
Chapter 2. The Problem ofSuffering 


It semzs tvielmt in the book offirst Peter that his audience was txperienang suffiring. In this 

chapter it is endeavoured fIJ sketch this problem more clearly so that we know what Peter and 

his readus wt1l dealing with. To do this the source and fonn ofsuffering will be discussed 

sina the source and fonn ofsuffiring have a direct bearing on the advice and encouragement 

that Peter had fIJ offir. The soura andform ofsuffiring are Important for us fIJ understand 

since it defines one ofthe problems we are dealing with in first Peter. It also reveals whom 

we are dealing with. An" ~ for ()(Qmple, only dealing with sodety, a small group of 

antagonists, RPme, other religiOns, or with what? With that in mind, the concept ofsuffiring 

in first Peter will be txplomJ. 

Accon:ling fIJ certain sclw~ "the predominant subject In all of 1 (sic) Peter Is suffiring". 

In 1:1 we find the loose assodation ofChristian suffiring with the pUrification ofgold by 

fire·223 Verse seven commences with a purpose clause. Suffering thus serves the purpose of 

ptrftcting their foith (falthfolnesS)(I:S·') and ktting their genuine perficted foith be found 

honourable. The emphasis ofthis section is not that suffiring serves as the test fIJ prove the 

genuineness oftheir foith but rather fIJ accentuate the value ofthis genuine foith in God~ view. 

This can be seen in the concept that people are saved OU1: 1tiO'tEWe; de; oW'tTlpiav (I:S). 

The end result ofgenuine foith Is thus salvation (1=9 - 'to 'tf!AOe; 'tile; 1tiO'tEWe; /u',J.wvj 

oW'tTlptav) and Peter seems fIJ be attributing value fIJ this salvation with the phrase: de; 

223 It is Important fIJ note here that 1:1 does not actually say that suffiring itselfIs 

purifting the person who endures the suffiring (Michaels 198830). However, the same cannot 

be elmicd in a group context where suffiring purifies the group (this thought has been 

discussed in more detail previously). 
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KAllPovolJ.iav cXq,8ap'tov Kat ftlJ.iav'tov Kat ftlJ.apav'tov (':4). TIu second 

accentuation ofthe value ofgenuine faith is IOustraud In verst seven which starts with the 

purpose clause, iva, thus providing the purpose ofthe tzst or trial viz. the "genuineness of 

your faith" followed by a value classification - 1tolunIJ.6'tf:~pov. 

Furthermore, this section serves to alflnn the ultimate eschatological significance ofgenuine 

faith. Two points emerge regarding the gold that is tested by fire. Firstly, Peter creates a 

startling contrast betwan genuine faith which, like the Inheritance for which it waits (t~), 

is indestructible and d:ernal on the one hand and the gold which is perishable on the other. 

TIu perishable charactu ofgold Is further mentioned In 1:18. Secondly, the common ground 

bttwten faith andgold (which is used metaphorically) is that both are tested by fire. TIu fact 

that testing by fire is implidt hen should not move the thought to antn stage since It is not 

that important in the cumnt argument and it is txpTlssed indlrtctly within a paraenthesls.224 

TIu simple thought seems to be that faith txperiences trials. Suffiring is normal for the 

faithful This thought is txpTlssed later in the book with Christ as example. It is for this 

reason that Christians are reminded in 4:12 not to be surprised when trials come, since that 

is nonnal Peter describes genuine faith as already more precious than gold that Is tested by 

fire· 

Peter equates suffiring with a "painful trial" (~12){New International Vmlon). TIu word 

that is being tmploytd In a metaphorical fonnat in 4:12 is 1tUpu>01.C;. Besides this occumnce 

the word Is only found twice more in the New Testament, namely, Rev. 18:9,18. Extra­

biblicalIy,22s 1tUpu>01.C; Is qualifod as the fory test or trial by fire. In Justir 6 we find the 

224 Michaels (1988:31). 

:us Didymos (16:S). 

:u6 Justin (Dial 116'.2). 
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devil and his wor* force trying the believers with affliction and fiery trials. The notion in aD 

ofthese appearances setmS f() be clear in reforing f() refinemenFl by fire (1:6,7). 71lis is 

substantiated by Prov. 27:21 where 1tUpW01.~ appears as an equivaltnt ofthe Hebrew words 

C)~);) and '~;>1 dtscrlbing the process ofrefinement (LXX). From this we can conclude that 

their suffiring is a test to illustrate their faith. 

2.1 The Source and Fonn ofSufftring 

Selwyn reads no intensification ofthe suffiring into the 1tUpW01.<;; of~12, but rather sees 

1tUpW01.~ in the amflxt ofthe wholt ltttu which, according to Selwyn,:z.z8 consists not of 

imperial persecutitm but rather ofepisodic slander, sodal ostracism, mob violtnce and even 

amst and prosecution by local authorities.ug Bechtler also agrees that the situation refltcttd 

227 Sandtr (1966~3·44i 49,50; 67i 85,86; 9O,91i 93,94i 96; 103,104) stands in 

opposititm to the interpTltatitm of1tUpW01.<;; as refinement in first Pdlr 4:12. She holds the 

view that this was the meaning in Prov. 2]:21 but that the meaning has shifted fivm 

refinement / test f() the ordeal ofthe end·time or the eschatological trial (Sandtr 1966:43.44; 

49,50,' 67; 85,86; 90,91; 93,94i 96; 103,104). 71lis, howtva; would imply that the suffering, 

and time period in which Pdlr was written, was in fact the end·time. 71lis hypothesis would 

be open to certain questions: What are we sliD doing here ifthe end·time has passed more than 

a thousand years ago? Was the end·time not the end, as we now sliD have time after the end· 

time? Does the enrJ·time or eschatology not reftr to the time right before the parousia? And 

does the fact that the parousia has not ocCU17ld not mean that Peter's time could not have 

been the ouJ.time? The problem is that 1tUpW01.~ does not reftr to some foture event as it 

is equated with their current suffering. 

:z.z8 Selwyn (1946:52.56, 9 1). 

ug Although local authorities had the authority f() make dedsions that afficttd their 
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in first Peter repments one ofverbal abuse and slanderous accusations ofChristians by their 

non-helkving antagonists.2
31' Helmut MiOautfZ37 publisheda foU-length monog-aph on suffiring 

in first Peter in which he attempted to uncover the origin and tradition-historical bacJwound 

of the various statements about suffiring. MiOauer caOS Peter's theology on suffiring 

local jurisdiction, they Wt7l weary ofoffending the empire. Pliny's ktter (111 AD.) illustrates 

that they continuously askui the Emperur or higher powers for advia. Thus, although the 

empire was not neassarily involved in the pasecution / suffiring ofChristians, there is little 

doubt that they 'WOuld have known about it, and condoned it. In this sense the empire is at 

least implicated into this matter. Bechtler (1996:10) agrees when he writes: 

"it does appear that the local authorities considered Christianity baSically 

criminal with the result that some had been arrested and even condemned to 

death for their faith". 

