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A.  Canonicity of the Epistle.


1.  A student of the Apostle John was a pastor named Polycarp.  He lived from about 69-155 AD.  He quotes directly from the epistle of 1 Peter.


2.  Irenaeus was the student of Polycarp and also a pastor.  He lived from 120-192 AD and quoted often from 1 Peter.


3.  The epistle was used more in the eastern empire than in the western empire because it was sent to the churches in the eastern empire, i.e., churches in Asia Minor.


4.  Not until the last Century has anyone ever questioned the canonicity of this epistle.

B.  Authorship.


1.  The epistle clearly states in the first verse that the author is Peter, the apostle of the Lord Jesus Christ.


2.  All of the Church Fathers agreed that Peter wrote the epistle.


3.  The writer of this epistle was thoroughly at home in the Greek language.  The Greek is a polished style showing an influence by an intimate acquaintance with the Greek LXX.  The writer has an extensive Greek vocabulary and an excellent command of Greek syntactical usages.  In fact, his Greek is smoother than Paul, who was highly trained in comparison with Peter.  It follows that Peter probably did not write the epistle himself.  Papias and Irenaeus both state that Peter used Mark as his Greek interpreter.



a.  Can such facility in the Greek language be imagined in a Galilean fisherman, whose native tongue was Aramaic and whose educational background would not lend itself toward linguistic ability?  Acts 4:13 describes Peter as AGRAMMATOS, which is translated “illiterate” but the more probable meaning of the word in the context is “not formally trained.”  Acts 4:13, “Now as they observed the confidence of Peter and John, and understood that they were uneducated and untrained men, they were marveling...”



b.  This epistle was written thirty years after Peter was described in Acts 4:13 as “illiterate or untrained.”  Peter was certainly smart enough to understand the importance of becoming literate in Greek as this would become the language of the New Testament.  Even if Aramaic was his native tongue, he lived in a bilingual empire and would have used Greek all of his life.  The Jews had long since stopped speaking Hebrew and needed a Greek translation of the Bible.



c.  Peter employed Silvanus as his scribe, 1 Pet 5:12, “I have written to you through Silvanus.”.  It is well known that ancient secretaries were at times allowed considerable freedom in writing down their master’s ideas.  Silvanus is the Silas of Acts who was intimately acquainted with Paul and was associated with him in the address of both the Thessalonian letters.  Silvanus was a Jerusalem Christian, and may have been chosen as a delegate to convey the letter of James to Greek-speaking churches of Antioch, Syria, and Cilicia because of his ability in the Greek language, Acts 15:22, 33, 40.




(1)  Silvanus was one of the leading men among the brethren at Jerusalem, and was one of the delegates appointed to carry to Antioch, Syria, and Cilicia the Decree of the Council.  Having grown up in the Jerusalem church, he was well known to Peter long before he met Paul.




(2)  At Antioch he taught doctrine to the believers and then returned to Jerusalem.  Shortly afterwards he was chosen by Paul to accompany him on his second missionary journey.




(3)  Later on he was the pastor at Corinth, Acts 18:5; 2 Cor 1:19.



d.  There are many affinities between this epistle and Paul’s letters.  Some have even maintained that Peter borrowed from Paul, particularly Romans and Ephesians.  These affinities are true for three reasons:




(1)  All Scripture is God-breathed, with the Holy Spirit as the inspiration of both Peter and Paul.




(2)  We know that Peter studied Paul’s letters because he described their great doctrinal content, 2 Pet 3:16.




(3)  Peter had Silas for his scribe, who also worked many years with Paul and was thoroughly acquainted with Paul’s doctrines.


