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Romans 8 must not be read in a saccharine way.  It does not say that every bad thing has a silver 

lining or that terrible things that can happen is somehow actually a good thing if you learn to 

look at it properly.  No, Paul says in Romans 8:28 that all things (even bad things) will 

ultimately together be overruled by God in such a way that the intended evil will (in the end) 

only accomplish the opposite of its designs – a greater good and glory than would otherwise have 

come to pass.  Only God now has that eternal perspective and vantage point from which he can 

see all things working together for our good and for his glory – but eventually we will occupy 

that place and will see it too. 

 

Similarly, he writes: 

God allows evil just enough space so it will defeat itself.  The story of Job is a smaller version of 

what God is doing in your life and in the history of the world.  God has now mapped out a plan 

of history that includes evil as part of it.  This confuses and angers us, but then a book like Job 

pulls back the veil for just an instant and shows that God will allow evil only to the degree that it 

brings about the very opposite of what it intends – take (of course) the death of Jesus on the cross 

and its paramount importance to God’s plan for the salvation of the world! 

 

______________________________________________________________________________ 

 

1 Peter 1:22-25 

Obedience is a major theme in this letter. 

Faith shows itself (and hope realizes itself) through obedience. 

First manifestation of obedience is love for others. 

Recipients of the letter found themselves to be a threatened minority in a disbelieving world. 

But the demands of the gospel included the importance of mutual love.   

 

Quote from Benjamin Franklin to John Hancock under threat of persecution – 

At the signing of the Declaration of Independence in 1776  

We must indeed all hang together or most assuredly we shall all hang separately. 

 

Life of the Christian was to reflect the purity of life with God and of the sacrifice of Christ.  

Two words are used for love in vs. 22. 

First instance is philadelphia which is the love of our brothers and sisters. 

Second reference to love is agape which is the most frequently used term in New Testament. 

Sense of the verse is . . .  

Since you have been purified  

Since you have genuine love for one anther 

Act that out in heartfelt devotion! 



 

Motivation for this love was obedience to the truth. 

Truth that 1 Peter proclaimed required obedience and not just assent. 

Christians were born anew through baptism, but it was the Word that brought them to new birth. 

Quote in vs. 24 is from Isaiah 40:6-8. 

It was a reminder for first-century Christian believers. 

Faithful people were not to be held captive to the flesh (that which was bound to pass away). 

For Peter the good news predicted by Isaiah was precisely the good news message for Christians. 

 

Questions: 

How are our faith communities today distinct from society? 

What does it mean to love deeply from the heart? 

Who are the recipients of our love? 

 

1 Peter 2:1-10 

Readers were called to live responsibly in the light of the good news of Jesus Christ. 

Peter then contrasted the old life from the new life (lives different from what they left behind). 

Malice, guile, insincerity, envy, and slander were habits most apt to destroy mutual love. 

Major feature of the new life was the mutuality and trust that Christians had with one another.   

 

In the following verses Peter piled one image on top of another. 

It encourages us to imagine the boundless possibilities of our existence in light of our new life. 

In vs. 2 Peter told them they were not so much born again as freshly born. 

World of faith was a brand-new world and led to the image of an infant drinking milk. 

In 1 Corinthians 3:2 Paul connected milk with immaturity. 

It was a life still burdened by the cares of the flesh. 

However in this passage milk was a gift filled with grace. 

 

Promised Land flowed with milk and honey for the children of Israel. 

Christian believers received milk as a foretaste of the fuller salvation yet to come. 

In 1 Peter Christians lived with the promise of the fullness of God’s mercy. 

They had a foretaste of what that mercy would look like.   

Pure milk was the opposite of guile and slander.  

Selfishness of the flesh was what believers left behind. 

Milk that the believers drank was Christ’s own self. 
 

 

 
 
 



In vs. 4 the image for Christ shifts. 

Instead of being like milk now Christ is like a stone. 

It is the foundation on which to build one’s life. 