The only m:ry for someone to be "condemned" to death was through the authorities, again 

implicating government The suffiring therefore could not have come solely from soddy but 

they had to have at the wry least the co-operation ofthe authorities. Goppelt ('978:20; 39-40) 

agrees with this view. Peter also insinuates this in 4='5-'6. In 4='7 it is entirely possible for 

Peter to contrast God's judgement with the presupposed imperial judgement that is being 

insinuated in 4='5-'6. 

In spite of the adverse treatment Christians reaived, they stiU remained Christians. The 

question is why? Peter attempted successfolly to encourage them, utilizing the reversal ofroles 

as his reasoning. 

23() Bechtkr ('996:119). 

1
23 MiOauer (1976). 
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"leidmstheologie".2jZ He concluded that two great "WT5fellungskompkxe J1 from the tradition 

provide the author with TTlQst ofthe materials for the constnJction ofthis "lddensthtolog}e". 

The first uWT5fellungskompltx" is sourted both from the election tradition ofthe Old Testament 

and Palestinian Judaism which give an indication ofsuffering as: 

a. 1te1.paOIl6~ •A trial or tonptation and t)1(n an experiment (1:6,7,' +12). 

b. The distinction between a present time ofsulforing and a foture time ofrejoicing (1:6; 

4:13). 

c. Judgement or purification ofthe elect (4:17). 

The second uwrstellungskompltx" is from the synoptic discipleship tradition which provides the 

conceptions ofsuffiring as: 

a. The Christian's caOing (2:21). 

b. Blessings (the blessedness ofthe suffarr){J:24i +14)· 

c. The joy ofsulforing (+13).233 

One scJwlar34 could weN be speaking on behalfofthe majority modem scholars who mostly 

agree on this topic when he writes that the suffering with which first Peter is conamed is dut 

NOT to imperial persecution but to: "hostility, harassment, and social unoffidal ostradsm on 

the part ofthe general populaa".2,35 The reason for this conviction on the fonn ofsuffiring 

2jZ He calls Peter's theology on suffering uleidtnstheologie" in Millauer (1976:11,185), 

2 
33 This wrsteOungskompltx can be Sten in MiOhauer (1976). 

234 Earl Richard (1986:121.139). 

2,35 It Stems evident as mentioned in previous footnotes and the discussion thereof, that 

not EVERYONE is in agreement on this matter. Look for example at Warden (1986) for a 
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is mainly caused by a lack ofttchnical tmns for persecution as we have become accustomed 

to when t:hm. is refomce to fannal, offidal persecution/36 Examples ofsudz tedznical tmns 

would include: OUuYIl6C;; (Matt. 13:21; Mark +17; 30:10; Acts 8:1; 13:50; Rom. 8:35; second 

Cor. 12:10; second Thtss. 1:4; second nm. 3:11); and Q>lllJnc;; (Then are 43 ttxts utilizing this 

word). 

Not even the tedznical tmn for formal accusation, Ka't'11yopia, appears in first Peter (For 

example, in Matt. 12:10 and in 28 other reftrences). In first Peter we find more general tmns 

lengthy debate on the matter. Everybody does agree that the above mentioned actions did tak£ 

place, but the question is whether it was Umited to such sodal dynamics, and would such 

action lead to death (t:hm. is pr()(}f ofdeaths ofChristians on account ofChristianity in 

contrast to criminal activity)? Ifwe look at the example ofJesus we also find that it was 

soddy at large that was the instigators behind His death, yet t:hm. had to be ggyernmental 

appruval and thus involvtment. 

Michaels (1988:225) for example statts that "Christ's suffiring and death were virtually 

indistinguishable" in passages Ukt 3:18-22 and 4:1. In verst 4:1 the "verb, ~uffer' embraces 

both ideas (ofsuffering and death) without risk ofmisunderstanding (Michaels 1988:225). 

The same attitude which Christians are to ann themselves with in 4:1, is that Christ suffered 

in the flesh The author deUberately inserts the phrase "in the flesh" to signify physical 

suffiring. In 2:19,20 physical suffiring is spedfied In 4:12 mention is made of "painful" 

trials. In 4:15,16 there is a strong possibility that the suffering that Peter had in mind was 

my similar to the suffering experienced by murderers, thieves, de. 

6 
23 For a more complete discussion on technical tmns for persecution and the lack 

thmofin first Peter see Kelly (1g6g:10); Sdzelkk (1961:8); and Selwyn (1947:53). 
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for suffering like: 1taOXW231 (2:19,10; 3:14,17; 4:1,15,10,19; 5:10); 1taO"J..I.a1:a238 (+13; 5:g); 

tmo<i>epEtv AU1tac; (2:19); Au1tT)0flvat 1totKlAotC; 1tEtpaOJ..l.ot~.19 {t:f!J; i} 

1tUPWOt~ 1tpOC; 1tEtpaOJ..l.OV (4:12). Furthmnore, when the letttr typifies suffering we 

find language ofslandewus and accusatory speech rather than physicalpersecution. Examples 

of such speech are: e1tT)paCw241 (j:16); Ka1:aAaAeW (2:12; 3:16); 6VEt6iCw242 (4:14); 

231 In aU ofthe occumnas in first Pt1er 1taOXEtv never takes a direct object In 2:19 

the expression tmo<i>epEl. .•• AU1tac; appears to be a synonym of mlOXE1.v (Michaels 

1988:14°). 1taOXEtV is the wurd that Pt1er employs throughout the book as the standard 

wurd for the suffiring ofChrist (2:21, 23; 3:18; +1) and Christians (2:20; 3:14, 1J; 4:15,19; 

5:10) alike. 

238 1taO"J..I.a1:a is in a partitivegenitive constmction in S:9. In this phrase "the same 

kind ofsuffering, 11 allowana has been made for diffirent types ofsuffering. We are dealing 

with a wide variety oftxperlenas hue. Instead of1:« al)'f:« 1:WV rca6TJJ..I.cX1:wv the phrase 

1:a aU1:a 1taOT)J..I.a1:wv could have been ustd However; the wurd 1:WV does make room for 

the variety mentioned above. 

