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PREFATORY NOTE.

HE Notes contained in this volume are a fragment of a

Commentary on the New Testament which was definitely
planned in 1860. For some time Dr Lightfoot, Dr Hort and
myself had discussed the question in various forms; and in the
spring of that year' a scheme for the distribution of the Books
was adopted which guided in a great degree our later work. The
Epistles of St Paul were assigned to Dr Lightfoot: the Synoptic
Gospels, the Acts and the Epistles of St James, St Peter and
St Jude to Dr Hort: the Gospel and Epistles of St John fell to
me. Two books were not finally assigned, the Epistle to the
Hebrews and the Apocalypse. Dr Lightfoot was unwilling to
undertake the former, nor could I undertake the latter. There
was hope for a time that Dr Benson would have dealt with the
Epistle to the Hebrews? and he has in fact left an exposition of
the Apocalypse which will I trust be published before long.

No detailed method was adopted for the execution of the
work ; but we were fully agreed on general principles. It seemed
to us that the New Testament should ‘be interpreted as any
other book,” with loyal obedience to the strictest rules of criti-
cism, to the most exact scholarship, and to the frankest historical
inquiry. So only, we believed, could the unique character of the
Secriptures be rightly appreciated as ‘ containing all things neces-
sary to salvation.’ There were natural differences between us in
the application of our principles: one looked primarily to the
vivid realisation of the original meaning of the text, another to

1 Life of Hort 1. 417 (April 1860). 2 Id. 1. 422.
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the determination of the elements of philosophical theology which
it contained, another to the correspondences of different parts of
the apostolic records which suggest the fulness of the vital harmony
by which they are united. But varieties of temperament never led
to the least departure from the common endeavour to interpret
the text with scrupulous and unprejudiced fidelity without any
assumption or any reserve. This, we held, was required by the
divine claims of the Books themselves. “‘A number there are’
“says Hooker ‘who think they cannot admire as they ought the
“‘power of the word of God, if in things divine they should attribute
“‘any force to man’s reason.” The circumstances which called
“forth this remark contrast strangely with the main controversies
“of the present day; but the caution is equally needed. The
“ abnegation of reason is not the evidence of faith, but the confes-
“sion of despair. Reason and reverence are natural allies, though
“untoward circumstances may sometimes interpose and divorce
“them.” The records, we held, bring us into fellowship with
the living Lord. “Though the Gospel is capable of doctrinal
* exposition, though it is eminently fertile in moral results, yet its
““substance is neither a dogmatic system nor an ethical code, but
“a Person and a Life2”

As soon as the plan was formed Dr Hort began to work at the
Synoptic Gospels®. Interesting discussions arose as to questions
which would require to be dealt with in the Introduction, and the
rough list which Dr Hort gives in a letter of December 11th 1860
shews the large view which he took of the task committed to
him? Afterwards a joint volume of Essays suggested by * Essays
and Reviews’ was considered as preparatory to the Commentary?,
but the plan fell through under the pressure of other engage-
ments. ‘

Before very long Dr Hort turned from the Synoptic Gospels to
the Catholic Epistles. In 1862 he was ‘not without hopes of
¢ getting [a volume containing St James, St Peter, and St Jude]

! Lightfoot, Preface to Galatians, pp. % Life 1. 423 (May 1860); 429; 434 ff.
xif. 1865. 1 Life 1. 434 f.
2 Lightfoot, Preface to Philippians, 5 Life 1. 438.

p. ix, 1868.
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‘to press before the end of [the] next year'’ The work on
St James was pressed on through serious interruptions®. In 1864
he writes: ‘by way of work I do nothing? but St James and N.T.
«text’; and a little later, * whenever I have leisure, I sit down to
¢St James, where I now feel myself really afloat. Some sixty
¢ pages are actually written <’ He purposed at that time to publish
this Epistle in a separate volume, with a series of illustrative
Essays of which he fixed the subjects provisionally®. St James
was one of the first subjects on which he lectured at Cambridge®.
And Dr J. B. Mayor expressed in the dedication to him of his
own edition of the Epistle, which appeared shortly after Dr Hort's
death, with what high expectation the completion of his St James
was looked for”.

As Hulsean Professor Dr Hort lectured on 1 Peter in the
Easter Terms of 1882, 1883, 1884, 1885, 1887 and in the October
Term of 1882: as Lady Margaret’s Professor in the Easter Term
of 1892, the last course of Lectures which he delivered® The
present volume contains the portions of these Lectures which
were either fully or approximately prepared for the press®. And

1 Life 1. 452. 4 Life 1L, 7.

2 Lifer 470f; 1. 765 125 35. 5 Life 11 49.

¢ Life 11 4. $ Life 15 172, 229.
7 Viro Reverendo

F. J. A. HORT S.T.P.
sacri textus ad pristinam formam revoecandi
diligentissimo peritissimoque auctori
haec qualiacumque studia
quae utinam difficillimw epistole lectoribus
splendidiorem lucem editionis Hortiane jam dudum desiderantibus
aliguid saltem lucis afferre possint
a vetere amico et condiscipulo
Dedicantur
18g2.

& It may be of interest to add that
the last Lecture dealt with 1 Peter i.
17—19.

% Dr Chase has kindly given me the
following acecount of his own work in
editing the MS.: “The Commentary

v wag written out by Dr Hort in a final
“ form as far as p. 34, col. 2, line 6.
«Fromn that point his MS. required from
“time to time some slight verbal revi-
“gion: the sentences had sometimes to
“ be readjusted or expanded. From that



b4 PREFACE.

while the fragment cannot but cause the keenest regret as being
only a fragment, yet it is sufficiently varied in its contents to give
an adequate view of Dr Hort’s method, and to indicate and justify
lines of inquiry which may be pursued fruitfully, and, as I trust,
to remove some misunderstandings of passages in his other books.

The first characteristic of Dr Hort as an interpreter which will
strike his readers is, I think, his remarkable power of setting aside
all traditional opinion in examining the text before him. He
takes nothing for granted. He regards no traditional view as
valid through long acceptance. He approaches each record, each
phrase, as if it came to him directly from its author. He asks at
once naturally and without effort - What did the words mean to him
who wrote them and to those who first received them ?* In this
there was no disparagement of the results of Christian life and
thought. ¥ew indeed studied more widely and carefully the
biblical writings of all ages than Dr Hort himself; but he felt
that, if we are to comprehend truly the message which the N.T.
enshrines, we must go back and dismiss as far as possible all the
associations which have gathered round familiar phrases. The
result is a singular freshness and originality of treatment, which
conveys to the student a vivid semse of the reality of the record.
We are taken beyond formulated dogma and ecclesiastical organi-
sation to contemplate the first action of the divine life through
which in due time both were determined; and discern how both.
were shaped through a growth, answering to a vital law operating
freely from within and not regulated by rules imposed from with-
out,

“ point also I am responsible for the
* translations at the head of the several
‘“notes; but these renderings are baged
“upon and, where possible, taken from
* the Commentary.

0Of the appiTIONAL NoTES, the first
““was in a rougher state than the other
‘“two. The latter were in a final form
‘‘except the last page of that on the
“ Provineces,

I have verified the references, serip-

““tural and other; those to the Lxx. I
*‘have coordinated with the Cambridge
““ Edition.

1 have added a very few foot-notes
“‘ gnclosed in square brackets. These
‘¢ will explain themselves,”

I may, I feel sure, venture on behalf
of Dr Hort’s friends to express the deep
gratitude which we feel to Dr Chase for
the admirable skill with which he has
fulfilled a delicate and diffieult task.
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2. Closely connected with this independent directness of
interpretation is the keen historical insight with which Dr Hort
marks the characteristic lessons of minute details. In a few
sentences (pp. 4, 5) he places St Peter in his true relation to
St Paul, and traces with subtle care the influence of the Epistles
to the Romans and to the Ephesitans on 1 Peter. Thus the
spiritual forces of the Apostolic age are shewn in their actual
working; and even more remarkable are the signs which he
notices of the influence of the Lord’s words upon Christian
language (e.g. p. 18 a; 78¢a). Such breadth and minuteness of
view, free from every prepossession, gives special weight to his
judgment on the genuineness of books which have been questioned
(e.g. p. 6 the Pastoral Epistles); and to his sharp condemnation of
‘the dream of a Christianity without Judaism’...which, ‘though it
‘ could make appeal to a genuine zeal for the purity of the Gospel,
‘ was in effect an abnegation of Apostolic Christianity’ (p. 57 &).

3. Unwearied thoroughness was a necessary condition of this
type of study. In enumerating the questions which required to
be dealt with as preparatory to the proposed Commentary Dr
Hort set down: ‘The principles of N.T. lexicography, especially
‘the deduction of theological terms from O.T. usage, usually
‘through the medium of the LXX.’; and ‘generally the principle
‘that the N.T. is written in terms of the O.T.’ In correspondence
with these theses, the Notes are a treasury of historical philology.
Almost every page gives examples of the gradual fashioning of
some word for its use in the N.T., and records both parallelisms
with the LXX, and differences from it, gnarding alike the indepen-
dence of the Apostolic writers and their obligations to an earlier
generation.

4. Independence, insight, thoroughness, were all subsidiary to
the endeavour to shew through Apostolic teaching the coherence
of all revelation and of all life’. It was not enough, as Dr Hort
felt, to realise most clearly and to express most freely what the
Gospel was to the first disciples. This was not a result to rest
in, but the necessary preparation for determining the universal

! Comp. The Way, the Truth, the Lije, p. 180,
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meaning of a message given under local and temporal conditions.
When Prof Bonamy Price says of Dr Arnold that he had ‘a
‘vision of the eternal principles by which [God’s moral govern-
‘ment] is guided, and such a profound understanding of their
‘ application, as to be able to set forth [His] manifold wisdom, as
‘manifested at divers times, and under circumstances of the most
‘ opposite kind,” he describes a special gift of Dr Hort'. The view
of prophecy which he gives in the notes on c. i. 11f offers under
several aspects an excellent illustration of the use which he makes
of it; nor is it less characteristic that he dwells on the significance
of the conception of the Christian Church as the true Israel by
which all the Apostles were united (pp. 7, 16, 116).

5. The dominant interest of Dr Hort in interpretation was,
in a word, not philological or historical, but theological. When
Dr Lightfoot’s Commentary on the Galatians appeared, he noticed
as ‘ the weakest point of the book’ that ‘doctrinal questions were
almost wholly avoided, being ‘kept for Romans®’ For himself
the main question always was how the truths with which each
Apostolic writer dealt entered into his own soul and life, and so
how we can represent them in terms of our own age and how they
affect us,

When I endeavour to characterise Dr Hort as an interpreter
of the New Testament, I need hardly say that I am not thinking
only of this finished fragment of his work, but much more of the
experiences of an uninterrupted friendship of more than forty
years, during half of which time we were engaged together on the
revision of the Authorised Version of the New Testament and of
2 Maccabees and Wisdom. What this friendship was to me
generally I have sought to tell elsewhere: here I touch on it only
so far as it enabled me to know something of Dr Hort’s mind and
method in dealing with Holy Secripture. In the course of our
work problems of every kind necessarily came before us, Prinei-

! Stanley’s Life of Arnold 1. p. 218.  seen in his writings. This fact gives a
The whole letter of Prof. Priceappearsto  special interest to the dedication which
me to apply more perfectly to Dr Hort’s  is prefized to.the Notes.
principles and manrer of interpretation ? Life 11. 35; comp. II. 7g.
than to Dr Arnold’s so far as they are
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ples and the application of principles were keenly discussed. It
could not but happen that we finally differed in some of our con-
clusions; but I can say without reserve that I always found Dr
Hort’s suggestions, even when at first sight they seemed to be
strange and almost paradoxical, fertile in materials for serious
consideration. He seemed to take account of all the facts in
every case and to watch jealously lest any element in it should be
overlooked. The fulness of the truth was the one aim which he
pursued, in the certain conviction that the most absolute fairness
in intellectual inquiry is a condition of obtaining the deepest
spiritual lessons. He never for a moment either overrated or
disparaged criticism; but he welcomed it as an indispensable
handmaid to theology, remembering that doctrine is not the
standard of interpretation but a result of it. The written words
were for him a way leading to the Word Himself, in whom he
found ‘all the treasures of wisdom and knowledge.’

Students of the Notes—and they require patient and re-
flective study—will recognise even within their narrow limits the
traits which I have sketched; and I cannot but hope that the firm
and reasoned faith, both in the records of revelation and in the
work of the Christian Society as the organ of the Holy Spirit, of
one whose ‘open eyes desired the truth” and whose frank sympathy
with every form of research was beyond question, will reassure
many who are perplexed by the difficulties of partial knowledge.
If only we can contemplate the unity of life, past, present and
future, in Christ, we shall be enabled to see the Light in which
Dr Hort lived and know that it is Divine.

B. F. DUNELM.

AUCELAND CASTLE,
July 23, 1808.
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INTRODUCTORY LECTURE.

To understand a book rightly, we wa:ng to know who wrote it,
for what readers it was written, for what' pi;rposes, and under what
circumstances; also, in reference to a book of the Bible, the
history of its acceptance in the Christian Church.

Many of these particulars in regard to this special Epistle must
be passed over. A few words, however, must be said on authorship,
time, occasion, circumstances, and readers, all these points being
closely connected together.

I. Ancient tradition uniformly attributes the Epistle to St
Peter!, in accordance with the first words, but is silent as to time
and circumstances, These have to be gathered from internal
evidence and from a comparison of this with other books of the
New Testament.

The clearest point is that it was written during a time of rising
persecution to men suffering under it, and this persecution must
apparently have been of wide extent, covering at least a great part
of Asia Minor,

Now what persecution can this have been? Here we have to
bear in mind the extreme slenderness and incompleteness of all our
knowledge about early persecutions. It is quite possible, nay one
may even say probable, that we have no other record of those
particular troubles which called forth our Epistle. But it would

1 This Epistle shares with 1 John Paul’s Epistles had canonieal antho-
the preeminence of being to all ap-  rity, when James, 2, 3 John, Jude and
pearance universally accepted from the  sfill more 2 Peter had only partial

time when any book of the New Testa-  authority.
ment other than the Gospels and St

H. 1
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be rash to neglect the other alternative, the alternative usually
taken for granted, that we have here to do with one of the great
and famous persecutions.

The first great persecution of which we have any direct account
extant is that of Nero, which seems to have at least begun in
64 A.D.

95 A.D.
Pliny’s letter, seventeen years later in 112 A.D.

The next is that of Domitian a generation later, about
The third, that in Bithynia under Trajan, as spoken of in
Later persecutions
need not be enumerated. Now if St Peter be the author of this
Epistle, the persecution referred to (if it be one of those known to
us) must be the first, or be closely connected with the first.

The chief arguments urged against this conclesion are :

(x) that the persecution of Nero's reign was confined to
Rome;

(2) that the Epistle represents men as suffering as Christians
and not merely as evildoers, and that the name Christian is late
and the legal prohibition of Christianity unknown before Trajan.

. If these considerations were well founded in themselves, they
would undoubtedly be strong arguments for a late date.

But (1) though it is true that our very scanty information
about the Neronian persecution (chiefly in connexion with the
burning of the city mentioned by Tacitus) is confined to Rome, the
Apocalypse, which there are strong reasons for placing not long
after Nero's death, proves the existence of persecutions in Asia
Minor and implies that they were on a wide scale and under the
authority of the central (‘‘ Babylonian”) power. And it is only
likely that what was begun at Rome in connexion with the fire
spread through the provinces, till it culminated in the state of things
implied in the Apocalypse®.