But Christ is also a living stone (not static or barren or cold). 

 

Whole section is built on a collection of Old Testament passages dealing with stones – 

Psalm 118:22 and Isaiah 8:14 and Isaiah 28:16. 

 

Packed sentences start to point to one of the main themes of this section. 

The gracious God (who sent Jesus Christ) called and blessed a new people. 

It underlined the close relationship between what God had done and what God was doing. 

It reminded the Christians that they were precious in the eyes of God. 

It called them once more to live out their calling (to be holy even as God was holy). 

 

Faithfulness of God required a responding faith. 

Unbelievers rejected the stone and laid it aside as worthless. 

At the same time the stone rejected them and caused them to trip and fall. 

People pronounced judgment on themselves. 

In vs. 8 faith was not just a matter of believing but it was also a matter of obedience. 

From the perspective of faith the world was turned upside down. 

 

Issue for the people of 1 Peter was their status in the eyes of God versus in the larger world. 

In light of what God had done for them believers were to obey and to declare his praises. 

 

Questions  

How are we a spiritual house? 

What image of Christ speaks to you? 

What kinds of things make us stumble and fall? 
 

 

 
 
 

1 Peter 2:11-17 

Section sets the focus for the long discussion of proper behavior that follows. 

Addressing the readers as beloved recalls their love for one another and they are chosen by God. 

Readers were aliens and exiles because they were believers in an unbelieving community. 

Like in 1:1 they were a diaspora among a vast majority of Gentiles. 

For Peter the self-centered behavior of the pagans was what the Christians left behind. 



Yet Christians constantly fought against the very forces they defeated in baptism and rebirth. 

 

Note how closely Peter identified the readers with Israel. 

And non-Christians were identified as Gentiles. 

Use of the word Gentile described one’s faith community and not one’s ethnic origin. 

Evidence from non-Christian sources state that Christian virtues were seen as vices. 

It was often the very abstaining from fleshly desires that caused pagans to despise Christians. 

 

Christian hope in the midst of slander and suffering was sustained by the eschatological faith. 

God would give victory to the people of God. 

Assumption was not made that faithful behavior would win admiration in the world. 

Hope was that those who had not understood their behaviors would be transformed at the last. 

 

In vs. 13 on Peter spells out what it meant for Christians to conduct themselves honorably.  

Hope was that the Christians would be spared unjust slander. 

They might just impress their accusers with the excellence of their behavior. 

Other hope was that they would live a life that honored God. 

One way was to accept the authority of every human institution on account of the Lord. 

Statement gives clues to the accusations that outsiders brought against the Christians. 

Letter urged them to show the accusers that their accusations were false and misguided. 

Much of this advice was fairly standard at the time. 

 

One concern for early Christians was that they were to be patriotic. 

Rationale was that God created the emperor and the governors for the sake of good order. 

Honorable conduct meant honoring those with governing authority. 

Christians were not to draw the wrath (or the attention) of governors. 

Authority and allegiance belonged to God alone. 

Nonetheless Christian freedom was freedom to do what was right. 

Doing what was right included being properly submissive to governing authorities. 

 

Questions 

What guides our decisions to accept the authority of human institutions? 

What has the passion of Christ taught us? 

Have you ever been treated unjustly? 

 

1 Peter 2:18-3:7 

Verses comprise the center of the exhortation for Christians to exhibit good behavior. 

They are directed to household slaves but indirectly applied to all Christians. 

In Colossians 3:22-4:1 and Ephesians 6:5-9 masters were also included in the exhortations. 

In 1 Peter it is only addressed to the slaves.  

Decision to write this way reflected the reality of the churches of Asia Minor. 

They were composed far more heavily of slaves than of masters. 

It was also clear that the household slaves were to be examples for Christians. 

 

 

 



Section is often characterized as a Haustafel (a table of rules for the household). 

In vs. 18 we are already challenged by the text.  

It relates to what a Christian does in the face of treatment that is cruel. 