2.19 The use of apn implies that AU1tT)OeV1:EC; (admittedly aorist) reftrs to the 

present (1:6). Some (Beare 1970:26) have thought that suffiring intensifies as the book muves 

along. They (Beare 1970:30) have suggested that suffiring is a mere possibility in 1:3-+11, 

whilst others (Zerwick 1963:110,111) maintained that suffiring becomes a present reality later 

on in +12-5:14. However; suffiring as this text suggests is already a present reality from the 

very first chapter (Michaels 1988:29). 

24D 1tUpWOl.C; which means "fiery ordeal" occurs in Prov. 27:21 (LXX) (Michaels 

1988:2(0). Afor studying the appearances of1tUpWOl.C; at Qumran Sander (1966:36-5°) 

reaches a conclusion in defining the wurd technically as the Iitrial of the end-time, the 

eschatological ordeal or test" (Sander 1966:43). 

241 Here (j:16) we are dealing with a result clause intnxluad with iva ev ~. It 
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CIi'tetV AOY0\f43 (3:15),' and ~ACIOQ>TnJ.ew.l44 (~). ThL lattzr §'oup ofwords artainly 

points to verbal abuse rather than physical abuse ofChristians by their antagonists. Because 

of the presence ofgmeral turns for suffiring, perstcution, etc, rather than that of legJl 

spedfic turninoIogy in first Peter, one might conclude that the letter envisions verbal hostility 

in the fonn ofreproach and falst accusations ofcriminal activity agJinst its intmdtd audiena. 

would be fair to assume that en:llpea(el. v is similar to (or not exceeding) lCCI'tCIACIAeto8e 

mmtion earlier in the text. ThL object of en:llpea(el. v in 3:10 is the rXVCIO'tPOQ>Ti of 

Christians and not Christians themselves. This might suggest that we are dealing with verbal 

and or sodetal pressure rather than physical pressure. 

2.p There are some paraOeIs betwem Matt 5:11~12, Luke 0:22 and this text (4:14). In 

essena this text is a beatitude with the verb ovel.l>iCel.V. Ona agJin we are dealing with 

the reality ofpersecution here and not just some foture possibility. This can be sem in the 

introductory conditional clause (d in conjunction with the indicative). The word ridicule is 

used in the passive here. This might suggest that name caRing was irrvolved As we know 

ftom the honour and shame dynamic, name calling is not only limited to causing displeasure 

but rather used to lower the status ofthe redpimt. There are far more ~ consequmas 

than just a slanderous name change. 

243 This phrase is appropriate for judicial preadings although it would not qualiff as 

a technical legal turn. The meaning reftrs to a demand, accounting or explanation of 

something. IfcntoAoyia and ai'teiv AOYOV appear together it might say, as Michaels 

(1.988:188) suggests, "that Peter sees his readers as being 'on trial' every day ... ". 

.l44 Translated as "they blaspheme" (New Revised Standard Vmion) this presmt active 

participle means literally blaspheming. The context persuades us that the word is attributive 

rather than dn:umstantial The verse division suggests that this turn is linked to the preading 

phrase which insinuates that we can understand ~AaoQ>T'ljJ.eiv as a synonym for ridicule and 

slander. 
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On the other hand the refomce in 3:15 to ftnoAoyia.245 in the stnSt that the readers should 

familiarize themselves with an ftnoAoyia in order that they can answer anyone demanding 

an account oftheir hope, may refor to judicial proceedings.2.¢ Ifthis is in fact the case, thm 

SOTne ifnot an instances ofsuch tmns may also refor to accusation54' hrought against them 

in the courts oflaw.244 Although It is believed that the sowr:e ofsufforing Is soaally insplrtd 

It is admitted that thm is lithe posslhllity ofjudicial proceedings"..249 

Witness to the possihllity that Peter's readers wert in fact being hwught to courts oflaw could 

possibly he found In three passages indicating that they wert heing tried by tlu procedure of 

cognition extra oniinttrf50 which Is the same procedurt by which Christians wert later tried 

.245 This tmn is used ofa fonnal defince In a court oflaw against speaflc charges 

(Michaels 1988:188). This is wen illustrated in LuI« 12:11,12; 21:12,14 where apliat mention 

is made of"kings andgOVt11Zors" or synagogues, rokrs and authorities. The tmn is also used 

in a 1T1I7fe general and therefore private stnSt as in first Cor. 9:3 and second Cor. 7-". Also 

see Paul's use in Phil 1:Ji 16. 

.24
6 Examples ofsuch usages are Acts 22:1; 24:10; 25:8,10; 26:1,2,24 and second nm. 

.247 Bechtkr (1996:111). 

244 The most substantiated argument to date In favour ofPeter presupposing legal 

pwceedings against its readers is presenad by Schutter ('989) In his fine work: Henneneutic 

and Composition In I Peter. 

.249 Bechtler (1996:134). 

25
0 For more infonnation on the legal procedure ofcognition extra oniinem In Roman 

law refer to Berger and Nicholas (1970:588-589); de Sa Cwix (1963:11-17); Jones ('9P-:,0H,8); 

Showin-Whlte ('992:1-23). 
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by Pliny. Firstly, therr is refomce to the imperium by which provincial governors were 

tmpuwered to try potentially capital caStS (2:14'15). Hm we find the word EK6iK110'LV 

which is used to dtscribe one fUnction ofthe Roman governors ' the responsibility and power 

to prosecute in criminal cases/l51 Thm are various ways in which to read fnal.VOV, but 

reganJless of how it is read the first member of this purpose clause seons to be clearly 

reftrring to the magistrrztes' juridical fUnction ofsentmdng criminals. As certain scho'latY52 

suggest, it is probable that 2:12-15 reftrs to slanderous accusations whether that is being done 

in ccurts, in sodety at laW or elsewhm. Secondly, there is also witness ofcognition extra 

ordinem procedure in 3:13-17 although it must be said that this section is formulated in a 

general manner so as to also be applicable to informal settings as weD as to forensic contexts. 