11t is impossible to accept the
theory which distinguighes within the
book an imaginary Jewish Apocalypse
of that time from imaginary additions
of Domitian’s time. In Asia Minor,
the speeial home of the "emperor-
worship, we have no right to assume
that it was only under an emperor

like Pomitian, personally zealous for
that worship, that Christians were
likely to have it forced upon them, as
we see to have been the case in the
time of the Apocalypse. Hence its
attestation of this source of persecu-
tion is quite compatible with the
earlier date.
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(z) Pliny’s letter, when carefully examined, implies distinctly

. that already before his time it was illegal to be a Christian, i.e. not
simply to belong to a secret association, but es momine to be a
Christian. This implies a previous and apparently long previous
enactment, suchk as would naturally be associated with a great
persecution and one bearing the character rather of that which
began with Nero than of that which is connected with Domitian.

But further, there is nothing in our Epistle which makes it
indispensable to believe that when it was written it was already
iltegal to be a Christian. Its language is satisfied if the Christian
name was of itself liable to give rise to contumely and ill usage;
and this might well be the case through popular suspiciousness and
-malevolence, apart from any legal disability, more especially if it
were the policy of the Jews then, as it certainly was before and
after, to stir up the heathen against the Christians. Under such
circumstances as these, persecution might evidently arise in Asia
Minor before the outburst under Nero at Rome as well as
after it.

As regards the name Xpiorwavds, confined in the New Testament
to 1 Pet. iv. 16; Acts xi. 26 ; xxvi. 28, and there found only as used
by others than Christians, there is no tangible ground for distrusting
the accuracy of Acts, or for assigning to the name a late origin.
There is also no foundation for the allegation that at that early
time Christianity and Judaism were too much confused together by
the heathen to allow so discriminating a persecution as our Epistle
implies. On this subject it is enough to refer to Lightfoot, Philip-
pians, pp. 23 . [See also Lightfoot, Ignatius, i. pp. 400 ff.]

We have then got thus far, (1) that the persecution begun by
Nero or a secondary persecution arising from that would account
for the language used, and that this falls within 8t Peter’s life;
(2) that, as a second possible alternative, there is no reason why
Asia Minor should not have had persecutions of its own, independent
of any known persecution bearing an emperor’s name, and perhaps
even a little earlier than Nero's persecution; and that the language
of cur Epistle might well apply to such persecutions. In favour of

I—2
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the second of these alternatives against the first is the language
of the Epistle about the emperor (Bacihess) and his officers
(ii. 13 f£).

The next points of importance concern the relation of 1 Peter
to St Paul and his writings.

There are here two questions, one affecting doctrinal character
and language, the other chronological order.

(1) In reference to doctrinal character and language as bearing
on authorship, an important school of critics maintains that 1 Peter
is so Pauline in character that St Peter cannot have written it.

Here all turns on the assumption that St Peter was a bigoted
adherent of a purely Jewish form of Christianity, and permanently
and in principle opposed to St Paul. This view starts from a
misunderstanding of the temporary estrangement recorded in Gal. ii.
It must be sufficient to refer to Lightfoos on Gal. ii. and to his essay
on ¢St Paul and the Three'.”

The truth is that, though there was doubtless a certain difference
of point of view, and though very possibly St Peter would not
naturally appropriate the whole range of St Paul’s thoughts and
language, there is no evidence or probability that he would dissent
from the general strain of St Paul’s teaching, much less stand in
any sort of antagonism to him.

This Epistle is certainly full of Pauline language and ideas; but
it also differs from St Paul’s writings both positively and negatively,
ie. both in the addition of fresh elements and in the omission
of Pauline elements. _

In a word, it agrees with the position of St Peter as repre-
sented in the Acts, and that representation is consistent with all
known evidence and probability, and may safely be trusted.

(2) The presence of Pauline matter in this Epistle raises the
question—how did it come there ?

One very able and intelligent living critic, who. has studied this
Epistle with especial care, B. Weiss, maintains that it was written

at a very early time, aud that St Paul borrowed largely from it,

1 [Comp. Hort, Judaistic Christianity, Lect. iv.]
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and in this opinion he has lately been followed by Kiihl, to whom
he had entrusted the revision of Huther’s Commentary in the Meyer
series. It would be wasting time however to discuss this paradox.
Doubtless, as almost everyone else agrees, St Peter, not St Paul,
is the borrower.

By far the clearest cases of coincidence of language with 1 Peter
are in Romans, written about 58 A.p. The use made of other Pauline
Epistles, with one exception, is, to say the least, much slighter, if
indeed it can safely be affirmed at all’. The one exception, a remark-
able one, is Ephesians. Here the connexion, though very close, does
not lie on the surface. It is shown more by identities of thought and
similarity in the structure of the two Epistles as wholes than by
identities of phrase?

If Ephesians were written, as some suppose, not by St Paul but
by a later writer in his name, this connexion would complicate the
question as to 1 Peter. But Ephesians is, I fully believe®, genuine ;
and, if so, its probable date is about 62 A.b., being written during
St Paul’s Roman captivity. Hence this gives us the earliest possible
date for 1 Peter.

" One more Epistle has to be named, that of St James, as having
been used by St Peter in this Epistle.
probably belongs likewise to 62, and his Epistle to a time not long
before,

Now 8t James’ martyrdom

Hevre therefore we get substantially the same result, and it
will be seen that at 62 we are very near 64, the year when Nero’s
persecution broke out at Rome.

1L

the Epistle was written ?

So much for the time. What then of the place at which

That is, who, or what, is meant by % &

L The supposed coincidences between
1 Peter and Hebrews are still more
problematical,

2 This intimate dependence of 1 Peter
on Romans and Eph. is important not
only for fixing its time but for purposes
of interpretation. The true key to not
a few difficult passages of St Peter
is to be found in tracing back the
thought to its origin in one or both

of those two Epistles of St Paul.
This importance of theirs, it cannot be
too often repeated, is not accidental.
They are precisely the two most eom-
prehensive and fundamental of all St
Paul’s Epistles, and they are eonnected
much more closely together in their
drift than appears on the surface.

% [See Hort, Prolegomena to Romans
and Ephesians.]
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Bafulir: cuvexhextsiin v. 137 Is Babylon proper meant, or Rome,
for the obscure Babylons may be safely neglected ?

There is not time to discuss the details of this question. I will
only say that the probabilities seem to me to preponderate greatly in
favour of Rome. Two popular arguments however against this
view must just be noticed.

(1) It is improbable, some urge, that the name Babylon would.
be used in a figurative sense in sober prose, as distinguished from
the apocalyptic visions of St John. But there is no reason to think
that the image was peculiar to St John. It would follow very
naturally from any reflection on the part played by Babylon in
Daniel and other prophetic bocks, when once the Roman Empire, as
embodied in its rulers, began to rise in hostility towards the infant
Church, if indeed it was not already in Jewish use. The enigmatic
designation imay have been chosen prudentially.

(2) It is alleged that the order of the regions of Asia Minor
in i, 1 starts from the side of Babylon, not of Rome. This argu-
ment is examined in the note in loco and in the Additional Note.

But if the Epistle was written from Rome, its silence about St
Paul is certainly a remarkable fact; so remarkable that some have
been led by it to conclude that, if written there and then, it could
not have been written by St Peter. But our knowledge of the
events of that whole time is far too limited to justify any such
conclusion. The Epistle either might be written during that absence
of St Paul from Rome which must have preceded the writing of the
Pastoral Epistles, if (as I believe) they are genuine, or it might be
written when he had already suffered martyrdom ; for though there
is good reason to believe that both apostles did really suffer martyr-
dom at Rome, there is also good reason to believe that they did not
suffer on the same occasion; and the silence of our Epistle would be
intelligible enough if the sad tidings of St Paul’s death had been
already made known to the Asjatic Christians by their Roman
brethren or by St Peter himself. Moreover if, according to the
most natural interpretation of v. 12, Silvanus was the bearer of the
Epistle, St Peter may well have left all personal matters for him to



INTRODUCTORY LECTURE. 7

get forth orally. At all events it is not necessary to decide positively
between these alternatives. It is enough to see that both are com-
patible with St Peter’s authorship.

III. TLastly, to whom was the Epistle addressed ?

It is much disputed whether these Christian converts had been
Jews or heathen. The natural inference from the language used is,
I think, that the greater part of them had been heathen, while it is
also morally certain that in many places the nucleus of the Christian
congregation would be derived from the Jewish congregation, to
which it was St Paul’s habit to preach first. But this is a secondary
matter compared with a right understanding of the manner in which
St Peter applies to the whole body of the Asiatic Churches, Gentiles
and Jews alike, the language which in the Old Testament describes
the prerogatives of God’s ancient people. The truth is that St Peter,
as doubtless every other apostle, regarded the Christian Church as
first and foremost the true Israel of God, the one legitimate heir of
the promises made to Israel, the one community which by receiving
Israel’s Messiah had remained true to Israel’s covenant, while the
unbelieving Jews in refusing their Messiah had in effect apostatised
from Israel. This point of view was not in the least weakened by
the admission of Gentile Christians in any number or proportion.
In St Paul’s words they were but branches grafted in upon the one
ancient olive tree of God.

This is the true key to most of the use of the Old Testament in
the New Testament generally, and it has especially to be remembered
in this Epistle.



ANALYSIS.

I. i 1—ii. ro. Thanksgiving and general exhortation,

II. i, 11—iv. 17. Exhortation to renunciation of heathen
principles of conduct, and acceptance of Christian principles, and to
the consequent transformation of special social duties.

III. iv. 12—end. Exhortation to the endurasce of sufferings
regarded as trials of the Church.

II. and IIL both begin with 'Ayamyrol, a word which occurs
nowhere else in the Epistle : this confirms the joining of iv. 7—11
to II. These verses are likewise rather a close to what precedes
than an introduction to what follows, though partly transitional.

I 1 1—i. 10,
i 1f Salutation.

i. 3—12. Thanksgiving for the Christian hope in the midst
of trials, that hope being the fulfilment of prophetic expectations.

i. 13—ii. 10. Exhortation to obedience in conformity to the
grandeur of the Christian hope and the privileges of the Christian
commonwealth,

II. i 11—iv. 11,

ii. 11f. Exhortation to purity of motive, and so to purity of
life in the presence of the heathen (a kind of general heading to the
section).

ii. 13—iii. 12. Definite relative duties, in ecivic soclety, of
servants and masters, of wives and husbands, the section conclud-
ing with the universal bond of the Christian mind, and the Divine
promise respecting it.
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iii. 13—iv. 6. Good and evil doing in relation to suffering at the
hands of the heathen, with the digression on the preaching to the
spirits in prison.

iv. 7—11. Resumes the concluding exhortation of iii. 8, o,
pointing to God as at once the source and the goal of all Christian
conduct, which is represented as a human distribution of His grace
in all the relations of life, and directed towards His glory.

III. iv. 12—end.
iv. 12—19. Suffering for the Christian name, snd what is
involved in it.

v. I—5. Consequent lesson as to the relation of elders to other
members of the Church ; and of all its members to each other.

v. 6—11. Resumes iv. 19 after digression, and exhibits the
whole present state of the Christians as subject to God’s providential
care.

v. 12—14. Final greetings.
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I. SavnovrATior (i. 1, 2). The salu-
tation is formed in an independent
manner after the model which had
been created by St Paul, especially
a8 it appears in his Epistles to the
(Galatians and Romans. Writer and
recipients are designated by their
personal or local name, and also de-
scribed in brief phrases expressive of
relations to be presupposed through-
out the Epistle; and some leading
thoughts of the Epistle are rapidly
indicated beforehand. The indication
is here made by a setting forth of
three stages of Divine operation in
and for man, “foreknowledge,” con-
secration, and sacrificial life.

1. Hérpos, Peter] 8t Peter here
ignores altogether his original name
Simeon or Simon, which indeed ap-
pears to have early fallen into disuse.
For the Graecised Aramaic form of
the new and significant name given
him by the Lord he substitutes its
Greek equivalent, probably because
he is writing to churches to which,
as strangers to the language of Pales-
tine, the name Cephas would carryno
special force. St Pauls use of Cephas
appears to have its motive in indirect,
references to the words of Palestinian
opponents. See the Additional Note
on the names of St Peter.

dmdarodos "Inael Xpioro, an apostle
of Jesus Christ] This title stands at
the head of all 8t Paul's Epistles {in

‘Incov XpwrTou €éxAexTols

Galatians not quite obviously) with
four easily explicable exceptions, the
two early Epistles to the Thessalonians
(“Paul and Silvanus and Timotheus™),
the Epistle to the Philippians whose
peculiar debis to Timothy gave him a
right to a primary share in the saluta-
tion (“ Paul and Timotheus”), and the
purely personal letter te Philemon ;
and St Peter assumes himself to be
clothed with the same function, en-
abling him to speak with authority to
the Asiatic churches, whoever their
founders might have been. Having
once for all made, or rather suggested,
the claim, he is thenceforward content
to keep it out of sight, and in v. 1 he
addressestheeldersas a*fellow-elder”
(ovvmpeaBirepos). The title apostle,
a8 having been in the special sense
originally bestowed by the Lord Him-
self (Me. iii. 14 [true text]} Le. vi. 13),
and as having been afterwards asso-
ciated by Him with His own unique
Apostolate (Jo. xvii. 18 ; xx. 21), must
likewise have had for 8t Peter a
peculiar sanctity in relation to his
own life and the purpose to which it
was devoted.

The double name, expressing the
identity of Him who on earth was
called Jesus with the Messiah of God,
is used by St Peter six times in the
first 13 verses, three times afterwards,
while he never has Jesus without
Christ. The full phrase apostle of
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Jesus Christ stands similarly at the
head of seven of St Paul’s Epistles,
but usually, and perhaps always (the
text is sometimes uncertain), with
the order Christ Jesus, which brings
out more clearly the derivation from
the formula ypiords ‘Inoois, Jesus is
Christ: ¢f. Acts iv. 33 (in the most
probable of the many readings) ol
amoarolol roi kupiov “Inaot.

