1 Pet. 2,7).
" An additional fruit of the work of Uhrist for men is
freedom. ‘the coming of Christ abolished the ceremonial
law and made &ll Uhristisns free from the curse and coer=
cion of the morel law. "Live as free men," Peter exhorts
(1 Pet. 2,16). Poter could well say that, for he had seen
the vision of the sheet let down from heaven (Acts 11,5-10),
and hed heard the words: “What God has cleansed you must
not call common or unclean® (Acts 11,9). He had spoken to
Cornelius and his companions: "You yourselves kunow how un=
lawful it is for a Jew to associate with or to visit enyone
of another nation; Lut God has shown me that I should not




call any man common or unclean® (Acts 10,28). Guided by his
vision, he had told those a2t the Council of Jerusalem who
insisted thet the Gentile Christians be:circumcised and obey
the ceremonial law: “How thsrefore why do you make trial of
God Ly putting e yoke upon the neck of the disciples which
neither our fathers nor we have been able. to bear" (Acts
15,10)? "Live as free men, yet without using your freedom
a8 a pretext for evil” (1 Pet. 2,16). Even before his vision
Peter had admonished Ananias for misusing his Ghristian
liverty (Acts 5,3-4): "Ananias, why has Satan filled your
heart to lie to the Holy Spirit and to keep back part of the
proceeds of the land? While it remained unsold; did it

not remain your own? And after it was sold, was it not at

your disposalt"

C. Peter Applies the Gospel to the Christian Life

The comparison of the ethical applications of the Gos-
pel in Peter's discourses and in his first epistle is less
productive of results then the comparison of his teaching
about the Gospel jtself. There is good reason for this.:
In his epistle Peter is writing to Christians. He devotes
mach of his epistle to admonishing and motivating them to
holy living. In his discourses he is chiefly cancerned
with laying the basic foundation of repentance and faith.
But in spite of this difference there are a pumber of

interesting points of comparison.



The sanctification of the Christian through the ime
partation to him of the Holy Ghost is a vital step in God's
plan of bringing men to final sslvation (1 Pet. 1,2;

Acts 15,8-9).
: In his ep1 stle Peter lays much stress on conduct
’Hvi Tre fu » 1 Pet. 1,16.17.18; 2,12; 3,1.2.16).
Aviic oy ~;.-* may be of two kinds--right or wrong. The
standard is "the will of God (1 Pet. 4,2) or "the word"
(1 Pets 2,8; 3,1). In Acts 4,19 Peter and John say: “Vhe-
ther it is right in the sight of God to listen to you rather
then to God, you must judge."

Havmg nght. conduct is described in Acts 10,35 as

Jikdice v ¥ -f ‘”/EC"K'JC . Jkirst Peter uses a num=
Jp,;él:.-v WelEAV

ber of similer terms for right conduct:
(3,11); Apa&lemeiely (2 14.15.20; 3,6.17). Peter
describes right conduct as __’L_"‘ (1 Pet.. 1, 15) ﬂ"_‘_’_']_
(1 Pet. 3,2); X4A%7 (1 Pet. 2,12); &“5‘7 (1 Pet.
3,16). ; ;

Peter calls wrong conduct HarxfTIX (Acts 2,38;
3,19; 10,43; 1 Pet. 2,22.24; 3,18; 4,18) and RAKI
(Acts 8, 22' 1 Pet. 2,1. 16). Because it is contrary to the

Law of God, it is GL('/U"‘”" S (Acts 10 ...8. 1 Pet. 4,3).
é.m l?k

Poter calls the sin of Simon the magician zt
Aets 8,22). Sinful men, according to 1 Pet. 3,18, are

?i-i L




The evil conduct of those who have not learned the way
of. truth is attributed to ignorance (AVEOIA , Acts 3,17;
1 Pet. 1,14). l

Sin is opposition to God's will. Yet is not indepen=

dent of the divine will and cennot frustrate the divine
plan. For "the very stone which the builders rejected has
become the head of the corner® (1 Pet. 2,7; Acts 4,11, Cf.
also Acts 3,17-18.).

The heart and mind determine what the conduct will be.
Peter said to Simon the megician: "“Your heart is not right
before God . . . Pray.to the Lord that, if possible, the
intent of your heart msy be forgiven you" (Acts 8,21-22).
In his epistle Peter frequently stresses the need for in-
ward as well as -tmt.ward holiness. "Love one another ear-
nestly from the hesrt" (1 Pet. 1,22). “Put away all malice
and all gpile and insincerity and envy" (1 Pet. 2,1). And
to the women: "Let your adorning be . « « the hidden
person of the heart with the imperishable jewel of a gentle
and quiet spirit, vhich.in God's sight is.very precious"

(1 Pet. 3,3-4).

Satan, the accuser, is contimuously at work, tempting
.Chrigtiens to ungodly conduct. Peter had himself deeply
experienced the thrusts of the Evil Une. The Lord had
relbuked him with the words, "Get behind me, Seten," after
he had attempted to dissuade Christ from saving the world
(Matt. 16,23; kark 8,33). Another time Satan hod desired




Peter's soul and led him to deny his Savior (luke 22,13).
It was therefore easy for Peter to see that Satan had filled
the heart of Ananias and caused him to lie to the Holy
Ghost (Acts 5,3). And he was aware of the importance of
warning the Christians, when he wrote his first epistle:
"Be sober, be watchful. Your adverssry, the devil, prowls
around like =2 roaring lion, seeking someone to devour.
Regist him, fim in your faith (1 Pet. 5,8<9).