It is more complicated than that of obedience to the emperor. 

Peter assumed that the emperor would reward right behavior and to punish wrong behavior. 

Unjust suffering of Christ gave Peter the example to talk of unjust suffering of slaves.   

By extension the unjust suffering of Christians would be commendable before God. 

Injunction to submissive behavior was grounded in the story of the passion of Christ. 

Christians were called to suffer for the sake of righteousness. 

Greek word for example is ὑπογραμμός which literally means the pattern one traces over. 

It is the same ideas as walking in his steps. 

In vs. 22-25 we see similar language as in Isaiah 53. 

The end of suffering was glory that came from God. 

 

Starting in Chapter 3 Peter turned his attention to husbands and wives. 

As in Ephesians 5 and Colossians 3 wives were addressed first. 

In 1 Peter his words rested heavily upon the wives with little to say to husbands. 

He was following the Greco-Roman literature of the time. 

Romans frowned on their wives and slaves being seduced by bizarre foreign cults. 

Peter addressed the household code to those who were the focus of that tension. 

 

Willing submission of wives to their husbands followed the same pattern of slaves to masters. 

Wives were to be obedient (not for the sake of the husband) but for the sake of the Lord. 

Husbands who had not been persuaded by the Word might be convinced by an obedient wife. 

Wives were to bear witness to their husbands by their good conduct. 

Assumption was not that the husbands were behaving abusively. 

More true was that the husbands were unbelieving or refused to believe. 

Women were to win their husbands over without a word. 

Wives were not to argue their husbands towards faith. 

Holy women of old became examples for Christian wives as Christ was the example for slaves. 

Sarah was held up as an example of obedience and by extension was obedient to God. 

Wives were encouraged to hold fast to their faith even while being submissive and obedient. 

 

In vs. 7 the husbands are addressed briefly.   

Assumption was that believing husbands would have believing wives and households. 

Issue of the relationship to an unbelieving spouse did not exist.   

What was talked about was the obligation of the husbands to behave lovingly to the wives. 

Husbands were to respect their wives and honor them. 

Husbands were to behave toward them with knowledge (understanding). 

Understanding was that they would recognize their vulnerability but also honor their gifts. 

Implication was that in their current world they had to live within their social standings. 

In the life to come they would be equals. 

 



     Roman couple joining hands.  Bride’s belt 

     shows the knot symbolizing that the husband 

     was belted and bound to her which he was to 

     untie in their bed. 

 

     Marriage in ancient Rome was a strictly 

     monogamous institution.  Practice of 

     monogamy distinguished the Greeks and 

     Romans from other ancient cultures.   

 

     It was one aspect of ancient Roman culture that  

     was embraced by early Christianity.   

 

 

 

 

Under early Roman law the oldest male had absolute authority over his children. 

He also had authority (to a lesser extent) over his wife.   

His household was thus understood to be under his manus (hand). 

 

He had the right and duty to seek a good and useful match for his children. 

He might arrange the marriage of a child long before the child came of age. 

To further the interests of families, sons of the elite were to follow their fathers into public life.   

Daughters were to marry into respectable families. 

If a daughter could prove the proposed husband to be of bad character she could refuse match. 

Age of lawful consent to a marriage was 12 for girls and 14 for boys. 

Most Roman woman seemed to have married in their late teens to early twenties. 

Noble woman married younger than those of the lower classes. 

An aristocratic girl was expected to be a virgin until her first marriage. 

 

A daughter kept her own birth-family name for life. 

Children usually took the name of the father. 

Some might take the family name of the mother as part of theirs. 

In the early Empire the legal standing of daughters differed little (if at all) from that of sons. 

Either could inherit a share of the family estate if their father died without a will. 

 

Questions 

Within our context what is the value of 1 Peter 3:1-7? 

What bolsters a marriage? 

How can we honor one another in marriage and as Christians? 

 

Next Class on June 17 

We will study 1 Peter – Chapter 3:8-4:11 

 