éxhexrois, elect] that is, in the first
inatance, elect as a body, and as mem-
bers of an elect body, not simply as
individuals. Twogreat forms of Divine
“election ” are spoken of in the O.T,,
the choosing of Israel,and the choosing
ofsingle Israelitesorbodiesof Israelites
to perform certain functions for Israel,
as Abrabam (Neh. ix. 7), Moses (Ps.
cvi. 23), Saul (1 Sam. x. 24), David
(2 Bam. vi. 21 [ef. 1 Sam. xvi, 8, 10];
1 Chr. xxviii. 4; Ps. lxxviii. 70;
ixxxix. 3 (Heb.), 19; Jer. xxxiii. 24
[David’s house]), Solomon (1 Chr.
xxviii. § £ [cf. 10]; xxix. 1), Zerub-
babel (Hag. ii. 23), the tribe of Judah
(1 Chr. xxviii. 4; Ps. Ixxviii. 67 {),
Aaron (1 Sam. ii, 28; Ps. ¢v. 26), and
the Levites (r Chr. xv. 2; 2 Chr
xxix. 11; Jer, xxxiii. 24). St Peter
has in mind the choosing of Israel,
which is spoken of by the verb I3,
éxdéyopar, in Deuteronomy (iv. 37;
vii. 6 ff.; x. 15; xiv. 2), several Psalms,
II Isaiah (cf. I Is. xiv. 1), and else-
where; and the verbal adjective 12,
€xhexrds, is similarly applied to Israel
in IT Is, xliii. 20; xlv. 4 (sing.) ; 1xv.
9, 15, 22 and Ps. (Ixxxviil. [Ixxxix.] 4
LXX.;) V. 6, 43; cvi. 5 (cf. 2 Macc.
i. 25). That 8t Peter is here following
the O.T. in its idea of a chosen people,
not merely an assemblage of chosen
men, is a natural inference from #i. g f,,
where yevos échexrév, “an elect or
chosen race,” is one of the phrases
taken directly from IT Is. xliii. 20. He
had been preceded by St Paul in the
central chapters of Romans, ix—xi.,
which set forth the relation of Jew to
Gentile in the eternal counsel of God.
In xi 28 8t Paul refers to the original
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election of Israel, while in xi. 5, 7 (cf.
ix. 11) he speaks of a new election,
that of the spiritual Israel ; and it is
to this new Israel, or to a part of it,
that St Peter addresses himself. It
is gingular that éxAexros never stands
at the beginning of St Paul’s Epistles,
as it does here (for the sense however
cf. 1 Thess. i. 4; Eph. i. 4) : his corre-
sponding word in Romans and 1 Co-
rinthians (so also St Jude’s) is xAgrds,
“called,” and he often uses xa\éw,
“call,” with a similar force (cf. 2 Pet. i.
10). The “calling” and the “choosing”
imply each other, the calling being the
outward expression of the antecedent
choosing, the act by which it begins to
take effect. Both words emphatically
mark the present state of the persons
addressed as being due to the free
agency of God. Both words are com-
bined remarkably with each other and
with merof, “faithful,”in Apoc. xvii.14,
this third epithet, expressive of the
“faith” which St Paul always repre-
sents as characteristic of the new
Israel (so also virtually St Peter in
ii. 7 compared with ii. g f.), having at
the beginning of Ephesians and Colos-
sians a place like that of éxhexrds here.
A fourth word similarly used in most
of St Paul’s epistles, dywos, “holy,”
likewise reappears in a similar con-
nexion further on in this Epistle (ii. ¢
“a holy nation,” from Ex. xix. 6, in
association with “an elect race”),

But the preliminary election to
membership of an elect race does not
exclude individualelection. Thechoice
of the plural éxhexrois mapemidipos is
not in itself decisive, though we must
not forget the significant transition in
1 Cor. i. 2. But the whole spirit of
the Epistle (see especially ii. 5) ex-
cludes any swallowing up of the indi-
vidual relation to God in the corporate
relation to Him; and the individual
relation to God implies the individual
election. But as to what is involved
in election, corporate or individual,
we must learn from the Bible, not
from later theological aystems,
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7rape7rz3riy019 diaomopas lTovrov, Taratias, Kamma-

In Deuberonomy (iv. 37) the choosing
by God is ascribed to His own “love”
of Israel: the ground of itlayin Him-
self, not in Israel; it was not a reward.
In 11 Is.xHii. 21 a.squotedmgmﬁcantly

in ii. 9, a farther motive is stated, to
“te]l forth His excellencies”: God’s
choosing i8 not for the sake of His
chosen alone ; they are chosen because
He has a special ministry for them to
perform towards the surrounding mul-
titade. This is but a wider application
of the principle recognised already.
As is the election of ruler or priest
within Israel for the sake of Israel,
such is the election of Israel for the
sake of the whole human race. Such
also,stillmore clearly and emphatically,
is the election of the new Israel. Nor
is the principle of less validity in re-
spect of the individual members of
the new chosen race. Each stone in
the spiritual house of God has its own
place to fill, and was chosen by God
forthatplace. Each member of Christ’s
spiritual body has its own work to do,
and was chosen by God for that work

‘mapemdipots Bwomopis, who are
strangers of dispersion] Hapemdnpéo
(also -la: the form mapemidppos is
very rare) is a common word in late
Greek (literature and inscriptions),
being applied to those *strangers”
(Eévor) who settled in a town or region
without making it their permanent
place of residence. Iapemidnuos oceurs
twice in the rxx. (Gen. xxiii. 4; Ps.
XXxviii, 13), both times associated with
wdpowkos; once literally, for Abraham’s
position among the sons of Heth, once
figuratively, for the life of man on
earth, 8t Peter likewise couples the
two words together in ii. 11, having
prevmusly spoken of Tov tjs wapowias
Yudy ypévev in i. 17. For the hlstory
of the biblical terms for sojourning see
the Additional Note,

Sweomopas, of dispersion] was ap-
parently suggested by the salutation

of 8t James’s Epistle (i. 1), rais ddexa
¢ukais Tais év j Staomopd. Standing
between the almost technical mape-
midrpois and a series of geographical
names, it cannot well have a merely
general sense (making it equivalent
to “dispersed sojourners”), but must
have at least some reference to the
Dispersion properly so called, the
“ Diaspora” spoken of by 8t James (cf.
John vii. 35). The term was taken
partly from the Lxx rendering of
Deut. xxviii. 25, xai &y Staomopa (év
dwegmopa AF) év mdoas Baodelais
Tis yfs, Whence it is sparingly re-
peated in the later books (Neh. i. 9;
Pas. cxlvi. 2 (plur.); Is. xlix. 6; Jer.
xiil. 14 (0*); xv, 7; xli. 17; Dan. xii.
2 (1xx.}; Judith v. 19; 2 Mace. i. 27),
partly from the more frequently used
verb Bwasmeipo, which is freely em-
ployed by the 1Lxx. in this connexion,
as well as the more obviousduaaxopmife,
for M, o “scatter” or “blow abroad.”
The cognate I}, to “sow,” has this
figurative sense only in Zech. x. 9
(LXX. xal omepé avrods év haois). The
(late) Hebrew name for the Dispersion
has nothmg to do with scattering or
sowing, being n‘m Géldh, “exile,”
(lit. “stripping™), and hence “the ex-
iles” eollectively.

The absence of an article before
Siaemopas would hardly here exclude
the sense “strangers of the Dispersion,”
for in sentences having the nature of
headings articles are often omitted in
places where they would naturally be
inserted in ordinary composition; and
Beot marpds, wyvevparos, and afparoes (v.
2) are likewise without articles, doubt-
less for the same reason. The 7f; be-
fore &iaomopd in St James’s salutation
followed almost of necessity from the
indispensable rais before 8@ dexa gpulais.
But the intermediate sense “strangers
of dispersion " suits the context better,
and this is simpler and more dignified
than “ strangers of @ dispersion.”
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doxlas, 'Actas, xai Bibvvias, *kata mwpoyvwew Oeot

In what sense did St Peter intend
the two terms to be applied? “The
Dispersion ” was a purely Jewish term,
and exclusively denoted the Jews
scattered abroad. The term mape-
midyuot included men of every land,
race, and creed; but to Jewish ears
it would peculiarly well express the
universal position of Jews seitled at
a distance from the Holy Land. The
inference that the Christiansaddressed
must have been Jewish Christians has
therefore an obvious plausibility. Itis
not supported however by the contents
of the Epistle generally, nor is it an
intrinsically probable interpretation.
Had St Peter intended to single out in
this manner the Jewish Christians, he
would hardly have made exclusive use
of words which in themselvescontained
no reference to Israel or anything be-
longing to Isrzel, and have thereby
gimply expressed the relations of in-
dividual Jews to the outer world.

St Peter's true meaning is brought
out by the two passages of the Epistle
already cited, i. 17 and ii. 11; the
latter of which, standing at the be-
ginning of the expressly hortatory
section of the Epistle, reunites in the
phrase of the Lxx, the mapemibrposs of
i. 1 and the wapowias of i. 17. Ineach
case an element of the sense is con-
tributed by each of the two passages
of the Old Testament. ‘The time of
sojourning ” is evidently the remaining
portion of life on earth, following the
Psalmist’s thought, Ps. cxviii. 19, mdp-
owos €y elpt év T yq (cf. also Gen.
xlvii. 9 bis, Jacob’s words to Pharaoh,
“The days of the years of my life [so
LXX.] &s wapoxd are 130 years,” and
again, “the days of the years of the
life of my fathers, &s fuépas wapgxn-
aar”): but the context, with its thrice
repeated avacrpogy, dvacrpddrre, dva-
arpodhys (see note on . 15), points to a
yet clearer reference to such a sojourn-
ing ag Abraham’s, a sojourning in the
midst of a people having other stand-

ards of life and fundamental beliefs
than their own. In like manner, the
exhortation founded on the double
phrase in ii. 11 appeals first to a
universal duty of men as spiritual
beings, and then (2. 12} to the position
of the Asiatic Christians in their inter-
course with the surrounding heathen
(again dvaorpodiv). The two concep-
tions were indeed for Christians of St
Peter's time inseparable. Together
they doubtless makeupthe greater part
of what he meant to suggest by the
word rapemdripors in his salutation.
It is in fact complementary in sense to
éxhexrois. Behind the visible stranger-
ship and scattering in the midst of
the world were the one invisible and
universal commonwealth, of which the
Agiatie Christians were members, and
the God who had chosen it and them
out of the world. A vivid apprehension
of what the two words together implied
is the constant premiss to most of the
exhortations of the Epistle.

It does not follow however that no
reference was intended to the Jewish
associations of the phrase rapemidrjuos
Siaomopds. On the contrary, the mean-
ing gains in force if (see Briickner in
loco)the wordspoint back to the Jewish
Dispersion as a foreshadowing of the
position of the Christian converts, and
are thus a partial anticipation of the
later teaching (ii. g f.) on the Christian
Israel. “You Christians of the Asgiatic
provinces are the true strangers of
dispersion,” St Peter thus seems
to say; making virtually the same
claim as when St Paul said “ We are
the true circumcision” (Phil. iii. 3:
cf. Rom. ii. 25—29; Eph.ii.11). That
part of the Divine mission of Israel
which arcse out of its scattering was
now to be carried forward by the
Church of the true Messiah!,

1 Justin Martyr treats Christians as
the true Diaspora in Dial. ce. 113, 131,
while he also uses the term in reference
to the Jewish mation in e. rry (bis).



I 2]

A discussion of the list of geogra-
hical names which follows is reserved
for the Detached Note: On the pro-
vinces of Asia Minor included in St
Peter's address. The chief conclusions
are as follows. The names are those of
provinces of the Roman Empire. They
include the whole of what we call Asia
Minor N. and W.of the Taurus range,
the great natural boundary recognised
by the ancients. Interpreted with re-
ference toadirect turning of the mind’s
eye of the writer towards the distant
peninsula, the order of the names is
unfavourable to the claim of Rome to
be held the place of writing indicated
in v. 13. Under the same condition
it is still more unfavourable to the
claim of Babylon. If however the in-
dicated order is not that of a distant
prospect in imagination, but of an
actual intendedjourney, it answerspre-
cisely {(cf. Ewald, Steben Sendschr. des
N. B, p.21£) to a course which would
naturally be followed by one landing at
a seaport of Pontus, making a circuit
through the principal known or pro-
bable seats of Christian communities,
and returning to the neighbourhood
of the Euxine, Moreover some such
cause, due to practical motives, is
needed to account for the remarkable
severance of Pontus and Bithynia,
which stand at the beginning and the
end of the list respectively, although
they together formed but a single
province, and every other province
receives but a single name. The con-
templated journey is doubtless that
of Silvanus, by whom the Epistle was
to be conveyed (v. 12). Provincial
Pontus, that is, the seaboard of the
district best known as Paphlagonisa,
contained several ports at which
Silvanus might naturally enter Asia
Minor, the most important being
Sinope, which was a Roman colony.
Such a route would however be out
of the question if he were proceeding
from Babylon; while it needs no fur-

Comp. Engelhardt, Das Christenthum
Justins, p. 305 L.

H.
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ther explanation than the active com-
merce between the harbours of Pontus
and the West if the starting-point was
Rome. A few years earlier Aquila,
originally a Jew of Pontus, is found
apparently settled at Rome, and hold-
ing an important position among the
Roman Christians; between whom
and the Christians of Pontus com-
munications were thus likely to arise,
Uanknown circumstances due to such in-
tercourse may well have made Pontus,
rather than Provincial Asia, the pri-
mary destination of Silvanus’s journey.

Of the five provinces named, Galatia
and Asia alone are mentioned else-
where in the N.T. as having Christian
converts among their inhabitants,
Pontus (apparently not Bithynia) was
however the home of the Christians
whose numbers, constancy, and harm-
lessnessstronglyimpressed the younger
Pliny in 112, when he cousutted Trajan
about sanctioning their persecution.
Sinope was the birthplace of Marcion,
originally a wealthy ship-owner, whose
father was a bishop. Within the limita
of Provincial Galatia were included
at least the churches founded by St
Paul in Galatia proper, in Lycaonia,
and in Phrygia, To Caesarea, the
capital of Cappadocia, a place of much
commercial importance, the Gospel
could not fail to be very early carried
from Lycaonia or Provincial Asia
along the great road which connected
Ephesus with the East. Of Provincial
Asia Ephesus and the other six
churches of the Apocalypse are suffi-
cient representatives. Lastly, for
Bithynia, like Cappadocia, we have
no primitive Christian record: but
it could hardly remain long unaffected
by the neighbourhood of Christian
communities to the South-West, the
South, and probably the Fast; even
if no friend or disciple took up before
long the purpose which St Paul had
been constrained to abandon, when a
Divine intimation drew him onward
into Europe {Acts xvi. 6—10).

2. The three clauses of this verse

2
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beyond all' reasonable question set
forth the operation of the Father, the
Holy Spirit, and the Son respectively.
Here therefore, as in several Hpistles
of 8t Paul (1 Cor, xil. 4—6; 2 Cor.
xiii. 13; Eph. iv. 4—6), there is an im-
plicit reference to the Threefold Name.
In no passage is there any indication
that the writer was independently
working out a doctrinal scheme: a
recognised belief or idea seema to be
everywhere presupposed. How such
an idea could arise in the mind of St
Paul or any other apostle without
sanction from a Word of the Lord, it
is difficult to imagine: and this con-
sideration is a sufficient answer to the
doubts which have, by no means un-
naturally, been raised whether Matt.
xxviii. 19 may not have been added or
recast in a later generation. St Peter,
like St Paul, associates with the sub-
ject of each clause, if one may so
speak, & distinctive function as towards
mankind: on their relations to the
Divine Unity he is silent.