The most completely soul-destroying sin is the rejec-
tion of Christ Himself when the Holy Ghost offers Christ's
merits to men- through tﬁe Word. There was greal urgency
in Peter's placing constently before his hearers in Acts
that they hed denied end killed the Christ (Acts 2,33.36;
3,14; 4,10; 10,39). For "there is salvation in no one
else” (Acts 4,12). At -Solomon's porch Peter quoted kioses:
"And it shall be thst every soul that’ does not listen %o
that prophet shall be destroyed from the people” (Acts
3,23). Ananias and Sapphire were slain becsuse they lied
to the Holy Ghost, who had brought them to faith in Christ
(Acts 5,3.4.9). If men stubbornly reject Christ, God hare
dens their hearts, snd they £ind in Christ, instead of a
Savior, & stumbling=block. For "the stone which the buil=-
ders rejected has become the head of the cornexr" (Acts
4,11; 1 Pet. 2,7); and "a atone that will meke men stuable,
a rock thet will meke them fall; for they stumble beceause
they disobey--the word, 28 they were destined to do"
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(1 Pet. 2,8). Poter adds in 4,17-18: "“The time has come
for judgment to begin with the household of God; and if it
beging with us, what will be the end of those who do not
obey the zospol of God? And if the righteous man is scarce=
ly raved, where will the impious and sinner appesr?”

The Lord had teught Poter not to worxry sbout money
(latt. 17,27). In his experiences with Judas, who bLetrayed
Christ, and with Aneniss and Sapphirs, Peter had secn the
tragedy of psople who sell the hope of heaven for monsy.

Ho felt deeply how despicable the riches of this world are
in comparison with the treasures of God. The lame men at
the Gate Besutiful asked Peter and John for ?._].ms. Pater
answored: "I have no silver snd gold, ut I give you.

what I have; in the name of Jesus Christ of Hazareth, walk"”
(Acts 3,6). He rebuked Simon the magician: "Your silver:
perish with you, because you thought you could obtain the
gift of God with money" (Acts 8,20). He tells his readers
in his epistle: "You know thet you were ransomed from the
futile weys inherited from your fathers, not with perishable
things such as. silver or gold, but with the precious Llood
of Christ” (1 Pet. 1,18-19). In 1 Pet. 1,7 he says: "IThe
gemuineness of your- faith.is more precious than gold which
though perishable is tested by fire.® £nd to the elders he
exhorts: "Tend the flock of God that is your charge . « ..
not for shameful gain, tmt esgerly, and when the Chief




Shepherd is menifested, you will receive the unfading crown
of glory" (1 Pet, 5,2-4).

Peter says (1 Pet. 1,22): l'Puri.:t‘y your souls by your
obedience to the truth for a sincere (dz ALK 01«(_4 rov_)
love of the brethren." This together with the passage
before quot.ed "Put away all malice and guile and insine
cerity ( VIO kK £ it ¢ €S ) and envy and slander® (1 Pet.
2,1), is reminiscent of Peter's dealings with Ananias and
Sapphira,

After his startling vision on the housetop Peter went
at God's command to the house of Cornelius in Caesarea.
Upon his arrival Peter said: "You yourselves know how
unlawful it is for a Jew to associate with or to visit any
one of another nation; but God has shom me that I should
not call any man common or unclean* (Acts 10,28). God had
taught Peter a great lesson in love which he remembered
when he wrote his epistle to Christians in wany nations.
“Finally, all of you, have unity of spirit, sympathy, love
of the brethren, a tender heart and a humble mind" (1 Pet.
3,8). "Love the brotherhood" (1 Pet. 2,17). "Hold unfail=
ing your love for one another" (1 Pet. 4,8). “Resist the
devil firm in your faith, knowing that the same experience
of suffering is required of your brotherhood throughout the
world® (1 Pet. 5,9).

Acts 6 tells how Peter and John were hailed before
the Sanhedrin because of the jealousy of the high priest




and the Sadducees. Through the intervention of Gamaliel
they were released, but only after receiving threats and

a sound beating., "Then they left the presence of the coun=
c¢il, rejoicing that they were counted worthy to suffer dis-
honor for the name" (Acts 6,41).  How similar is Peter's
exhortation to the persecuted Christians in his epistle!l
"Rejoice in so far as you share Christ's Sufferings.

that you may also rejoice and be glad when His glory is
revealed . . o If any suffer as a Christian, let him not be
ashamed, but under that name let him glorify God" (1 Pet.
4,13.16).



CONCLUSION

In summory, meny scholars have noted that there is
noticeable similsrity in form and content Letween Kirst
Peter and Peter's discourses in Acts. This is substantiated
by the study of the speeches and the epistle. Vhile a
comparative study of the two portions of Scripture is ren-
dered somevwhst difficult by the differing circumstances
under which they were composed as well as by the fact that
the wenner in which luke recorded the speschcs is uncer=-
tain, there sre, nevertheless, a mumber of striking paral-
lels bétween them. Lven greater affinity between the
epistle and the speeches is shown by a study of their con-
tents. ‘There =re many perallels between them in approach,
emphasis, and application, These many likenesses cammot
possibly be attriluted to mere coincidence or Lo any attempt
at simulation on t.he'pe.rt of Luke, as higher critics have
supposed. The similarity between Peter's speeches and his
first epistle is, on the one hend, evidence of their common
suthorship. On the other hand, it testifies to the faith-
fulness of the holy writers and to the truth of the Spirit

Who inspired them.
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