The word anoAoyia used in 3:15 and the profound Similarity between the terminology of 

3:16b-17a with that of2:12-15, is striking. The word stems fivm the juridical sphm and is 

used as a technical term to denote a legal dtftnce.253 Lastly, +15 could weD imply that some 

Christians had already been convicted ofthe crimes listed possibly even murder.254 In 4:15 the 

belkvers were givtn an exhortation concerning the types ofdttds for which they were not to 

suffer. This did not necessarily imply that they were involved in such deeds. For Peter was 

clear that they were suffering because they were Christian 6:14; +14). Even heathens knew 

that the crimes mentioned in the above said passage (4:15) were wrong. One could draw 

251 This word is to be interpreted in the light ofjuridical pwaedings since it bears that 

interpretation in its extra biblical usage (Bechtler 1996:112). For a more detailed discussion on 

the usage ofEK6iK110tV see Schrenk (196+2.446); Best (1971:114); Goppelt, (1978:185) who 

incidentally translates this word with "to prosecute". To txamine the juridical meaning ofthe 

EK6iK- -word-group see Schrenk (1964:2.442'446). 

252 Bechtler (1996:114). 

253 I<.£lly (1969:29). 

254 Schutter (1989:14'1]'). 
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pamUels bdwten the punishment ofsuch crimes and the persecution thty wm sulfiring. It 

would seem as ifthty wm sufftring the punishment ofsuch a1mes for being Christian. In 

2:1 they wm to put away guilt, insinarity, envy and slander. In 2:11 the admonition is to 

abstain from "desins ofthe flesh" (New Rtvised Standard Version). In 3:g thty are urged not 

to return evil with evil 1"htI?fore we might assume that Christians wm enduring guilt, 

insinarity, envy, slander and evil It is suggested that the readers offlrst Peter may have been 

placed in a position where thievery and murder Wt'1l assumed to be part ofthe guilt assodated 

with the practice ofChristianity/55 It is worthwhilt to note that criminal charges could have 

been brought by any subject ofthe Empire. In certain cases this subject could even have been 

summoned to state the accusation in court, but it was the magistrate who conducted the 

fonnal trial As such the accused was intenvgated by, and would respond to the magistrate 

rather than just anyone/56 The reforence to "everyone who asks" (New Infmlational Vmion) 

in 3:15 would stiU apply to the magistrate who in the case ofa trial would be the one who 

asks. The tteveryone" would then refor to aU ofthe magistrates, since they would not know 

before whom thty would be brought Ordinary dtiztns did not have the right or power to 

conduct trials. In the light ofthe above mentioned sanarios, espedaUy that of2:12-25, there 

is a strong possibility that criminal trials may weU have been one ofPtter's conctmS. This 

concmz does prevail:1.57 espedaUy in 3:15, in tmns offoture possibilities rather than of"present 

reality". However, there is a sharp contrast between the offinses listed in 4:1Ss8 and the 

offinses l!sUd in 4:10. Since 4:16 concons itselfwith suffiring for being Christian with no 

mention ofwrongdoing, it appears that thty suffiredfor both criminal and Christian activity. 

:1.55 Knox. (1953:188). 

:1.56 For the order and manner of judidal proceedings see Berger and Nicholas 

(1910:589); Jones (1912:113,114). 

:1.57 Balch (1981=95). 
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V1k sinarrly hope that the vast majority ofthem rather suffired for being Christian than for 

criminal activity. 

Contrary to the popular beliefregarding the limitation ofsuffiring and persecution to sodal 

ftiction, tlu. following questions and infonnation arise: 

a. It seems doubtful that the general suspicion and prrjudice ofneighbours regarding a 

new religion would have 1lSulted in the type ofpersecution which is addressed by tlu. 

author. 

b. New religions wt1l hardly strange to tlu. dties o{Western Anatolia. 

c. Would social hardship be equated with trials by fire called rrupwotc; in 4:12?5.9 

d Their suffiring was compared with that ofChrist's (4=13). Was Christ's suffering 

then also limited to social ftiction? 

e. 	 Peter's emphasis (2:12,14; 3:10,17; 4:15) that they should su/Jir for doing good in 

contrast with doing bad dttds (tcatcorrowwv't'ac;)(3:17) illustrates that they W't1l 

sulfiring the same sulfiring fit for bad deeds and evn doers (tcatcorrotoc;). In 4='5 

it would sam as though some of them wt1l suffering the type of punishment 

assodated with criminals which was certainly not sodal ftiction. 

f 	 Would acts ofsocial ftiction alone be enough to warrant and cause Peter to regard it 

as Mdtna that the end (1:5,p20; 4:17) was near? 

g. 	 The author yields evidence that its readers not ()flly wt1l suspidous ofthe prevailing 

political powers under whose rule they lived but that there was a tension bwught 

ab()Ut, at least in part, because of their disdain for the government Peter also 

encouraged them to be more conscious ofthe way they W't1l perceived by tlu. authorities 

than they had been in the past. An txample ofsuch infomce is: "Be subject, then, to 

evt1)' human creation, because oftlu. Lem:/, whether to a king, as tlu. highest, whether 

25.9 Also view 1:0,J. 
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to guvernors, as to those smt through him" (2:13,14). The reason why Peter needed 

to requtSt his readers to be subjea was simply because tJuy wt1l' not. They wt1l' not 

subjea because the possible source oftheir hardship was the authorities. 

h. 	 Taking the prtVious position one step forther gives an indication that the author 

himselflacktd the highest regardfor the prevailing powers as he would like them to: 

h.1 	 Be "put to shame" (3:16). 

h.2 	 Givt account to "him who is ready to judge the living and the dead" (4:5). 

h.3 	 Experiena a ~ judgement (4:17). 

i. 	 Social ftiction alone does not cumsPOnd to the rest of the New Testommt when it 

comes to sulfiring as Peter and Paul etc., wt1l' jailed by the authorities, admittedly on 

sodal demand. 

j. 	 The faa that Peter entitled his readers as "aliens and roles" (2:11) and the coOabomtivt 

selfidentification by the readers as such, indicatts that the readers had broken contaa 

with fonner acqualntanas and practices. They had embarktd on a new way oflift 

and condua whm tJuy defined themselves as "aliens and roles". The pressure that the 

readers wt1l' fadng stems from old acqualntanas to resume their fmner assodations 

and practias. It was when they did not adhere to this pressure that they wt1l' 

resenttd This situation is clearly insinuattd to in +3,+ Their new lives impacted their 

sodal andpoliticapot' existena. The impaa on their sodal rostence 'WOuld lead to social 

resentment, but the impaa on their political txistena 'WOuld certainly lead to political 

action. 