4.  The parallels between the Acts speeches of Peter and this Epistle.



a.  Compare Acts 2:16ff and 1 Pet 1:10 for the idea of fulfillment of OT prophecy.



b.  Compare Acts 2:17 and 1 Pet 1:20 for the idea of Christ’s manifestation in the last days.



c.  Compare Acts 2:23 and 1 Pet 1:20 for the foreordination by God of the death of Jesus.



d.  Compare Acts 2:24ff and 1 Pet 3:19 for the triumph over Hades.



e.  Compare Acts 2:32-36 and 1 Pet 1:21 for the connection between the resurrection and exaltation of Christ.



f.  Compare this epistle with the speech on Solomon’s porch Acts 3:12-26 and the speech in Cornelius’ house Acts 10:34-43.


5.  Why would the apostle to the Jews be writing to the Gentile Churches of Paul, which Peter had never visited?   If Paul were now dead (as is most generally supposed), it would be most appropriate for the surviving senior apostle to send a message of encouragement to Gentile churches who would be worried about persecution now that their apostle had been martyred.


6.  2 Pet 3:1, “This is now, beloved, the second letter I am writing to you...”

C.  Purpose.  The keynote of the letter is hope.  Peter exhorts us to live in accordance with the hope we have received through the sufferings of Christ.  Our Lord’s ability to handle suffering is the example for our endurance of suffering.  The object was to provide doctrinal support and comfort to the believers of the pivot in Asia Minor prior to the coming Roman persecution of Christians following Paul’s death.

D.  Destination.  The epistle was a circular letter to various districts in Asia Minor.  The order in which the districts are mentioned represents the itinerary of Silvanus, the bearer of the letter: Pontus, Galatia, Cappadocia, Asia, and Bithynia.  Silvanus, the scribe and bearer of the epistle would have landed at a port in Pontus, visited the churches in Galatia, Cappadocia, and Asia, and then returned to Bithynia.  He was to visit all the churches in Asia Minor, in person or by deputy, and to send copies of the epistle everywhere.

E.  The Recipients.


1.  The recipients of the epistle were economically prosperous with the majority of the church drawn from the working classes.  There were both slaves and freemen in the church with a mixture of social status.


2.  The majority of the recipients were Gentiles, but as with all the churches there was a mixture of Jews and Gentiles.  The use of the term diaspora may be interpreted as a symbol of the Christian Church as the New Israel dispersed throughout the empire.  There may also be the thought of Christians who were dispersed from Rome and other areas because of persecution.


3.  Peter appeals to the readers’ previously “vain way of life” 1 Pet 1:18, which is a reference to the Gentile way of life.  He mentions their former “sins of ignorance”, 1 Pet 1:14, speaks of them having done what Gentiles do, 1 Pet 4:3-4, and reminds them that they were once a “no-people” called out of darkness, 1 Pet 2:9-10.  All these are indications of a Gentile audience.

F.  Date.  After Paul’s death in 68 A.D.


1.  It is most probable that both Mark and Silvanus could not possibly have been in Rome till after the death of Paul, which occurred in 68 AD.  Paul asked Timothy to bring Mark with him 2 Tim 4:11.


2.  1 Peter shows that the author had definite knowledge of the epistle to the Romans and the epistle to the Ephesians, which means that 1 Peter had to be written after Paul’s first Roman imprisonment 62-64 AD.


3.  Peter’s purpose in writing the epistle was to bring comfort and encouragement to believers about to undergo persecution, which, once begun by Nero in Rome, was eventually to spread to the provinces like Asia Minor.

G.  The Place of Writing: Probably Rome.


1.  Peter states that he is writing from “Babylon.” 1 Pet 5:13.  “Babylon” is symbolic of the city of Rome, in the same sense as in the book of Revelation.  It is probable that the cryptogram was used as a security measure.  At the time of writing, Rome was the center of vicious persecution against Christians and avoidance of any mention of the Roman church would be a wise move if the letter fell into official hands.


2.  The Roman martyrdom of Peter is attested by Gaius, Tertullian, and Porphyrius, and especially by Dionysius of Corinth (whom Jerome says lived during the reign of Marcus Aurelius and Commodus) who says that both Paul and Peter perished “about the same time.”
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