It is not at once obvious to which
word or words of ». 1 this 2. 2 is
attached ; what it is that is said to be
“according to the foreknowledge” &c.
In looking backwards from ». 2, we
may pass over mapemitipots Siaomopas
as evidently inadequate to carrying
the contents of 2. 2. "Exhexrols, which
comes next, is not only the nearest
adjective but evidently such a word
as, taken by itself, might naturally
have . 2 appended to it. 1t is how-
ever by no means natural that so
much weight should belong to a single
word unmarked for special emphasis
by order or particle, divided from ». 2
by eight words, and itself preceded by
four words. This difficulty entirely
disappears if ¢. 2 has a double refer-
ence, to dréarolos "Ingob Xpiarod, the
first words of the Epistle which are
not a proper name, as well as to
éxkexrois. With this construction, the
only construction which allows the
two verses of the Salutation to form
an orderly whole, the sense in full
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would be to this effect, “Peter an
apostle of Jesus Christ according to
the foreknowledge &c.,to the strangers
of dispersion, &c. who are elect ac-
cording to the foreknowledge” &ec.
The Greek commentators {Cyril, Theo-
phylact) take ». 2 with dwéorodos, and
thus are wrong only in ignoring the
equally true reference to éxhexrois,
which most modern books as exclu-
sively recognise. . :

It is indeed somewhat difficult at
first sight to connect the third clause
of ». 2z (“uuto obedience and sprin-
kling” &c.) with St Peter’s apostleship,
though the first two clauses. apply
obviously enough. But the long salu-
tation which opens the Epistle to the
Romans affords striking parallels, as
regards both the double reference of
». 2 a8 a whole and the association of
apostleship with “obedience” in par-
ticular. At the outset (». 1) St Paul
describes himself as “called [to be] an
apostle” (xAyrds dmoorohos), and pre-
sently (ev. 6, 7) takes up the epithet
to apply it to the Romans likewise,
“among whom [sc. all the Gentiles]
are ye also called [to be] Jesus
Christ’s” (év ofs éoré xai Yuels xAnroi
'L X.), and again “to all that are at
Rome...called [to be] saints ” (kAnrois
dylms: cf. 1 Cor. i 1£, ITaddos «Ayros
améorolos 'L X....kAyTois @yloes). Thus
the common link between apostle and
Christian converts, with St Peter
“forcknowledge,” with 8¢ Paulis “call-
ing,” which constitutes a later stage
in God’s dealings with both: compare
Rom, viii. 28 f£, where the retro-
spective phrase rois xatd mpifeciv
’Arrois obow is immediatelyexplained
by the sequence &t ols mpoéyvw, xai
mwpoapiger k..., obs 3¢ mpowpioey, Tov-
rous xai éxdhecer. In substituting the
earlier stage, St Peter is merely fol-
lowing the spirit of the Epistle to the
Ephesians (i. 3—12: cf iif, g—11).
Again, in Rom. i. 5 8t Paul distinetly
says “through whom we received
grace and apostleship unto obedience
of faith,” the plural being probably
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ased because the first named gift,
«“ grace,” was common to himself and
the Romans (v. 2; and xii. 3; xv. 15),
though “apostleship” in the stricter
sense was not: and the substantial
identity of the phrase eis Yrakory as
used by both writers is not affected by
the presence or absence of wicrews
(cf. Rom. xv, 18; xvi. 19).

This careful coupling together of
the apostolic and the universal Chris-
tian callings, as governed by identical
Divine conditions, would have been
unreal if the vital qualification of
apostleship had not consisted in in-
dividual experience. It implied di-
rectly that the inner substance of the
mostspecial apostleship was a Christian
faith and life; indirectly that the Chris-
tian profession was invested with an
inherent apostleship of its own. When
8t Paul writes to the Galatians thus
(Gal. i. 15f.: cf. 1 Tim, i. 12—16), “It
was the good pleasure of the God who
set me apart from my mother’s womb,
and called me by His grace, to reveal
His Son within me that I might pro-
claim the good tidings of Him among
the Gentiles,” he is only expressing
the same truth in another shape : and
St Peter must have heard it throughout
his later years in the “Follow me” of
the firgt invitation and the last charge
beside the lake. In what sense the
“gprinkled blood ” might have a special
significance in the “witness” to be
borne by apostles, will appear below.

mpéyvwois, & word absent from the
LxX., has in the Apocrypha its ordinary
and obvious sense “foreknowledge,”
that is, prescience, without any im-
plication of fore-ordaining. In Acts
ii. 23, the only other place in which it
occurs in the N.T., it is coupled with
God’s  determinate counsel” (1§ wpio-
uévy Bovkj kai mpoyvdoes Tob Beot), a
very strong phrase: here the sense is
ambiguous, for “foreknowledge” may
be taken either as shown by the asso-
ciation with * counsel” to include more
than prescience, or as merely adding
to “counsel” the idea of knowledge.
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Similarly the verb mpoywéoxw in the
Apocrypha, as in classical literature,
means simply to “foreknow ”; and so
it does in Acts xxvi. 5; 2 Pet.
ili. 17, the foreknowledge in both
cases being on the part of men. Any
presumption however that the sense is
equally restricted here is negatived by
the three other passages of the N.T.
which contain the verb, Rom. viii. 29;
xi. 2; 1 Pet. i. 20; in all of which bare
prescience fits ill into the context.
It has been rightly observed (Steiget,
on I Pet. i. 2) that in all these three
passages the object of the verb is
personal, “those whom He foreknew,”
‘“His people which He foreknew,”
“ Christ, who was foreknown indeed
before the foundation of the world.”
The precise force of this peculiar
usage, a force which must admit of
application to Christ no less than to
God’s people, is apparently explained
by a fundamental passage of Old
Testament prophecy, Jer. 1. 5. The
word of Jehovah came to Jeremiah
saying “ Before I formed thee in the
belly, I knew thee” [where “ Before”
and “knew” make up a virtual “fore-
knew "], “and before thou camest out
of the womb, I hallowed thee: I gave
(appointed) thee a proplet unto the
nations.” Here the “foreknowing” of
a prophet stands manifestly for his
previous designation ; as it were, his
previous recognition. Language of
nearly the same import occurs in
II Is. xlix. 1, “Jehovah hath called me
from the womb, from the bowels of
my mother hath he made mention of
my name” (cf. vv. 3, 5} ; and the two
forms of speech are combined in the
phrase “I know thee by name” in Ex,
xxxiii. 12, 17, addressed by Jehovil
to Moses. (Compare also the Assump-
tio Moysis 1. 14, “Itaque exeogitavit
et invenit me, qui ab initic orbis
terrarum praeparatus sum, ut sim
arbiter testamenti illius”; the original
of the last words, as preserved by
Gelasius of Cyzieus, ii. 18 [Mansi,
Cone. il 844), cited by Hilgenfeld,

2—2
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being apparently wpoefedoard pe o
Beds mpd karaBolfis kdopov elval pe Tis
diabnxns avrod pecirnr.) This “ know-
ledge” is not a knowledge of facts re-
specting a person but a knowledge of
himself; it is, so to speak, a contem-
plation of him in his individuality,
vet not as an indifferent object but as
standing in personal relations to Him
who thus “foreknows” him. It must
not therefore be identified with mere
foreknowledge of existence or acts
(preseience); or again, strictlyspeaking,
with destination or predestination
{6pi¢w, mpoopifw), even in the biblical
sense, that is, in relation to a Provi-
dential order, much less in the philo-
sophical sense of antecedent constraint.
In the sequence already cited from
8t Paul (Rom. viii. 29 f) it stands
a8 the first movement of the Divine
Mind, to use human language, antece-
dent to “ predestination.” St Peter,
however, who never uses ¢pifw Or
mwpoopi¢w in his Epistle, apparently
includes both stages under the one
term*‘foreknowledge” both here andin
0. 20; that is, he thinks of it as di-
rected not to a person simply, but to
a person in relation to a function.
The idea of a “foreknowledge” of
God’s people lay before 8t Peter in
two chapters of the Romans, as applied
both to the original Israel (xi. 2) and
to the new Israel (viii. 28 ff). He
was equally following 8t Pauls lead
in transferring to the apostles the
idea of a “foreknowledge” of the pro-
phets on the part of God. St Pauls
mind was evidently full of thoughts
derived from the twin passages of
Jeremiah and II Isaiah, when he
wrote Gal. i 15 and Rom. i. 1, if
indeed they did not mingle with all
his thoughts of his own peculiar and
solitary work. StPeter’s appropriation
of the idea falls in with the general
drift of his Epistle. The Divine com-
mission of the apostles was no after-
thought, as it were, suggested only by
casual needs belonging to human cir-
cumstances, but part of the original
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Divine counsel. The application to
the Asiatic Christians themselves is
illustrated by many subsequent verses.

The association of * foreknowledge”
with éxhexrois mayhavebeensuggested
by the connexion between Rom. viii.
33 and oo. 28 ff. (cf. Eph. i. 4f.). For
the corresponding “election” of apo-
stles see Luke vi. 13; John vi. 70;
xiii. 18; xv. 16; Acts i, 2 (the Twelve) ;
Acts ix. 15 (St Paul),

Yeot warpos, ¢f God, even the Fa-
ther] In the salutations of the Epi-
stles and in similar contexts dwo feov
marpds (év Ged marpl) is seven or eight
times followed by fjudéy, both with the
addition of xal xupiov (-@) L X. (2
Thess. i. 1; Gal. i. 3, probable read-
ing; 1 Cor. i 3; 2 Cor. i. 2; Rom., i.
7; Phil. i. 2; Eph. i. z; Philem. 3)
and without it (Col. i. 2, right reading) :
compare ¢ feos kai marip fpdv (nom.
gen. dat.: 1 Thess. i. 3; iil 11, 13;
Gal. i. 4; Phil. iv. 20), and also ¢
KOpios pdy 'L X. kat [6] Oeds 6 marip
tudy (2 Thess, ii. 16, right reading).
Similarly fuéy or rar diépémev is the
genitive implied for dpnoxeia xalapa
xal dulavros wapd 7§ feg xal warpi in
James i, 27. ‘“Hpudv is transferred to
the second member of the full double
clause (e.g. dwo Beot warpés xkat X. 'L
ToU xvplov jucy) in the Pastoral Epi-
stles (1 Tim. i. 2, right reading; 2
Tim. i. 2 ; Tit.i. 4, right reading), and
in these alone, with the doubtful ex-
ception of Gal. i. 3 (see above): it is
omitted altogether (év fed marpl xai
xupie I X. or dwd «r.\.) in 1 Thess,
i 1; 2 Thess. i. 1, right reading ; Eph.
vi. 23; 8o also Jude 1, év feg marpi
fyampévos kal 'L Xpiord rernpnuévars.
In these four places the context allows
either nuay or 'Inoot Xpioroi or both
to be mentally supplied; and the
same may be said of 1 Cor. viii. 6
(fuiv €is Beds & mwarip,...xal els xdpios
. X.) On the other hand ’Incod
Xpiorot is clearly intended in 8i4...
'L X. kal feol marpds Tob éyeipavros
avrdy éx vexpiv (Gal. i 1), in wapd
feot marpos xal mapa 'L X. rob viot Toii
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7ra'rpo'9, €V a"ytaa'p.c‘o TVEVUATOS, G:’.S‘ UTrakony Kat pavti-

carpds (2 John 3, right reading), and
in AaBoéy yap mapa Beod marpis Tipgy
xai d¢fav (2 Pet. 1. 17): compare §ray
mapabidp v Bacelay v¢ O kal
marpi (1 Cor. xv. 24). This last sense
is also, like the other, definitely ex-
pressed in the fuller phrase r{ feg
warpt Tot kuplov fpay ‘1. [X.] (Col. i. 3,
right reading): compare ¢ feds xai
wetiip ol kupiov fpav 'L X. (2 Cor.
i 3; xi. 31 without sju. or X.; Rom,
xv. 6; Eph. i. 3; 1 Pet, i. 3), and
iepeis 1 Oejp xai warpt agrol (Apoc.
i. 6). In three or four passages of St
Paul’s Epistles of the Roman captivity
there can be little doubt that warip
combines both references; iva...miga
yAdooa éfopoloyionTar drt KYPIOZ
IHZOYZ XPIZTOZX els dofav Beov
warpés (Phil. ii. 11); wdvra [sc. moieire]
év ﬁvép.aﬂ Kupiou ’Ir;o-of:, eﬁxapm'roivres
7 Bedp warpi O’ adrod (Col. iil 17, right
rea.d.mg) ; with the pa.rallel Eph V. 20,
euxapm”rovvfss' wavToTe v1r5p wavTay év
dvépart rov ruplov fjpdy 'L X. 16 fed
xal warpi ; and according to a not im-
probable reading (for r$ warpf) edya-
piaTolvres 7@ feg warpi,...bs..ajuds
petéomoey els Tiv Bacielay Tob viet
Tiis @ydmms avrov (Col i. 12). In St
Peter’s salutation likewise the double
reference was probably intended. The
Fatherhood to the Only Begotten
seems to be implied in the theological
structure of o. 2 {cf. ». 3), the Father-
heod to men in the human objects
(dmwdarolos, éxhexrais) of the Divine
foreknowledge (cf. ». 17). The com-
bination finds support in the already
much cited passage of Romans (viii.
29: of. 14—17, 19), o1 obs wpoéyvw,
«al wpowpicey gupudpPous Tis elkévas
7ol viol avrob, els 16 elvat adrdv mpaTé-
Tokoy év ToAhois ddehgpois.

The writers of the N.T. had doubt-
less a clear purpose in thus joining
together, especially at the beginning
of Epistles, the two designations“God”
and “Father”; of course using them

both alike as appellations, for feos in
the N.T. is never a proper name (sce
Justin Martyr Ap. ii. 6, "Ovopc 8¢ 7
wdvrev warpl ferov dyevwite Svre ove
Zorw...x0 8¢ warip kal Beds xal ki~
orns kai kUpios kal BeomwdTys ovk
ovéuard éoTwy AN éx THV edmoidy xai
TGY €pyev mposprgets...0v TpoToY Kai
76 Beds mpooaydpevua olk Ovopd éoriv
dA\d wpdyparos Svaefnyirov Euguros
T4 Ploer Tév dvbparev 8dfa). Each
word suggested a part of the truth.
To associations of supremacy, power,
authorship, superintendence, were
added associations of love, watchful
care, and corrective discipline on the
one part, and on the other of respon-
sive faith and love, and above all of
likeness of mind and character. See
further on 2. 3, p. 29.

év aywaopd mvelparos, in sanctifica-
tion (hallowing) by the Spirif] The
Greek may equally mean hallowing of
the human spirit, or hallowing by the
Holy Spirit; but the analogy of the
other clauses (feot marpds, wvedparos,
*Inaot Xpioro) i3 decisive for the
latter sense. After dyaoug the addi-
tion of ayiev would have been super-
fluous, if not unpatural; and the
article is omitted only as all other
articles in the Salutation. The phrase
probably comes from 2 Thess. ii. 13,
€elharo v,u.as o Beos dm’ dpxfis €ls cern-
pl.av GV a'yl.ao',u.co WVEU,MITDS Kal WLOTGL
dAnbeias, eis 0 éxdhedev vpds Bia Tod
evayyehiov fjpdy, a passage of similar
general import; where again the Spirit
of God is doubtless intended, the
“Spirit” and the “truth” being alike
external to the Thessalonians whom
the Spirit hallowed and whose faith
the truth sustained. So also in
1 Thess. iv. 7 (09 vyip éxdAeger fpas
6 Becs émi deabapoiq AN év ayiaopd)
the change from éni to év is readily
intelligible if “hallowing” (transitive)
is meant, not merely “becoming holy”
(neuter).
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mAnBuyBein.