260 Their new lives prtVtnttd them from taking part in artain political activities and 

religious rifts. As political activity was so closely connected with religion they impacted each 

other direaly. Religion and politics Wert connected in the sense that they worshipped Roman 

gods and Empwrs. Refosal to worship the Emperor 'WOuld unequivocally be Interpreted by the 

Emperor as political dissent Political dissent 'WOuld unlock political action and hena the 

pressure on Christians included not only sodal ftiction but also political action. 
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k. The new group of Christians became a cohesive group.:z6t Cohesiveness taw an 

abundance of time and trust to develop. 71ze possiblt reason for sud! a qUick 

development of cohesiveness was that they had been driven to a strong, in-group 

cohesiveness by general sodetal resistance as well as governmental resistance. It is a 

known sociological phenomenon that physical disastus bind peoplt together. There are 

also bW forther transpirations as a result ofsuffiring. Firstly, suffiring purifies (1:7; 

4:12). Peoplt are not wiDing to suffir or die for something they do not fully believe in. 

Thus, when suffiring comes they would rather Itave the group, hence the ~oup is 

purified since only the true believers are Itft in the g-oup. This process has a binding 

effict to the remnant group. Secondly, suffering unites peoplt (4=8; 5:9). It is 

debatable whether their cohesiveness would have developed so strondY and quickly due 

just to sodetal pressures. 

One thing that seems certain is that general sodetal pressures could hardly be placed in the 

same category as suffiring and as a murdarr or a thief. Furthmnore, the word 1tCXOXe-rw 

used in 4:15 is also used in 2:21, 23; 4=1 in refomce to Christ's death.262 

261 71zeir cohesiveness can be illustrated by remarks sud! as: it... you have genuine 

mutual love, love one another deeply fivm the heart" (1:22)(New Revised Standard Vmion). 

Also ptTUSt the following: 2:1J; 3:8; 4:8 and5:14­

262 When used ofChrist 1tCXOXe- communicates connotations ofdeath. The word 

1tCXOXe- also occurs in 2:19,20; 3:14, 17,' 4:1, 15, 19; and5:10. These times the word is not used 

in refomce to Christ but rather to the suffiring of Christians (Blazm 1983:28). Whilt it 

remains highly unlikely that Peter suggested that the suffiring of aD Christians would 

culminatt in death, it is a prospect that he was aOuding to the real possibility that it 

sometimes might. See Bauer (195J:039). 
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In 4:19 the author wrills that tJwse who suffir 1tapanOeaOwaav 'tae; lilUxae; to a 

faithful Creator. This might also possibly reftr to death.263 

The following points in +'2-'9 might lead us to another soura and nature ofthe suffering 

that Christians wen enduring: 

a. The use of1tUpWOl.e; in the context of+'2­

b. The nature ofthe aimes mentioned in 4:15. 

c. The fad that the belitvtrS wen suffiring punly for the name Christian. 

d The eschatological orientation which equated contonporary events with the Messianic 

Woes. 

Points one to four aD argue that the source and nature ofthe persecution refemd to in this 

passage wen linked to the Roman proconsul his representatives and the dtygovernment which 

ruled at Rome's will The nature ofthe suffiring according to the aUusions in this passage 

then points to offidal persecution and even death. 71ws, Petu suggests that Roman governors 

(lik£ Tadtus, Pliny, etc) ofAsia and Pontus-Bithynia had ltamed ofChristianity, disapproved 

of it, and marshalkd the powers of their office against it. It seans r:vidtnt that offidal 

persecution sourced from ~ was what Christians endured fiom an early date.265 

264 It is worthy to note that the state did 1Wt really stand in opposition to the 

community. The state and community wen viewed as an organic whole. It was the state's 

ptraption ofthe church as a threat to the whole that caused the conflict. 

265 Warden ('986:242). 
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In conclusion then, the source and form ofthe suffmng with which Peter's readus wm foced, 

consisted ofboth soddal and governmental actions.zoo It would appear as if their group 

orientation in the 1tOA1C; supported such an opinion. The first and foronost common soun:e 

ofsuffiring was the soddy txDting suffering in thi form ofaccusationsJ slander and shame. 

This TlpllSenttd the primary soura and form ofsuffmng. But, this source and form of 

suffiring spilt over into the secondary soura and form, with occasional conflicts ofpublic 

disturbana that resulted in aiminal prosecutions ofthose who seemed to constitutt a threat 

to the peace.z07 The ensuing quotation wiD serve as summary: 

"Yet it is pafoctly clear that for three centuries the tmpewrs either persecuted 

Christians or connived at their maltreatment; and it is dtar too that for much 

of this period Jews jilt and wm oppressed to such an t:xImt that it is 

reasonable to speak ofpersecution".;.(i8 

The following section stmlS to support this postulation. 

2.2 Plinys Lettn.2ilg 

2.00 Read the chapters entitled "Rome and First-Century Judaism IJ and lIThe Primitive 

Community" in fund's book (1982:1S-34). 

267 Goppelt (1918:32J,328). 

z08 Waniman (1982:123). 

Z09 The foB transaipt can also be found in Benko b984:S-1) who discusses the matter 

in some detail For the rea~s edification an extract from one ofPliny's letters and Tadtus' 

reply is supplied: 

Pliny, Lttttrs 10.9(1)1 Pliny to the Emperor Trojan 
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It is my practia, my ltmi, to reftr to you all matters conctrning which I am in doubt For who 

can better give guidance to my hesitation or inform my ignomna? I have never partidpattd 

in trials ofChristians. I therefon do rwt know what o/finsts it is the practice to punish or 

invtstig:zte, and to what extent And I have bem rwt a littk hesitant as to whether there should 

be any distinction on account ofage or no diffirmce bttwten the very young and the mOll 

mature; whtther parrJon is to be granted for "f'Oltance, or, if a man has once been a 

Christian, it does him no good to have aased to be one; whether the name itself, even without 

offinses, or only the offinses assodated with the name are to be punished 

Meanwhile, in the case ofthose who wen denounced to me as Christians, I have observed the 

folluwing pwadure: I intmDgattd these as to whether they WlTl Christians; those who 

amfissed I intmDgated a second and a thin! time, thnatening them with punishmmt; those 

who persisted I ordmd executed For I had no doubt that, whatever the nature oftheir creed, 

stubbornness and inflexible obstinacy surely deserve to be punished. There wen others possessed 

ofthe same folly; but because they wen Roman dtizens, I signed an ortkr for them to be 

transfomd to Rome. 

Soon accusations spread, as usually happens, because ofthe proceedings going on, and several 

inddents occwnd An anonymous docummt was published amtaining the names ofmany 

persons. Those who denied that they wen or had bem Christians, when they invoked the gods 

in words dictated by me, offired prayer with incense and wine to your image, which I had 

ordered to be brought for this purpose together with statues ofthe gods, and moreover cursed 

Christ ~ none ofwhidz those who are TlQIly Christians, it is said, can be forced to do ~ these 

I thought should be discharged Others named by the informer declared that they wen 

Christians, but then denied it, asserting that they had bem, but had aased to be, some three 

years before, others many years, some as much as twtntyflve years. They aU worshipped your 
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image and the statues ofthe gods, and cursed Christ 

Th£y asserted, however, that the sum and substana oftheir fault or error had bem that they 

'H'e1l accustomed to meet on a j1x£d day befon dawn and sing responsively a hymn to Christ 

as to a god, and to bind themselves by oath, not to some aime, but not to commit fraud, 

theft or adultuy, not falsify their tnJst, nor to nfose to return a tnJst when called upon to 

do so. When this was over, it mlS their custom to depart and to assemble again to partakt 

offood - but ordinary and inrwcmt food. Even this, they affirmed, they had ceased to do afiu 

my edict by which, in acamJana with your instnJctions, I hadforbidden political assodations. 

Accordingly, Ijudged it an. the more necessary to find out what the tnJth mlS by torturing two 

ftmale slaves who 'H'e1l called deaconesses. But I discovered nothing elst but depraved, t'XCtSsive 

superstition. 

I thenfon postponed the investigation and hastened to consult you. For the matter seemed to 

me to warrant consulting you, especially because ofthe number involved For many persons of 

every age, every mnk and also ofboth sexes an and win. be endangmd For the contagion of 

this superstition has spnad not only to the dties but also to the viOages and fanns. But it 

seems possible to check and CUrl it It is artainly quite clear that the temples, which had been 

almost deserted, have begun to be foquenttd, that the established nligious rites, long ntdtcted, 

an being TlSumed, and that ftom everywhm saaifidal animals an coming, for which until 

now very few purr:hasers could be found Hena it is easy to imagine what a multitude of 

people can be nfonned ifan opportunity for npentana is alforrkd. 

Trajan to Pliny 

\1:Ju observed pIVper pIVadun, my dear Pliny, in sifting the cases of those who had been 
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Pliny, the younger, was governor ofPontus / Bithynia ftvm "'~"3 AD. He engaged the 

Emperor, Trojan with comspondma ngarding a variety of administrative and political 

matters, one ofwhich was the issue ofChristians being brought to court and the subsequent 

punishment for those found guilty. Pliny simply asktd them if they 'Well Christians or nut. 

Ifthey answered in the afJinnative they would be punished Ifthey an5'Wt1ld in the negative 

they 'Well subjected to a Ust The Ust consisted oft 

a. The invoking ofthe gods in wonIs dictatzd by Pliny. 

b. Offired prayer with inanse to the gods. 

c. Offired wine to the Emperor's image. 

d Cursing Christ. 

Pliny seemed to be ckarly stating that ptoplt 'Well being punished for mOlly being Christian, 

"even without offinses". Such punishment consisf£d oftorture and / or execution. It was 

Pliny's view that Christianity endangered sodtty. In the saluta&n ofthe ktter Pliny decland 

that he had i7evtr partidpatzd in trials ofChristians". It is thmfon nasonablt to conclude 

that he must have acted on artain pnadmts. This would conclusively prove that ofJidal 

governmental persecution daus earlier than 111 AD. In foct, it takes time for such pnadents 

to be set espedally when it comes to the execution ofpeoplt, and acamJing to the ktter we an 

talking about a considerablt number ofpeople. Pliny's letter shows that he was igrwrant of 

denounced to you as Christians. For it is not possiblt to lay down any general role to StT1't as 

a kind offixed standard They an not to be sought out; if they an denounced and proved 

guilty, they an to be punished with this reservation, that, whoever denies that he is a 

Christian and nally proves it ~ that is, by worshipping ourgods ~ even though he was under 

suspidon in the past, shaO obtain pardon through npentance. But anonymously posf£d 

accusations ought to have no place in any prvsecution. For this is both a dangerous kind of 

pnadent and out ofkeeping with the spirit ofour age. 
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imperial policy regarding Christians. On the other hand he clearly iOustrattd that he was in 

rw way ignorant ofthe local practice. Ifhis actions to summarily txlcutt ChristianS'D Wt7l 

not poli~ we might ask what made him act in this way. One ofthe possible answers 

stem to be that his actions Wt7l shaped by precedents.ZJ1 Whtthtr ur not Pliny's letter was 

contempuraneous with 4:12 is ofno consequenctJ2 fur earlier governors, no doubt with more 

independma than Pliny, had probably acted in ways simi/or to Trojan's legatt.ZJ3 It was 

written ofsuch Christian txlCUtions by official powers that 

"The judge did rwt act capriclouslyi he based his sentmces on judidal precedents 

and on universal imperial policy. Nor was the cast ofthe three martyrs an 

ZJ1 Warden (tg86:223). The intmsting thing is that Tadlus also clearly had no 

sympathy for Christians. He also funned his opinions ofChristians while he was proconsul 

ofAsia. Now the twist in the plot lies in the fact that Tadtu, Seutonius and Pliny (who Wt7l 

the earliest Romans from secular lift who mentioned Christians) Wt7l aD conttmporaries and 

apparmtly weD acquainttd (Benko 1.98+14). Benko suggests that Tadlus served as governor 

during '12-"3 which was just after Pliny had written his report in 111. 71lmjint, they would 

have shared sentiment, infonnation and precedents. In fact, it was probably they who in 

conjunction with ead! other fonned sud! precedents. 

ZJ2 It is weD documenttd in Benko (tg8+14-) that such official trlatment ofChristians 

by Rome did tal« place in first Peter's time. 

Z73 During the reign ofEmperur Antoninus Pius ('38-,6,) we find a story ofChristian 

txlcutions purely on the charge ofbeing Christian. On this occasion the judge who tmkred 

such txlcutions was Urbicus. The story can be perused in a letter to the Empewr called "71ze 

Second Apology ofJustin Martyr'. 
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isolated one".::74 

However, the fact that Pliny's ldttr and first Petu are bdng associated with the same part 

of the Roman world adds fCffCt to the supposition that the church's relationship with the 

govtmment was an issIH in both documents. It is even quite possible that Pliny was the 

pmtcutor himself.2.75 Persecution as asswntd in first Petu and sustained over a period oftime 

can nonnally only be undutakm by those who have the powers ofthe state and thus the police 

I anny at thdr disposal It is agred by ctrtain sclwitztSJfi when they observe that Pliny's 

ldttr possibly iOustrates the fact that the legates' actiDns against Christians wm baw on a 

well established practiaY7 

It is stated by somt-78 that this group ofChristians must have had their origin "some two to 

three decades at least" before Pliny's comspondma.Z79 This would plaa the start ofofficial 

governmental pmtcution at "at least' 81 AD to use Bechtler's words.:zIo Ifwe take i11;to account 

214 Benko (198+1). In the following pages ofBenko's book he sets out to pruve what 

has just been quoted with the use ofsimilar examples. 