¢v marks “hallowing by the Spirit”
as that act of God “in virtue of” which
His antecedent “foreknowledge” be-
gan, as it were, to take effect. Thke
continuous process of hallowing is
doubtless included in accordance with
the double force of the conception of
“holiness” (see on 2. 15). Apostles,
like prophets, had a special hallowing
by the Spirit for their special office:
80 Eph. iii. 5, &s vov drexadipfn rois
dyiocs droordots avrob kal mpodirats
év mvedpar (though the direct reference
can be only to Christian prophets);
compare Jer. i. 5; Is.vi. 3—7. Gentiles
became members of a “holy nation”
(ii. 9) or people, not in virtue of be-
longing to a privileged race, but as
receiving the gift of the Holy Spirit :
30 St Peter at Jerusalem in Acts xv.
7 ., "Avdpes dBehgpol; vpeis émiorache
ote AP’ nuepdy dpyaiov v Tuiy éfeké-
garo o Beds Bia ol orépards pov drod-
aqat ta &vy oy Aéyov 1ol evayyehiov
kai mioTevoa:, kat ¢ xapSoyvaorys feos
éuapripnoer avrais Sovs 16 myedpa TO
dyiov raflas xat fipiv, kai 0v8év Buéxpver
perafd fpor Te kal avridy, 1 woTe
kebapioas ras xapdias avrdy: and again
in Eph. i. 13 (in contrast to Jews who
had become Christians, rovs wpophmixd-
Tas v T xpioTd) €v ¢ kal Vpely drov-
aavres Tov Adyov tis dhnbeias, 0 eday-
yéhioy Tijs serpias Tudy, & ¢ xai muor-
redoarres, doppaylobyre ¢ mrelpar
tijs émayyelias 7§ dylp.

eis vmaxony, unto obedience] Since
in Hebrew the same word means
“to hear” and “to obey,” the writers of
the N.I. were predisposed to make a
more than ordinary use of the natural
figure by which hearkening (attentive
hearing) stands for obedience. As
used by them however it was no mere
form of speech, but the best expression
of the truth, conveying as it did the
idea of response to the voice of God :—
“Speak, Lord, for thy servant heareth.”

St Paul twice uses the verb dmaxoie
with a negative for the refusal of Jews
to obey the call of the Gospel (2 Thess.
i 8; Rom. x. 16: compare the use of
anredée illustrated on ii. 8); and this
very phrase «is dmaxony occurs three
times in Romans with reference to
obedience yielded to the Gospel by
Gentiles, twice (i. 5; xvi. 26) followed
by wierewsin the sense “obedience de-
pendent on faith,” “inspired by faith”
(cf. 8t Bukatoatvms wiorews iv. 13), once
followed by é6vas (xv. 18 &v 0¥ kareep-
ydoaro Xpioros 80 éuot eis tmakonr
é0vdv): compare his final warning to
the unbelieving Jews of Rome at the
end of the Acts (xxviii. 28), yrworsr
ofy Vuiv éorw 8re Tols éverw dmeardhn
TobT0 T¢ CwTTpiov Tot feol: avrol kai
dxovgovra:. What is doubtless in-
tended is not the mental acceptance
of a belief but action consequent on
such acceptance, open profession in
the first instance and afterwards a
life in accord with it. These associa-
tions are not lost in St Peter’s use of
€ls vmaxoy (in iv. 17 he has himself
the phrase rév drefoivror r$ Tob
deati evayyein), but, as will be seen on
the next clause, it must have included
wider associations derived from the
O.T. The word vmaxorj recurs in two
other verses of this chapter, ». 14 s
rékva Yruxofs, and . 22 év 1) Vraxol
s dAnbeias.

els, unfo, expresses the purposed
result of the Divine choosing and
haillowing on character and life. Com-
pare the remarkable phrase of Rom.
Vi. 17, ydpts 8¢ ¢ Oeg 8re Fre SobAo:
s duaprias vmyxoloare 3¢ €k xapdias
eis ov mapedolnre rimor Sidayfs, where
the whole context proves the rymos
8i8ayAs to be the Christian standard
of ethical teaching.

xal payrigpdr aiparos *Inrod Xpeorob,
and sprinkiing with the blood of Jesus
Christ] The key to the precise mean-
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ing of this phrase ie given by the con-
text. The *sprinkling” is coupled
with “obedience,” and is placed after
“obedience.” )

In the N.T. the blood of Christ is
associated with various images which
need to be clearly distinguished. There
is here no direct reference to the idea
of purchase or ransom, as in #». 18, 19
(E\vrpddbyre, Tipip), or to the idea of
sacrificial atonement, as in several
other books of the N.T. This appli-
cation of the idea of ritual sprinkling is
absent from St Paul's Epistles {though
in one passage, cited below, it is virtu-
ally implied) and from the reat of the
N.T. except the Epistleto the Hebrews,
where directly or indirectly it plays a
considerable part in c. ix. (7, 11—22)
and recurs in two retrospective allu-
sions, in x. 22 and xii. 24 (afuarc gav-
Tworpot). With St Peter the range of
possible references to the (.T. is more
narrowly limited by the evident im-
plication that the objects sprinkled
were the apostles and the converts
themselves, whereas most of the many
sprinklings of blood prescribed in the
Levitical Law were to be performed
on the altar or other inanimate things.
In two cases only were human beings
to be sprinkled with blood under
the Levitical Law; with the blood
of the bird in the cleansing of the
leper (Lev. xiv. 6f), and with that of
. the ram in the consecration of Aaron
and his sons (Ex. xxix. 21; Lev. viii
30). Neither of these sprinklings can
possibly have suggested St Peter’s
language, The O.T. contains but one
other ritual sprinkling of human beings
with blood. It was a single historical
event, never, as far as we know, re-
peated; and thus it stands outside
the Levitical legislation. Express
reference is made to it in Heb. ix. 19f.
and xii,24. This event is the sprinkling
which formed the ratification of the
covenant between Jehovah and His
people through the mediator Moses,
as deseribed in Ex. xxiv. 3—8.

The chief peints in the narrative are
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these. Moses proclaims to the people
“all the words of Jehovah and all the
Jjudgements,” and all the people answer
with one voice “All the words which
Jehovah hath spoken will we do.”
Moses writes down the words, builds
an altar, and sends young men who
offer burnt offerings and sacrifice
peace offerings of oxen to Jehovah,
Half of the blood of these sacrifices
he sprinkles on the altar. He takes
the book of the covenant and reads it
before the people, who make answer
“ All that Jehovah hath spoken will we
do, and be obedient.” The other half
of the blood, set by in basons, Moses
then spriukles on the people with the
words “Behold the blood of the cove-
nant which Jehovah hath made with
you concerning all these words.”

. 'This consecration of a covenant by
the blood of sacrifices (alluded to in
Ps. 1. 5; Zech. ix. 11: cf. Heb. ix. 17)
was uot peculiar to the Jews. For the
Greek usage of dipping the hands
in the blood of sacrifices in making
treaties see Hermann and Stark, Goti-
esd. Alt., p. 122,

In this as in other instances a hea-
then custom was refined and spiritual-
ised by its significant adjuncts.

The essential points of the narrative
in Exodus are these, First, that the
primary purpose of the sprinkling was
to consecrate the covenaht between
Jehovah and the people, the invisible
bond between them being indicated
by the community of origin of the blood
on the altar, as representing Jehovah,
and the blood on the persons of the
people. Second, that the blood so
sprinkled was that of victims who
had been sacrificed. Third, that the
sprinkling of the people with this blood
was regarded as a consecration and
symbolic purification of themselves.
And fourth, that this consecration of
the people followed or accompanied
a promise of obedience made by the
people.

Now it is on an application of these
primitive acts and ideas that 8t Peter's
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reference to sprinkling is founded.
. First, it takes its whole meaning from
the concepticn of the new order of
things introduced by Messial’s ap-
pearing, Death,and Resurrection, asa
New Covenant between God and man,
such a covenant as is fully expounded
in Heb. viii. on the basis of the great
prophecy of Jeremiah (xxxi. 31—34).
This covenant, like the old, is conse-
crated with blood. The sprinkling of
blood on the altar is represented by
the sacrifice of the Cross. Messiah
Himsgelf said, “This is my blood of the
covenaut” (roiré éorw 16 alud pov ris
Siathixns: Matt. xxvi. 28; Mark xiv.
24, right text in both places), thus re-
peating the exact words of Exodus
xxiv. in pointing to the new sacrifice
of Himself; and the expository form
of the saying, as given in 1 Cor. xi. 25,
and hence in the interpolated recital
in Luke xxii. 20 (§ xawf Sabixy év
76 aipari pov), contains the same pri-
mary ferms with the word “new” added.
8t Paul had likewise to all appearance
the consecration of the New Covenant
in view when he wrote to the Ephesians
(1i. 13) “But now in Christ Jesus ye that
once were far off were made nigh in
the blood of the Christ”; the death of
Messiah having been, to borrow St
John’s words (zi. 51f), a death not
for the Jewish nation only but for the
gathering together of God’s scattered
children. Accordingly here St Peter
doubtless means to signify that the ad-
mission of the Asiatic converts was an
admission to a New Covenant conse-
crated by a new sprinkling of blood.
Secondly, the sprinkling presupposed
a shedding; the consecration of the
New Covenant presupposed the ante-
cedent sacrifice of the Cross, the virtue
of which proceeded from nothing cog-
nisable by the outward senses, but from
the inner yielding up of the very life
for the sake of en at the Father’s will.
Thirdly, the admission of the Asiatic
converts to the New Covenant, involv-
ingas it did an idealsprinklingof them-
selves with the blood of Him who had
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died for their sins, was a consecration
of themselves in a Divine communion,
an initiation into newness of life to be
governed by willing fulfilment of the
New Covenant. Fourthly, reception
into the Christian covenant implied ac-
ceptance of an authoritative standard
of righteousness contained in the Gos-
pel: a Christian obedience took the
place of the obedience of the Old
Covenant.

Thus each element of the transac-
tion recorded in Exodus had its coun-
terpart in the entrance into the New
Covenant, and the combination and
sequence of “obedience” and “sprin-
kling” in the establishment of the Old
Covenant explain the combination and
sequence of “obedience” and ‘“sprin-
kling” which we find in St Peter. Itis
true that St Peter’s word dwaxor is but
feebly represented by the droveduefa
of the Lxx., yet it was the one substan-
tive by which St Peter could here repro-
duce clearly the sense of the original
(see above p. 22), a sense which more-
over is demanded by the context in
many other places in which the Lxx.
renders YO¥ by dcodw,

‘While however the incidents of the
establishment of the Old Covenant
with Israel thus supplied St Peter
with the framework of his language,
the fundamental Sacrifice of the New
Covenant could not but impart its own
character to the ideal sprinkling of
the new people of God. Fulfilment
of the New Covenant rested on union
with Him who had died and now
lived again, and on a life conformed
to His in the strength of that union,
that is, on the life of sacrifice. To
be sprinkled with His blood was to be
pledged to the absolute and perpetual
abnegation of self, culminating, if need
be, in a violent death, for the good of
men and the glory of God. Obedience
was the form of moral good which the
preparatory dispensation of law could
best teach. Under the higher dis-
pensation of grace it lost none of its
necessity : the sprinkled blood en-
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larged its scope, while it filled it with
a new spirit and sustained it with a
new power.

Such being the import of the
sprinkling for all who might be ad-
mitted to the Christian covenant, it is
not rash to surmise that St Peter’s
words were used by him with an
ulterior reference to the immediate
occasion of his Epistle. Persecution
having begurp, martyrdom would not
long be absent. Both for the writer
and for the recipients of the Epistle
there was a not remote prospect of
having to. seal their festimony with
their blood. Now in Apoc. viL. 14 it
ia of them that “came out of the great
tribulation,” evidently a persecution,
that the elder speaks as having
‘ cleansed their robes and made them
white in the blood of the Lamb.
And again in xii. 11 it is said of those
who overcame the great dragon that
“they themselves (adroi) overcame
him because of the blood of the Lamb
and because of the word of their
testimony, and they loved not their
life even unto death.” These passages
imply the idea that the blood of
martyrdom was in some sense com-
prehended in “ the blood of the Lamb,”
of Him who is called in the same
book (i. 5 ; ifi. 14 : compare the similar
language applied to Antipas ii. 13)
‘“the faithful Witness,” or Martyr.
This is but the complete carrying out
of St Paul’s meaning when, writing to
the Corinthians out of a great depth
of affliction, he spezks of “the suffer-
ings of the Christ as overflowing unto
us” (2 Cor. i. 5, xadds wepiroeder Td
wabipara Tob ypioTod eis fuas), and
again when he speaks o the Philip-
pians of “communion in His {Christ’s)
sufferings” {xowwviay rabppdray airod)
and of “becoming conformed to His
death” (Phil. iii. 10). When therefore
St Peter (iv. 13) calls on the Asiatic
Christians to‘‘rejoice insomuch as they
were partakers of the sufferings of the
Christ” (kadd koweveire Tois Tob ypiorod
wafjpacw), the literal sense of his
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words is the only probable one (cf. v. 1,
pdpTus TGy Tob xpioTol mabpudrwv in
parallelism to 6 xai 7fis peAAovons
damoxalvrreafac 86fns kotvowds); and
it may well be presupposed here. It
is indeed no more than a special ap-
plication of what was the import of
the sprinkling for every Christian,
symbolically represented in a manner
now by the use of the cross in Baptism.

xdpis vpiv xal eipirn mAnBuvbein,
Grace to you and peace be multiplied]
The two words “grace” and “peace”
stand thus alone together in the
initial salutation of all St Paul’s
Epistles except 1 and 2 Timothy,
which (like z John) have the triad
“grace, mercy, peace” ; and in that of
2 Peter and of the Apocalypse: the
Pastoral Epistles omit the pronoun.
The ultimate source of the combina-
tion (“grace” and “peace ) as thus
used is probably the Aaronic Bene-
diction in Num. vi 24 ff.: so, with
some exaggeration, Otto in Jahrd. f.
deutsche Theol, 1867, pp. 681 £, 6891,
where much illustrative matter is
given. The Face of Jehovah (cf. Ps.
iv. 6, 8) a8 the primary source of good
to His people stands firstin the second
and third members of the Benediction
(“make His face to shine upon thee,”
““lift up His countenance npon thee”)
and the second member closes with
“and be gracious to thee,” the third
with “and give thee peace.”

xapes, grace, a favourite word in this
Epistle as with S8t Paul and the
author of Hebrews, seems as used in
the N.T. to combine the force of two
Hebrew words i1 and DI It is by
far the commonest rendering of the
substantive {7 in the Lxx,, though the
verb 133 is usually rendered by é\eéw
show mercy, the LxX. having no
analogous verb connected with ydpes.
“ Mercy” is however but a single and
subordinate aspeet of i} a compre-
hensive word, gathering up all that
may be supposed to be expressed in
the smile of a heavenly King looking
down upon His people, This is the
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idea of the verb 2 (Lxx. eddoyioas,
vl s’hr,-o'm) inthe Aaronic Benediction,
But ydpis likewise includes the force
of DM (usually Iieos) (see Delitzsch
in Z8 f Luth. Th. 38, 450; also
Cremer in voce), i.e, the coming down
of the Most High with help to the
helpless. So Ps. lxxxv. 7 f, 10,
“mercy” followed by “peace” On
07 see Hupfeld on Ps. 1. g4f. It is
worth notice that the intercalated
€heos mercy of t.he Pastoral Epistles
(substituted for xapu' in Jude 2, fAeos
vpiv kal eipivy kai dyamy: cf. Gal. vi.
16), though it might be a duplicate
rendering -of i1, which it does three
times translate i in the Lxx., is probably
intended for DN, so as to couple
together the two Hebrew aspects of
“grace.” In Wisdom iil. ¢; iv. 15
they are likewise so conpled, Gri ydpis
xai \eos [év] rois éehexrois adroi. ‘H
xdpes (the article never being absent)
stands alone (except in 2 Cor. xiii. 13,
2 peculiar case) at the end of all St
Paul’s Epistles, Hebrews, and the
Apocalypse ; either absolutely (Eph.,
Col,, Epp. Past, Heb.) or with rov
kupiov [jpév] ‘Incoi [ Xpiored] added.
Thus the word grace, standing at
the head of the Christian form of
blessing, directs our thoughts to the
heavenly source of blessing. Before
“joy” or “peace” or any other form of
well being, which formed the subject
of ordinary good wishes, the Apostles
first wished for their converts the
smile and the merciful help of the
Lord of heaven and earth. When that
had been desired for them, all other
blessings could also be desired, and
that with a new meaning. The In-
carnation itself was the perfect ex-
pression of what was meant by
“grace,” and in its light and power
all God’s good gifts were become new.
eipnwm, peace, is by fay the most usual
1xx. rendering of D9%, a word of
wide sense, With the Jews, as with
other Shemitic peoples, it was the
most comprehensive term of well-
being. Compare Tert. dds. Mare.
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v. 5, Communem scilicet et eundem
[titulum] in epistulis omnibus, quod
non utique salutem praescribit eis
quibus seribit, sed gratiam e pacom.
Non dico quid illi cum Tudaico adhue
more, destructori Iudaismi? Nam
et hodie Iudaei in pacis nomine
appellant, et retro in scripturis slc
salutabant.