2.75 ,Wanien (1986:225). 

2.77 It is noted that the region in contention was organized into smaller areas. It is 

therefore, reasonable to allow room for difformt roles, practias and preadents from one aTfO 

to another. Although, one cannot TfOlly envisage major difformtiation as they had to comply, 

at least, to the framework set by Rome 

::78 Bechtler (1996:76). 

2.79 Michaels (1988:66). 
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that offidal persecution usually starts aftu aD sodal methods have failed and the fact that 

sodal methods always take longer than olfidal methods and the fact that most modem 

scholms suggest that the suffering in Pettr is soda~ then it places us at an early date. 

Concerning the class ofperson i1WOived in Christianity, Pliny states that some of them wen 

Roman dtizms and others wen from every onier (ordines). The main three ordm wen the 

senatorial equestrian and decurion orders ofRPman dtizens. AD oth£r dtizens belonged to the 

order offoe pmons/'It The rest ofthe accused (whom Pliny had already dealt with) consisted 

ofnon-RPman dtizens calkd pm~ni.zh FurthennOTl, it is Pliny's testimony that both dtits 

and rural areas wen inflltraild by Christianity. The epistle does conflnn that Christians wen 

sourad from the Gentiks rather than the jews, which is conflnned by Peter in 1:14-19 and 

~3-+ 

It is possible that the hardship ofChristians was bestowed on them by both sodetal pressW? 

and governmental actions. Such awesome PTlSSW? would have been reason enough for new 

converts to Christianity to digress from the new found pathway. Peter's reasoning for 

remaining Christian needed to be, at the very least, equally powerful to persuade the new 

converts to remain Christian. 

28t On the RPman Ordo system, see Garnsey and Salltr (1987:112-118); Garnsey 

(1974:159-16S),. Hopkins (t97~103-120). 

282 The word pmgrini does not appear in Pliny's ktter; but it is implied in the fact 

that some ofthe accused wen (X£cuild whilt othm wen being sent to RPme for trial See 

jones (19J2:102),. Sherwin-White ('963:'3-23); Wilkens (198+23). 
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2.3 Problem One: The Problem ofClashing Symbolic Universes 

Sociology ofknowledge ltads us to believe that we are dealing with a situation ofconflict in 

first Peter between the social world and the symbolic universe. l# have two sets ofsymbolic 

universes conflicting. Firstly, we have the symbolic universe ofthe sodal world and secondly, 

that ofthe Christian orientated world The incongroena between the two symbolic universes 

causes the conflict. Because one ofthe causes ofthe conflict seems to be a clash between the 

sodal symbolic universe and the Christian symbolic universe, it does not necessarily imply a 

social resolve, just as a verbal dispute does not limit the result to verbal action and most often 

than not kads to a physical conflict. The cause ofthe conflict in first Peter therefore, could 

have been sodal with an ofJlcial, physical outcome. 

Within the symbolic universe of sodety Christians were viewed as "non-confonnists who 

threatened the religi(JUS, and hena the sociopolitical (sic), status quo".24J This, however; rrveals 

inconsistency in the argumentation ofthe "emerging consensus'td4 since threats to the religi(JUS 

status quo leads to threats to the sodo-political status quo as Achtemeier admits. In other 

words threats to the religious world lead to: 

a. Threats to the sodal order ~ hena social action. 

b. Threats to the political orrIer ~ hence not only social action but also political action. 

c. Threats to the Emperor worship ~ hena also imperial action. 

283 Achtemeier 6989:211). 

28f This refers to the notion that most scholars see the soura and form ofsuffiring 

as being solely sodaL See Bechtltr (1996:19,20). This dissertation questions such a notion. 
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The clashing symbolic universes caused a problem in as much as society viewed things totally 

diffirently from how Christians viewed them. Society did not approve ofthe Christian's view 

and hence they prEssurised the be1kvers. 

One ofthe most important symbolic universalistic views ofthese dties was sodal order which 

'WOUld serve as an example ofthe above. The whole RPman government was constructed 

around social orrJer. Any attunpts tJJ foil the social order wt1l not only seen as anti-sodal but 

also as a security threat Therefore Christians were viewed as shameful and as a threat tJJ 

the sodal order by the indigenous ethnic and I or religious majorities. 

Reasons for this view aref245 

a. 	 The unheani of independence of Christian slaves and wives in choosing their own 

religion apart from the patu pottstas, since this was perceived as a threat tJJ the sodal 

orrJer. 

b. 	 The perceptiorfM that the nature of Christianity is superstition.287 Because of the 

similarities between Christianity and the mystery religkmsl.
88 both were thought ofin 

terms ofsuperstition. 

285 CampbeO (1995~1). 

286 Bechtler (1996:106',10/). Also see Benko (1984:21-24). 

2IT This view can clearly be seen in SuetJJnius, Nero (The Twelve Caesars) 16.2; Tadtus 

(The Annals oflmptrial RPme) 1544 and in Pliny's letter. 

288 There were many ofthese mystery religions. Stvtral cults even originattd in this 

area (Bechtler 1996:75). Examples ofsuch cults are: Cybele, Sabazius and Men (Schutter 

1989:g). Excavations in the Bit/rynian dty ofNicomedia resulted in a find ofcoins ttstifting 

tJJ the polytheistic worship ofmore than forty deities (MacMuikn 1981:1.34). 
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c. The perception that Christianity (also seen as a sect) promotes sexual immorali~ and 

libertinisms. This was sem in the fact that the woman's plaa was no longer limited 

fg domesticity. 

d The accusation ofcannibalism.Z!JP This accusation is ckduad from communion ~ "eat 

this mad for it is my body" was interp7lfed as the eating ofhuman flesh and thus 

constituted cannibalism. 

e. The practia ofmagic.29t As with point number bVo, there wm similarities betwem 

travelling magidans and the traveNing apostlts and therefore Christians wm accused 

ofpractising magic. 

f. Sedition. 

g. Atheism and / or polytheism. Because they belitved in Jesus and spedjically that He 

is also God meant fg the Gmtilts that Christians believed in twogods Oesus and God), 

hence Christianity was polytheistic. Atheism also played a rolt sina the othff religions 

did not accept Jesus as divine. The fact that Christians worshipped the unaccepted 

Jesus constituted atheism for they thought that Christians wm not worshipping any 

god ~ as Jesus was a man. Furthmnore, the rejecticn ofChristians oftheirgods may 

28g When Peter writes: "Greet one another with the kiss oflove" (first Petu 5:14) it 

could weD be interpreted by outsiders as being or at Itast Itading fQwards sexual immorality. 