In the N.T. elpfuy probably never
transgresaes the limitations suggested
by common Greek usage, peace in
antithesis to every kind of conflict and
war and molestation, to enmity with-
out and distraction within. In salu-
tations the apostles naturally refain
the natural and impressive term tradi-
tional with their countrymen, but they
subordinate it to the term * grace”
which itself, as we have seen, looked
back from the gift to the Giver, and
which the Gospel had now clothed
with special significance. This sub-
ordination is marked not only by the
order but by the collocation of the
pronoun Suiy, {o you, which invariably
precedes «ai. elprvy, and peace. In
the final salutation of this Epistle
(v. 14) “peace” stands alone when
elsewhere we find “the grace”
but **grace” stands in two emphatic
phrases just before (v. 10, 12). Com-
pare Eph, vi. 23 £; Gal vi. 16, 18;
2 Th. ili, 16, 18.

whnbuvbein, be multiplied] This
added verb, copied in Jude and =2
Peter (as alsoin Clem. Rom. 1; Polyc.
1; Mart. Polyc. 1; Constit, Ap.
i 1), evidently comes from the eipfg
Spiv mAnfuvvlely of Dan. iv. 1 (=iii. 98
rxx. and Thdn, =iii. 31 Hebr.); vi. 25
(omitted in 1xx.). The fundamental
iinage recurs in another phrase, “the
multitude” (or “ abundance” 14, from
a different root from the verb in
Dan.) “ of peace,” mAijfos elpiums, Ps.
xxxvil. 11; Ixxii. 7. St Peter doubt-
less gives the word its natural sense.
He prays not only for grace and peace
but for their multiplication ; that is,
in all probability, that the trials
through which the Asiatic Christians
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are about to pass may result in a
manifold increase of grace and peace.

The first paragraph (o2. 3—12) after
the Salutation is a benediction which
prolongs and unfolds itself under three
forms, and thus prepares the way for
exhortation and instruction by draw-
ing the converts upwards towards the
height of the “grace” into which they
had been received. First (vo. 3—s5)
it is a benediction proper, a blessing
of the Father's name because by
raising His Son from the dead He
had brought the converts into a new
state of existence, carrying with it an
undying hope, an inviolable inherit-
ance. Next (#». 6—9) the benedic-
tion of God passes into a bold affirma-
tion of the exulting gladness which
faith was enabling the converts to
cherish under fiery trial, and of the
joyful love with which faith was
enabling them to cleave to the unseen
Lord ; the final result of this faith
being the saving of their souls alive.
Lastly (v2. 10—~12) the height of the
“grace” is set forth from another side,
as the true object of the anticipations
of ancient prophets, revealed to them
as such in answer to their own seck-
ings and searchings ; while the con-
cluding words point to the fature
unrolling of this latest stage in God’s
dealings with men as similarly watched
for by angels above.

3. Edhoynros 6 Oeds «ai marip Tov
kvpiov fpov “Ingot Xpiorod, Blessed be
the God and Father of our Lord
Jesus Christ] This form of benedie-
tion is copied from Eph.i. 3: it had
been previously used 2z Cor. i, 3.
“Thanksgiving” (eSyapioréw, except
2 Tim., ydpw &w) stands for “ bless-
ing” in the corresponding place of St
PaulPs other epistles, except those
(Gal,, 1 Tim., Tit.) which have nothing
analogous. In all three places the
subject of “blessing” is a universal
gift to Christians; while the “thanks-

giving” has invariably some special
reference to the persons addressed.
The Greek verbal eihoynrss, like
the English “blessed,” admits of two
different senses, “ receiving blessing,”
and “worthy of receiving blessing.”
The latter sense was apparently in-
tended by the Lxx. translators, the
probable authors of the word, if we
may judge by their habitual though
not invariable employment of efAoyy-
Tos and ethoynuévos, both for the same
Heb. 193, With the exception of 6
out of 42 places (Gen. xil. 2; xxvi.
29; Deut. vii. 14; Ruth ii. 20; 1
Sam, xv. 13; XXv. 33 ¢ Tpémos cov
[Abigail]: also doubtful »zo. & in
Deut. xxviii. 6 bis ; xxxiil 24 ; Judges
xvil. 2), edhoyyrés is reserved for God
Himself, or once (Ps. lxxi. 19, best
MSS.) His Name: while edAoynueévos
is 27 times applied to men or other
creatures, and only 4 times to God
(1 Kings x. 9; 1 Chr. xvi. 36; 2 Chr.
ix. 8 ; Jer. xxxviii, (xxxi.) 23), as well
as thrice to His Name (Job i. 21 ; Ps.
cxil. 2; Dan. ii 2o [also Thdn.]) and
once to His glory (Ezek. iii. 12); and
indeed in 4 of these last 8 places the
sense of worthiness is otherwise given
by the presence of yévoro, ora, or €ly.
The same usage is found in the A poery-
pha {where elAoypros has its normal
application 21 times, edAoymuévos
4 times), except perhaps in two
long passages where there is much
confusion of text (Judith xiii. 17,
18 bis ; Dan. jii. 52—355 [also Thdn.};
also the peculiar recension of Tob.
xiil. 12, 18 in X). For the consecu-
tive employment of the two words in
their respective senses see Gen. xiv.
19 f. (eQhoynuévos "ABpip TG e 1o
Wriorg..., kai etloynros 6 Heds o
tyroros) ; 1 Sam. xxv. 32 f.; Tob. xi.
14. The usage of the N. T. follows
the old lines without exception
(evAoynris 8 times, e¥hoynuévos 3 times,
besides a 6 times repeated quotation
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from Ps. cxvii. 26), This appro-
priation of the two words obviously
rests on the feeling that men and
lower things can naturally be called
“blessed” only as having as a matter
of fact now or formerly received
blessing from God; but that in
calling God “blessed” we are think-
ing of historic fact only in so far as
it points to a fundameutal obliga-
tion to bless Him which rests on His
creatures under all circumstances.
The strict sense of edhoyyris is in-
voked by Philo (De Migr. Abr. 19),
naturally with a different antithesis,
to explain the paradox that Abraham
is called edhoyyrds, o0 pévov efhoyn-
#évos, in Gen. xii. 2 (see above) : he
virtually defines edhoynrés as mego-
x5 eVAoyins dfios xal dv mdvres fovyd-
{wow. The question whether the verb
to be mentally supplied with ethoyy-
tos in benedictions is éoriv or €l is
answered at once by the right inter-
pretation of the verbal. Apart from
the universal presumption against
supplying any tense of the substantive
verb but the present indicative, this is
the only tense that suits the meaning
“worthy of blessing.” But the most
exact English rendering of this mean-
ing is the optative or jussive Blessed
be. {(Most ofthe evidence here adduced
has been independently discussed,
with substantially the same results, by
Ezra Abbot in the Journal of the
{American] Society of Biblical Lite-
rature and Ewxegesis for Dee. 1881
[Middletown, 1882], pp. 152 ff.)

The ultimate etymology of 723 is
uncertain : but its chief biblical uses
(“blessing™ of men by men, of God by
men or other creatures, of men or
other creatures by God), which are
more distiuct from each other than
the familiarity of a single rendering
in Greek, Latin,and modern languages
allows us easily to recognise, appar-
ently all rest immediately on the
sense “ to speak good words to,” “ to
express good will by words.” Some
such sense as this was probably as-
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sumed by the Lxx. translators in their
almost invariable rendering of 723 by
edhoyée (evhoynrois), which commended
itself rather by its two obvious roots
than by actual usage. Evtloyéw, a
word of rare and somewhat late oc-
currence in prose literature, better
known from Pindar and the dra-
matists, with classical writers means
always “to praise,” usually “to pro-
nounce public or formal praise”
(thus the Rhet. ad Alex. 4 init. iden-
tifies it with r6 éyrwpiaorior elbos of
rhetoric). Moreover the gods are
never its objects; except indeed in a
pair of late Egyptian inseriptions,
Aloxpiwy [Awslérov Opat U hoy[&] rov
eto[doly Bebv.~—Aloypioy Awf[dirlov €l-
Aoyd iy Elow (C. I. G. 4705 b. Add.
from Antinoopolis: compare another
distinctly Jewish pair, also Egyptian,
EdAoyel Tov edr IIrokepaios Aworvoiov
*Tovdaios.—O¢oi edhoyla’ Oeédoros Aw-
piwves Tovdaios cwleis éx...[C. I. G.
4838 ¢ from Edfu]). Thusall the three
biblical usages noticed above were
new applications of edAoyéw, all taking
their colour from the relation of men
to God as willing the good of men.
The “blessing” of God by men (as in
eUAoyyrés here) is the only biblical
usage in which the classical sense
of “praise” distinctly survives: the
“ blessing ” of God by men is no mere
Jjubilant worship, but an intelligent
recognition of His abiding goodness
as made known in His past or present
acts. The use of the same word,
whether in Hebrew or in Greek, for
what is called the “blessing ” of God
by man and for what is called the
“ blessing” of man by God is probably
founded on a sense of the essentially
responsive nature of such “blessing”
a8 men can send on high, “ Prior est
in nobis benedictio Domini,” says
Augustine, “et consequens est ut et
nos benedicamus Dominum. Illa
pluvia, iste fructus est. Ergo redditur
tanquam fructus agricolae Deo, com-
pluenti nos et colenti” (En. in Ps.
“lxvi,” iv. 655 B). Such must be the
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force of the emphatic language of
Eph. i. 3£, Edhoynrds ¢ Oeos xai
marp kT.A, 6 €Choyfoas fuds €v
mdey evAoylg wvevparik) €y Tois
émovpaviois év Xpigrd, kabos éfehébaro
Apds év alrd mpd xarefolis xéopov.
The designation the God and Father
of our Lord Jesus Christ is confined
to initial benedictions (Eph. i. 3; 2
Cor.i. 3; as here : compare the thanks-
giving in Col. i. 3, where however the
right text has no «ai) or other places
of special sclemnity (Rom. xv. 6 {cf.
Phil. ii, 11, with the whole context
from ». 2}, 2 Cor. xi. 31, without fuév
or Xpigroi (right reading), and with
6 dv eAoynTis eis Tovs aldvas added.
The most obvious construction of this
compound phrase is also the true one;
that i8, rotr kupiov fudy "Inood Xprorod
must be taken with feds as well as
with warip. This construction (adopt-
ed by the Reims Version in 2 Cor. 1. 3,
by A. V. and most earlier English
revisions in 2 Cor. xi. 31, by A. V. in
Eph. and 1 Pet.,and by R. V. in all five
places and in Apoc. i. 6, ré fep xai
warpi evrov, 8¢ 'Ingov Xpiorod) alone
agrees naturally with the coliocation
of words, though it is doubtless gram-
matically possible to take deds abso-
lutely. Inthe absence of an accessory
word or phrase prefixed or affixed to
eés, or of a change of order, or of any
other sign calling on the reader to
make a pause, he could hardly fail to
read continuously on, unless indeed
the sense thus obtained were mani-
festly impossible : compare the exactly
similar ¢ feos kal warnp fjudy of Gal.
i. 4; Phil. iv. 20; 1 Thess. i. 3; iii.
11, 13 (cf 2 Thess. il 16). Here, as
always, feds is as much an appellative
as marip (see above, p. 21), and there
is nothing to suggest that the two
appellatives were meant to stand on a
different footing. In Ephesians (i. 3)
any supposition that intrinsic necessity
of sense requires the disjoining of deés
from rod xvpiov «.7.X. i8 forbidden by
the direct and immediate phrase in
i. 17, 6 Beos Tob xuplov judy 'Inoot Xpi-
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arodl, o warnp Tijs 86&ns : or rather its
presence in the same Epistle is a
strong confirmation of the corre-
sponding interpretation of i 3. The
construction thus certified for Eph.
i. 3 may be safely taken as determin-
ing the construction intended by St
Peter. The sense implied is evidently
the same as that of the words spoken
to Mary Magdalene, wopevov 8¢ mpas
tobs dBehgols pov kal eimé avrols
’AvaBaive mwpds TOv marépa pov xal
warépa Dpdy xat Bedv pov xai fedv Tpov
(John xx. 17). See also some of the
passages cited on 2. 2 above, p. 20 f.,
and likewise Apoc. {ii. 7 2. Z. ;) iii. 2, 12
quater ; Matt. xxvii. 46 {with || Mark);
Heb. i g : the application of language
taken from Ps. Ixxxix. 27 (and 37) to
our Lord in Apoc. i. 5 is perhaps a
connecting link between Apoe. (il 7
2. 1. ;) iii. 2, 12, and again ii. 27 ; iii. 5,
21 on the one side (cf. i. 6), and on the
other the language of the next pre-
ceding verse of the Psalm (2. 26), “He
shall cry unto me, Thou art my
Father, my God,” which some Fathers
(Athanasius, Cyril Alex., Theodoret)
treat as fulfilled in John xx, 17.
There is indeed nothing surprising
in this expression of both relations in
Scripture. To Jews and Greeks alike
the idea expressed by the name God
would be more comprehensive than
the idea expressed by the name
Father : samming up all such subor-
dinate ideas as those of Maker and
Ruler, it would suggest God’s rela-
tion to the universe and all its con-
stituent parts, not to that part of it
alone which is capable of sonship.
Now the revelation of Fatherhood
which was given in the Son of God
wag assuredly not meant to supersede
the more nniversal name. He whom
men had securely learned to know as
their Father did not cease to be their
God, or to be the God of the world of
which they formed a part and in which
they moved ; and this relation was a
primary and fundamental one, inde-
pendent of the intrusion of evil. It
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is therefore difficult to see how either
relation could have been absent from
a. . Perfect Manhood. Conversely a
renovation and expansion of the whole
idea of God as the God of men and
the God of His whole creation is
involved in the Incarnation, as seen
under those larger aspects under
which it came at last to present itself
to the Apostles.

In all five places of the Epistles
(even in 2 Cor. xi. 31, compared with
the twin sentences of xiii. 4 and the
twin passages 1 Cor.i. 23—25, 26—31)
the full phrase “the God and Father
of our Lord Jesus Christ” seems to
pointto God as the Alpha and Omega
(Apoc.i. 8) of the whole “economy” of
creation and redemption {(cf. Eph. i.
18—23; iil. 8—11), and this is illus-
trated by Rom. ix. 5 (as a doxology);
1 Cor. iii. 23 ; xv. 24.

rou kuplov fuaw Inood Xpioroed, ¢f
our LordJesus Christ] This familiar
and therefore too little considered
phrase combines tliree elements with
the simple personal name Jesus
which ig its nucleus. On the funda-
mental combination with Chsrist
(Messiak), occurring first in St
Peter's exhortation on the first Chris-
tian Pentecost (Acts ii. 38: ¢f 36),
see above on 2. I, p. 13. The origin
of the additional combination with
Lord is shown by St Pster’s previous
words on the same occasion. After
expounding how Jesus was Christ
(Acts ii. 22—32), specially with refer-
ence to the Resurrection, he goes on
to comment on His exaltation by God’s
right hand, followed by His outpour-
ing of the manifestation of the Spirit,
as g yet higher ascent, an ascent *in-
to the heavens,” and thus as answering
to the unique language of Pa. ex. 1,
“The Lord (Jehovah) said unto my
Lord (Adon), Sit thou at my right
hand, until I make thine enemies thy
footstool”: only One so exalted, he
argues, could David call “my Lord”
(ef. Matt. xxii. 45 with ||| Me. Le.),
and Jehovah bid to sit on His own
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right hand. Then in a final sentence
St Peter draws the double conclusion,
“Tet all the house of Israel therefore
know assuredly that God made Him
Loep as well as CHRIST” (such must
be the force of the order xai wxipiov
avrév kai ypiorov), “this Jesus whom
ye crucified.” The idea thus derived
from an application of Ps. ex. 1 to the
Ascension and Pentecostal manifest-
ation of the Spirit, and embodied
thenceforward in the term Lorbp, is
essentially that of Kingship (riv Bao-
Aeiav and Bacidedew are the words
used by St Paul in the great passage,
founded similarly on Ps.cx. 1, 1 Cor.xv.
24—27: cf. Luke ii. 11), but a king-
ship transcending, while it includes,
the Davidie kingship; exercised not
from Mount Sion but from the throne
of heaven. Similarly in St Paul’s
Epistles the formula KYPIOX
IHZOYZ, Jesus is Lord, stands as
the fundamental and sufficient ex-
pression of Christian faith (1 Cor,
xii. 3; Rom. x. ¢; e¢f Phil ii. 11
KYPIOX IHZ0YX XPIZTOZ);
and in 1 Cor. viii. 6 (cf. Eph. iv. 5f.),
“One Lord, [even] Jesus Christ,
through whom are all things, and we
through Him,” stands parallel to “One
God, [even] the Father, from whom
are all things and we unto Him.”

It is equally necessary to observe
that the same title appears in our
Greek records as given to Christ
during His earthly life by His dis-
ciples ; in the vocative repeatedly in
all four Gospels, in the nominative
and other cases exclusively in St
John’s Gospel, and that only after
the Resurrection, though mnot ap-
parently with any newly acquired
force (xx. 2, [13 vov Kipidy pov,] 18
{ef. 20), 25 =xi. 7 [cf. 12]): St
Thomas’s exclamation in xx. 28 (with
pov) stands apart, and is a transitional
anti¢ipation. On three occasions
Christ applies the title to Himself;
indirectly in the warning to  the
Twelve respecting persecution in
Matt. x. 24 f. (¢f. John xiii. 16), in
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association with 8i8aoxados ; next as
a designation which the owner of the
colt at Bethany or Bethphage would
recognise (replaced by 6 diddoxaros in
the analogous message to the owner of
the house in  Jerusalem at which the

Passover was to be eaten, Matt. xxvi. 18"

with ||| Mc. Le.), in Matt. xxi. 3 with ||| ;
and lastly at the washing of the
Apostles’ feet after the Last Supper
(John xiii. 13 f.), “ Yourselves call me
The Teacher and The Lord, and ye
say well, for so I am: if therefore I,
the Lord and the Teacher,” &c. In
all ‘this early usage «ipws probably
represents not Adorn but the nearly
equivalent Aramaic Mar, sometimes
applied to teachers by disciples (cf.
Buxtorf Lex. Rabb. 1246 ff.; Keim
Gesch. Jes. Naz. ii. 13 ; iii. 174); and
at all events its sense is by no means
identical with that of the xipios of St
Peter’s discourse and the apostolic
Episties. Nevertheless the two senses
are closely connected. The earlier
was expanded into the later, as the
disciples of Jesus came to feel that in
His case a unique force was added to
an appellation which, as addressed to
any other Rabbi, was little more thar
conventional. But the earlier was not
lost in the later. It was by the ex-
perience of personal intimacy and
discipleship that the true nature of
the larger Lordship was discerned.
For later disciples the words and
deedsrecorded in the Gospel remained
the type and the basis of personal
recognition of the wuniversal Lord
above.

In the combination ¢ xvpios *Inaois
(the Lord Jesus) xipws unquestion-
ably signifies the exaltation to Divine
kingship (in St Peter’s words of Acts
i 21 it may be transitional), not the
authority of a teacher over disciples.
A signal early example is the “invoca-
tion” of St Stephen, “Lord Jesus,
receive my spirit” (Acts vii. 59). Not
only i8 6 xvpiws "Tyeois never employed
without special force by St Luke him-
self in the Acts (in the genuine text of
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his Gospel it does not occur at all),
being always either preceded by “the
name” (viit. 16; xix. 5, 13, 17; cf,
xxi. 13), specially with reference to
baptism, or appearing as the sum of
testimony or preaching (iv. 33 ; xi. 20);
but in the few occurrences of the
phrase in the reported words of
others (xv. 11: xvi. 31; xx. [21 ».l
with fpaw,] 24; xxi. 13: the only
doubtful case being xx. 35) the higher
sense is equally obvious. To St Paul
the phrase as bearing this meaning
would specially commend itself, as he
bad no share in the earthly disciple-
ship, while he traced both his conver-
sion and his apostleship to the voice
from heaven.

The full phrase in which the simpler
combinations the Lord Jesus and
Jesus Christ coalesce oecurs first in
S8t Peters defence of himself at
Jerusalem for his reception of Cor-
nelius (Acts -xi. 17), e odv Ty lonw
Swpeav Eokey adrols 6 Beds we xal fuiv
migTevgacy €mi Tov kupov Iycoiv
Xpworow, where it seems intended to
suggest the universality of tbis Lord-
ship as distinguished from the national
character of the Davidic kingship.
Thus in the previous visit to Cornelins
at Caesarea, after declaring his “ per-
ception” (xarahapBdvopar) that God’s
acceptance of men was not limited by
nationality, St Peter had clearly dis-
tinguished the two spheres of king-
ship by saying first “ He sent the word
to the Sons of Israel declaring good
tidings of peace through Jesus Christ,”
and then “He is Zord of all” (Acts x.
36 : cf. Rom. x. 12). The full phrase
occurs but twice (or thrice) again in
the Acts, and always in contexts
bearing directly on the comprehen-
sion of both Jews and Gentiles under
the same Lordship; xv. 26, with fud»y
inserted (see below), in the letter of
the apostles and elder brethren of
Jerusalem to the Church of Antioch ;
[xx. 21 = L, with gudw;] xxviii. 31,
in reference to St Panl’s final preach-

ing at Rome, “ proclaiming the king-
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dom of God, and teaching the things
concerning the Lord Jesus Christ.” In
the Epistles the full phrase in this
absolute form, without fjud, is all but
confined to solemn initial and final
salutations. The final “ Grace ” takes
this form in Phil.,, and perhaps in Gal,
Philem., where however juéy is pos-
sibly genuine (as it certainly is in
1 Thess,, 2 Thess, [¢f. Eph. vi. 24: on
vi. 23 see below]), possibly also in
2 Cor., Rom. (xvi. 20), Xpiorod being
however doubtful in these two places,
as it is likewise in Rev. xxii. 21. In
all other cases (with five very doubt-
ful exceptions, z Thess. ii. 1 v, I.; iii. 6
v L; 1 Cor. vi. 11 ». L. ; Rom, xiii. 14
v, [; 2 Pet. ii. 20 ». I, with kai cwri-
pos) it is coupled with a preceding
Becs (to which marqp [udr] is usually
added), for the most part in initial
salutations (1 Thess, 2 Thess. &, 1
Cor,, 2 Cor,, Gal. ». ., Rom., Phil,
Eph., Philem.), once in an almost final
salutation (Eph. vi. 23), and but once
in the body of an epistle (2 Thess, i.
12).

Much commoner is the form which
has spov (“our”) inserted, as here,
The difference of idea is well brought
out by the remarkable words of 1 Cor.
viii. 6, “and one Lord, [even] Jesus
Christ, through whom are all things
(r& wévra) and we through Him” On
the one hand the Lordship exercised
by Him and “through Him” is univer-
sal, comprehending all things and ali
men. On the other hand, to those
men who recognise and welcome Him
as Lord He is in a special sense their
own Lord, and this inner Lordship is
as it were a covenant uniting them to
Him and to each other. The outward
expression of the recognition of Jesus
the Christ as Lord is called *“invoking
Him” (émixarabpar) or “invoking His
name” {Acts vii. 59; ix. 14, 21 ; xxii.
16; 1 Cor.i. 2; Rom, x, 12 ff. ; 2 Tim,
ii. 22). The use of this language in
1 Cor. 1. 2 is specially instructive be-
cause the first ten verses of the Epistle
contain the phrase “[our] Lord Jesus

L3

Christ ” no less than 6 times, and that
certainly not by accident : 2. 10 is an
exhortation to the Corinthians, “by
the name of our Lord Jesus Christ,”
to cherish unity and avoid divisions.
1t is evidently implied that the fac-
tions of the Corinthian Church were
a violation of the bond of unity con-
stituted by joint invocation of such a
One a8 Lord (compare the connexion
of Phil. ii. 11 withii. 2—s5). So again
in 2. 2 in saluting the Corinthians as
men “hallowed” and “called,” St Paul
joins them © with (odv) all that invoke
the name of our Lord Jesus Christ in
every place, their [Lord] and ours”;
that is, his inculcation of unity im-
plicitly deprecates division from other
Churches as well as internal division
(cf. 2. 9 éxhijfnre els xowawiav Tob vioh
atroi Ingod Xpiorod Toi kuplov fudv;
and also iv. 17; vil, 17; xi. 16; xiv,
33; and probably x. 32; xi. 22).
Further emphasis is given to thisidea
by the addition of the words * theirs
and ours,” which are intelligible only
as a resolution of the previous gpéy,
not as qualifying réme; the compre-
hensive term “our Lord ” being taken
as extending to the fellowship of all
Christians everywhere with those to
whom it applied in the immediate
and narrower sense, that is, with St
Paul and the Corinthians. So Chry-
sostom el 8¢ 6 rémos xwpifer, AN’ ¢
KxUptos abrovs aurdmres Kowds G- did xal
évav avTods émnyayer fuov Te Kai
avrwy.

While the unity of all Christians in
the One Lord whom they invoke, in
conjunction with the personal relation
of service in which each stands to
Hiw, is thus doubtless the primary
and constant force of the words * our
Lord,” they may also have been meant
to suggest more specially the bond of
a common service which united an
apostle to the particular church which
he was addressing. Such is apparently
the case in the long salutation at the
beginning of Romans (see especially
oo. 5, 6, a8 following ’Incod Xpiorod
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7ai kuplow fudr in ¢, 4); and not im-
probably here also, since St Peter’s
salutation is founded on 8t Pauls,
and follows it in pointing to apostle-
ship and church membership as rest-
ing on the same Divine foundations.
& kard T6 waAv adroi €Aeor, who ac-
cording to His great mercy] Mercy
is the attribute of God which would
specially suggest itself in reference to
the admission of Gentiles to the
covenant (Rom. xv. 9}, and accordingly
8t Paul dwells on it in this connexion
in Rom. xi. 30—32, while he also
looks forward to a fresh exhibition of
“mercy” in the future readmission of
the Jews who are now excluded by
unbelief. In Eph, ii. 1—4 Gentiles
and believing Jews are represented as
alike the objects of “mercy.” In suc-
cessive sentences (vo. 1f., 3) they are
placed on the same footing as regards
moral failure, just as in Rem. i, iii,
and then (. 4) God, in virtue of being
“rich in merey” (i.e. variously merciful,
mhovatos v v éhée), is said to have
raised them up together in Christ Jesus
out of spiritual death. St Peter does
not distingnish the two classes, and he
speaks simply of God's “great mercy”;
but in this verse he is evidently speak-
ing of himself, and therefore other
Jewish Christians, jointly with the
Gentile Christians to whom he is
about to specially address himself.
dvayewjoas npds, begal us anew,
regenerated us] Except here and in
v. 23 the verb droyevvdw does not oe-
cur in the Greek Bible or Apocryphal
(a Western reading of Johniii. 5 is the
chief source of its patristic use), or in
extant classical literature. A single
passage however of the Pseudo-
Philonic tract De incorr. mundi(c. 3)
suggests that the derivative dvayér-

[t In Prol. Sirac N* reads dvayevinbels
(other MSS. wapayernbels) els Alyvmror.]

H.

mowis was used by the Stoics in the
same sense a8 mwaAiyyevecia, their
ordinary term for the renewal of the
world after its periodical conflagra-
tion ; unless indeed it is due to the
Jewish author of the tract himself.
So also dva’yqu’rlxéc in Porphyry Ep.
ad Aneb. 24 (repeated in the reply,
De Myst. iii. 28) is probably indepen-
dent of Christian usage ; though the
same can hardly be said of the mak:y-
yeveoia which forms the subject of one
of the Hermetic writings(ff.15—17, ed.
Patr.), or of the phrase in aeternum
renatus which occurs in Taurobolic in-
scriptions (Orelli-Henzen 2352, 6041:
cf. Marquardt-Wissowa Riém. Staats-
verw. iiiz 88 ff.). The phrase “new
creation,” adopted by St Paulin 2 Cor.
v. 17; Gal. vi. 15, occurs repeatedly in
the Midrashim with various applica-
tions (Schottgen H. H. 1. 704 f.), and
a proselyte is compared to a new-
born child in the Talmud and Jalkwt
Rubenis (J. Lightfoot and W etstein on
John iii. 3). St Peter's language in-
cludes this coneeption, that of entrance
into a new order of existence, but
combines with it that of Divine
parentage : men enter the new life as
children of its Author,

npas, s, unites the Apostle and
those to whom he wrote; yet not
directly with reference to apostleship
as his, and church membership as
theirs, but on the ground of their
common church-membership, as sug-
gested by the preceding phrase “our
Lord.”

els Amida (Goav, unto a living
hope] The elastic preposition eis can
hardly be understood as introducing
a mere result or accessory of the new
birth. Rather, to judge by the form
of the sentence, it describes what is,
under one aspect, the very nature of
the existence newly entered. It thus
includes the sense of “into” as well

3
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a8 “unto.” The construction may be
compared with that of Gal. iv. 24, eis
SovAeiar yewwdea, “ bearing [children
born] into and unto bondage.” The
new order of things is represented as
in a manner all one great all-pervad-
ing hope. The prominence of hope in
some leading verses of this Epistle
(so 1. 13, 21 ; iil. 15) has often been
noticed. Its relative importance how-
ever is usually exaggerated. St Paul

himself had led the way for St Peter

in his own strong language about
hope, especially in the Epistles to the
Romans, Ephesians, and Colossians.
See further on i. 21. '

{dow, Hoing] The corrupt read-
ing {ofs, found in a pair of cursives
and several early versions, embodies
a natural misinterpretation (unio a
hope of fife). Life is a quality or
characteristic of the hope here spoken
of, not the object of it. St James
twice describes a faith as “dead ” (ii.
17, 26),1.e. having only such semblance
of life as a corpse has of a living body,
and in the light of the analogous con-
trastSt Peter's phrase becomesclearer.
It is in the first instance the expres-
sion of his personal experience as a
Jew. Hope, centred in the Messianic
expectation, belonged in a peculiar
sense to Israel (see e.g. Acts xxvi.
6 f; xxviii. 20: cf. xxiii. 6; Le. ii
38; xxiv. 21); but it had for the most
part become languid and conventional,
in a word “dead.” The Gospel had
however breathed into it a new life,
and so a new power to inspire life.
But the phrase would have not less
force as applied to the Gentiles, for
whom it might almost be said that
the very hope itself was new. At no
time had their forefathers known the
power of a glad sense of the future,
even in their highest thoughts of the
present, (Compare Leop. Schmidt,
Ethik d. alten Grischen, ii. 68—76;
who notes some partial exceptions,

p- 73). The Gentiles of the Apostolic
age could be described as “having no
hope” (Eph. ii. 12) in 2 more positive
sense, so great was the spiritual ex-
haustion proceeding from the decay
of religion, philosophy, and politics.