Also set Benko (198+53~78) on the question of immorality. For further reading on the 

interpretatum by outsiders ofthe kiss (be it a holy one or not) as was customary (the notion 

that such a kiss was in fact customary among Christians can be derived from the following 

texts: first Thess. 5:20; first Cor. 10:20j second Cor. 13:12; RPm. 16:10) for Christians see 

Bmko (1984:79~102) who has writtm a wholt chapter on it 

Z!JP See Benko who Dna again devotes a wholt chapter fg "The charges ofimmorality 

and cannibalism" (1984:53~78). 

291 See Bmko's chapter entitled: "Magic and early Christianity1J (198+103~139). 
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also sean to leave them godless. 

h. Conttmpt for death and a show in martyrdom.:zg:z 

i. Withdrawal ofeconomic support to pag:zn intmsts (Acts 19:18-41). They no longer 

took part in the worship ofthe state gods. 

j. Hatred ofthe human mao Because they withdrrw ftvm state worship this withdrawal 

was perceived as anti-sodal 

2p Although CompbeR would not admit it, the fact that he uses Christian martyrdom 

and death as an example, also pwvts that the government was involved in the persecution sina 

Roman law states that one cannot he killed unless found guilty ofa crime. This could only 

be done in a court oflaw. Thus, Wf do not only have a situation ofpublic discontent towards 

Christians but at least also afflnnation ofthat discontent ftvm the government. It is further 

likely that the government was the instrument used to consummate the court judgonent in 

putting to death these Christians. CampbeD. (1995:41) himselfwrites that "the community of 

believers constituted an invasive foreign body, whose adverse influences required 

countenneasures". The question mnains whether defamation wiD. sufflce as a "countenneasure" 

or whether an offldal response would be neassitoted. As part ofthe solution Petu submits 

the consolation that the suffiring of Christians is linked to those of Christ. CampbeR 

(1995=47) writes: "He sufferedjust as they do". Ag:zin CampheR pwves that the suffering was 

more than just defamation, unless ofcourse Jesus' suffiring was limited to defamation too. 

When Petu equates Jesus' suffiring with that ofthe current Christians then surely it also needs 

to include: court appeamnas, involvement of Roman offldals, physical suffering, etc. This 

objection is also voiced by Feldmeier (1992:174). 
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2.4 Probltm Two: 71u Exclusivism ofChristians 

Furth.ennon, Christians nfused to worship other gods. At the same time they profossed to 

own the truth solely. This profossion would also lead to suffering as such profossions violated 

an important aspect ofRoman soddy which is conforming tolerana or ndprocal acaptana.29S 

Thus conversion (abandonment ofone nligion in favour ofexclusive devotion to another) was 

rare and in nsponse to proselytizing, atypical and unheard of Others/94 for rxample, nfor 

to proselytizing as "a shocking novelty in the andtnt Wurld".295 Although Judaism was to a 

certain extent protected by Roman law, vilification was foqumt (largely due to exclusivity).29
6 

On the other hand, Judaism did command a certain respect that Christianity could never 

command which brought about 11101l nason for suffering andpersecution.297 An unwiOingness 

from Christianity to acknowledge the legitimacy ofother nligions generated suspicion. This 

»us forther aggravated with the fact that Christianity nfosed to partake in both nligious and 

civil amnonits that wt1l part ofcommon lifo.2,9I 

294 Goodman (tg94;10S). 


295 For detailed discussions on the topic ofproselytizing see Goodman {1994:u(37)i 


MacMullen (1g81:94*112); Wilken (1g8+64); Cohen {tg8g:13*33}; Tnbilco (1gg1:14S*18S). 

2g6 Cicero, Pro Flaa:o 28.66,6g; Tadius, Historiae S.1-13; JuvenaZ Satires 14.9(j..106. 

297 On Judaism and Christianity see Gager (1g8S:67·88i 59.62)i Fredriksen (1gg1:S32· 

548); Cohen (1gg2:14·23); Feldman (1992:24·37); Goodman (199+38..go). 

2¢ Benko {tgB4:1.2g}; de Ste Croix (1g63:24·31); Frend {tg6T-71'93)i Garnsey 

(t974:163·1n),· MacMullen (tg81:1-4); Nock (1933:6(j..1J7),· SmaOwood {1g81:124)i Wilken 

(1g84:63,64). On Roman criticism ofother nligions and spedftcally Christianity see Balch 

(1g81:6S·80); Wilken (1g84:1:93). 
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71zl readers' txdusivity as members of the church could be illustrated by means of a 

comparative contrast. 71zlreaders were typifod as they who were sanctifled (1:2): the holy 

(1:10): the redeemed (1:18): the purifled (1:ZZ); and an elect race (2:g). Compared to these 

characterizations the unbe1ievers were contrasted with tmns like the disbelievers (2:7); the 

disobedient (2:8): those who lived .their lives in the fosh to the lusts of men (4:2). 

Furt:hernwrr, their txdusivtness and bond originated ftvm the foct that prevWusly they had 

been no people, but at that time they were the people ofGod (2:9). Utilizing the mathematical 

equation once again Peter stated that God was against the pruud and on the side of the 

humble. He then concluded that Christians were the hwnble {s:S,O}. Therefore God was on 

their side. By inftrmce God was then against the non-be1ievers. 

In their society Christians were dispossessed by the wealthy and influential people. In the 

church however; they found a sense ofsuperiority which set them above the mighty and proud 

things oftheir world.29f} In a new way they then saw themselves as the elect and as such they 

were the really Significant ones in the ultimate order ofthings. In separating themselves and 

refUsing to recognize the superiority ofthose above them Christians conveyed the message and 

image ofsuperiority and exclusivity. But in so doing angered society as Celsus asserted when 

he said that the language ofa Christian: 

~ This sense ofsuperiority can be seen in the New Testament and continuing into the 

later centuries (Contrmzs 1980:g74-1ozz). In rtviews ofthe epistle ofDiognttus and others like 

Justin: Clement ofAlexandm Torian: TertuUan; and Amobius one can clearly see this sense of 

superiority as they use irony and sarcasm to attack pagan idolatry. Also see the dtations 

about the suggested superiority that can be found in the Wtd of Colwell (1939:57'59). 
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