8¢ dvasracewns ‘Inoov XpioTol
vekpov, by the resurrection of Jesus
Christ from the dead] These words
must not be taken with {Goav though
standing next to it. They belong
naturally to dvayenroas, and the order
is perfectly what was to be expected,
if, as we have already found reason to
believe, the four words dvayewr. eis
€A, {Goav are to be taken together as
forming a single idea. The absence
of an article suggests at first sight
that dvdoragis may be transitive, not
“ resurrection” in the strict sense of
“rising up,” but “ raising up.” The
form of the word would be compatible
with this, and dviorpu. is six times
used in the Acts of the raising up of
our Lord by the Father. But it is
difficult so to apply the word in iii. 21;
the neuter sense is certainly the usual
one in the N.T., nor is there any pas-
sage which #e¢quires the transitive
meaning. The difference after all is
not great, for the agent in the Resur-
rection here is virtually implied to be
the Father, since He is the subject of
dvayevmjaas. How our Lord’s Resur-
rection was the instrument by which
a new life of hope was brought into
mankind may be read in many places
of the Acts and the Epistles. It re-
versed every doom of every kind of
death, and thus annulled the hope-
leseness which must settle down on
every one who thinks out seriously
what is involved in the wuniversal
empire of death. It was by the faith
in the Resurrection that mankind
was enabled to renew its youth.

4. els K\npovouiar, Unio an tnherit-
ance] Eis, a very favourite preposi-
tion with 8t Peter, may be taken
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either as a repetition of the former
els, or as parallel to it, or in sequence
to it; i.e. either as marking an ex-
planatory equivalent for éinida {Gaav
or as carrying us on to a fresh result
of either dvayev. simply or dvayer. eis
éArida {(Goav. It does not seem
natural to take xAppovopiav as equiva-
lent to éAmida, and on the contrary
both words gain in force if they stand
in antithesis to each other, as they
may do if we take them as alike
dependent on dvayemrjoas. The new
life bestowed by the Father through
the Gospel is at once a hope and an
inheritance.

Kinpovopia (—éw)in the O.T. chiefly
represents words from the two roots
‘?Elg ¥}, and apparently contains no
implication of hereditary succession,
as it does usually in classical Greek.
The sense is rather “sanctioned and
settled possession.” The same funda-
mental sense remains in the N.T., but
the Greek associations also of the
word naturally hang about it in St
Paul, and probably in Hebrews, In
St Peter (viz. here and iii. 7, g) the
Greek sense is more doubtful. Here
it would come in fitly, but is not
needed; and in iii, 7, 9 it seems to
be out of place.

The typical inheritance in the O.T.
is the inheritance of the Promised
Land by Israel, awaited through
several generations from the first
promise to Abraham through all the
vicissitudes of bondage and wander-
ing (see esp. Ps. cv. 8—11). For
this idea of inheritance as the fulfil-
ment of promise see Rom. iv. 13f.;
Gal. iii. 18; Heb. vi. 12, 17; xi. 8, 9.
8t Peter’s language here then calls
attention to the new life not orly as
full of ardent hope for the future, but
as at the same time the fulfilment of
ancient longivgs of men and ancient
promises of God. This double cha-
racter runs through the whole para-
graph: it looks backward to the
searchings of the prophets, and for-
ward to the full unveiling of the Son
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of God. This consideration supplies
an answer to the question whether the
inheritance is present or future, a
question which is not directly dealt
with by the words that follow. The
inheritance is in one sense future (see
Eph.i. 13 f.), for it is as yet but partially
revealed, and it is as yet encumbered
by many hindrances and enemies.
But it is also present, being inseparable
from sonship (see esp. Rom. viii. 161 ;
Gal. iv. 7). Compare such passages as
mark the heavenly Jerusalem as pre-
sent, e.g. Gal. iv. 26 and especially
Heb. xii. 22—24 (the passage ending
with the words diafhjcys véas peciry
'Inoov kal alpaert pavriopod). It is not
however identical with sonship, but is
the result of it : it expresses from one
gide a share in the use and enjoyment
of the created universe bestowed on
men in proportion as they enter into
their true relation to God the Lord
of all Both the range and the con-
dition of inheritance are expressed in
the words “ All things are yours, and
you are Christ’s, and Christ is God’s.”
From another side it is a share of
God’s rule over lower things, the
kingdom of heaven (Mt. xxv. 34, &ec.:
cf. eg. Mt v. 3, 10; Luke xii. 32),
Thus the word is complementary to
the wapemdijpois of ». 1 (cf. Heb, xi,
8—10).

&¢pBaprov kal dpiavrov xai dudpavrov,
incorruptible, and wundefiled, and
that fadeth not away] These three
words are all absent from the Lxx. and
all found in Wisdom (xii 1; xviii. 4 ;
iii. 13; iv. 2; viil. 20; vi. 12). Itisa
little startling to read these epithets in
connection with kAnpovopiar. They at
first sight suggest what is evidently
subject to corruption and pollution
and withering, such as living bodies
or at least things made from living
bodies, rather than anything obviously
belonging to the idea of inheritance.
But we must not too hastily assume
that there is any mixture or confusion
of images. Going back to the funda-
mental O.T. conception of Israel’s

3—2
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inheritance as the Promised Land,
suggested as it is by its contrast to
wapemdipois above, we find that these
words are in some manner represented
by corresponding verbs in the O.T. in
connexion with the land, the first
two quite completely. While there-
fore there would be doubtless a certain
strangeness, at least as regards dud-
pavros, if yij were here used for «hn-
povopia, and a certain abstractness ig
given by the use of this word, the
image of a land in which men dwell
as a home, the scene, so to speak, of
their life, and its most universal and
most permanent base, is apparently
never lost, and would be il replaced
by the vague notion of an indetermi-
nate possession.

&pbapror] Here the antithesis is
to ¢pfeipw and practically to its com-
pounds such as Siafelpw, karapbeipan,
These mainly stand for NNY, which
has much the same meaning, though
with less of the notion of corruption—
to injure, mar, spoil. One interesting
passage, probably not forgotten by St
Peter, stands rather alone, Gen, vi.
11—13 (4. followed by xaradpf.): cf.
ix. 11. But he had probably chiefly
in mind the ravaging of a land by a
hostile army, for which ¢fe¢ipa is good
Greek (e.g. Plut. Per. 34 (i. 171 4);
Demet. 33 (1. 904 E)); the Lxx. also has
Siapbeipe several times in this sense
(Ruth iv. 6 pyf more diapbeipw Ty k-
povapiay pov has the more general
sense “spoil”), and so 1 Mace. iii. 39;
xv. 4 The use of ¢6. and karadd. for
other Heb. words in Is. xxiv. 1, 3, 4
seems to be irrelevant.

duiavrov] maive, the antithetical
verb, chiefly represents NBB, which
(rendered by maive) is often used of
the defilement of the Holy Land ; e.g-
Lev. xviil. 27f.; Num. xxxv. 34; but
see especially Deut. xxi 23 and Jer.
ii, 7; ef. Ps. (Ixxviii) Ixxix. 1. Miaive

gtands also for ‘?‘.Ji'l “to (open) pro-

fane” (usually rendered by BeSnyidw)
in Is. xIvii. 6, éuiavas (so LXX. ; Heb.
“I have profaned”) iy xhppovopiav
pov,

dudparrov] from papaive, used in the
passive in late Greek for the withering
of lowers and herbage (cf, papavéroerar
Ja.i. 11 ; duapdvrwoy r. 8d&ns orépavor
1 Peter v. 4), also for the dying out of
a fire, and the wasting of the features
by illness (comp. the medical word
papacuds). Mapaive is rare in LXX.
(Job xv. 30; xxiv. 24 ; ¢f, Wisd. il. 8).
But the papavfioera in James i. 11
refers back to éfqpavev T. xdprow
x.7.\, from Isaiah xl. 7, itself quoted in
1 Pet. i. 24 ; and moreover £npaivopar
with much the same meaning (Heb.
¥, very often nsed for ¢ withering ™)
is applied to portions of the earth,
Jer. xxiil. 10 ai vopal s épnpov;
Am. i. 2 7 xopudy Toi Kapunhov: cf.
Job xii. 15. The force of the image
is best seen by such prophetic passages
a¢ Is. xxix. 17; xxxii. 15 ff; Ix.; Ixi,
(especially 1xi. 11). The land of in-
heritance is a land clothed with the
brightness and freshness of life and
living growth, and that a brightness
and freshness not subject to the law
of decay; and what in strictness
applies only to the face of the earth
is said, as it were, of the earth itself,
>Apdparros thus exhibits in a figure
the essential sense of aldwos, the
negation of mutability and perishable-
ness : cf. Heb. ix. 15 7is aloviov k-
povapias. 'The three epithets then
severally stand in contrast to the
gpoiling and ravaging of a land, as by
a hostile army ; to its defilement and
profanation ; and to the scorching and
decay of its living face. ‘

5. Ternpnuémy év ovpavois €ls vuds,
which hath been kept in (the) heavens
unto you] “¥pds mwust be read, not
npds, which has indeed hardly any
evidence.

rernpnpévy, not to be confounded
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with rhpoupéimy (contrast Ppovpovué-
vovs in the next line). There is not
the slightest need to depart from the
full proper sense of the perfect *“which
hath been kept.” In Col. 1. 5 dmoxe:-
wémy containg part only of the sense,
viz. that the Divine gift is now kept or
laid up. But the perfect, while im-
plying this, means that it has been
laid up from the beginning : through
all the long ages during which it was
not revealed it still lived in the eternal
counsel of God which was before all
worlds; cf. mpdyvoow in ». 2. Doubt-
less there is special reference to the
reception of the Gentiles in tbe
fulness of time. See Eph. i. 4—12;
iii. 5f, g—12 (droxekpvppuévov, 2. G);
Col. i. 25—27 (dmokexpuppévor, 2. 26);
Rom. xvi, 25 £ (georyquévo, v. 25); 1
Cor. ii. 7—9 (dwokexpuppérmp, v. 7),
where (z. g) the same idea is expressed
in another form by froiuacer (cf. Heb.
xi. 16 and probably Eph. ii. 10). There
is indeed special force in the verb
rypéo itself here, as indicating the
reservation till an appointed time, not
mere destination.

&v odpavois. Thislanguage is derived
from such words of our Lord as Mt.
v.12; vi.20; xix. 21 ; Le xii. 33f; cf
Col. i. 5 (referred to above); compare
the Book of Henoch lviii 5 (with
Dillmann’s note): “And thereafter
shall it be said to the saints that they
shall seek in heaven the mysteries of
righteousness, the inheritance of (con-
stant) faith” (sc. hidden till then in
heaven). ‘O olpavos, the visible sky
or heaven, is the natural symbol of the
invisible world of God, which under
the same image we speak of as the
world above. The plural, rare in LXX.
(mostly in Psalms), much commoner
proportionally in N.T., may have come
originally from the literal rendering of
the Hebrew. But the Jewsof latetimes
believed that there was a plurality of
heavens {on the “ Seven Heavens,” see
Wetstein and Schéttgen on z Cor. xii.
2); and the N.T. has passages (as
Eph. iv. 10; Heb. iv. 14) which con-
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tain likewise a clear implication of
plurality, though perhaps only in a
symbolic sense, expressive of variety
and gradation. The absence of the
article arises, asoften with prepositions,
from the familiarity of the phrase as
indicating, as it were, a well-known
region, the two words together form-
ing a quasi-adverbial expression,
whieh might be compared to “ heaven-
ward,” “earthward,” “homeward.”
Similarly “in heavens” occurs in
early English versions. It is hardly
necessary to say that this whole local
language is figurative only: without
such figures human thought and
speech would be impossible in re-
spect of all the highest things. “The
heavens” are the image of God’s
spiritual treasure-house, where, to
speak in human language, He keeps
what things He has “prepared for
them that love Him.”

els vpas, unto you] This means
more than “for you” in the sense of
“to be given to you,” “for your bene-
fit,” which would be expressed by the
dative (z Pet. ii. 17|]Jude 13). That
sense is no more than ¢mplied here.
What is expressed is the keeping
(rernp.) through all the ages #:i2/ these
converts; perhaps in combination
with the idea “having you in view”
(cf. Jo. xii. 7; Acts xxv. 21; 2 Pet. ii.
4 (|| Jude 6), 9; iii. 7, though none of
these cases refer to persons). Com-
pare the use of eis in oo 1o, 1I,
25.

Tovs év Suvdper Geot ppovpovpévovs,
who in the power of God are guarded]
*Ev duvdpe: might well be taken merely
as another quasi-adverbial expression
(as we say “in virtue of,” not “in the
virtue of”). What is dwelt on how-
ever is not so much that the power of
God is exerted on behalf of men, as
that men are uplifted and inspired by
power, or by a power, proceeding
from God. This power from without
corresponds to the faith (see below)
from within. Cf. Phil. iv. 13; Col. i
11; Eph. iii. 16; 2 Th. i. 11. For
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the phrase év 3uv. feot, see Rom. xv.
I3, 19 (év 8. mv. dylov); 1 Cor. ii. 5; 2
Cor. vi. 7: similarly éx dvw. Bect 2 Cor.
xiii, 4 ; kare Ovr. feot 2 Tim. 1. 8. "Evis
not here ingtrumental but is used with
its strict meaning. In one sense the
power is in men ; but in another and
yet truer sense men are in the power,
they yield to it as something greater
and more comprehensive than them-
gelves, in which their separateness is
lost. Fortunately we are used in
Bible English to “in the power of.”
Here the guarding power of God
seems to be tacitly opposed to the
vigible and, as it might have been
feared, overwhelming power now being
put forth to crush the little Christian
flock.

¢ppovpovpévavs. The word (“being
under watch and ward”) is probably
chosen for a similar purpose, to indi-
cate a protection against the assaults
of enemies (on the use of ¢povpeiv in
the N.T. see Hicks in The Classical
Review 1. 7 £). The context how-
ever shows that it cannot mean simply
a protection that supplies escape from
external attacks; for 8:a wiorews fol-
lows. A somewhat similar use of
$povpéw occurs in Phil. iv. 7, a diffi-
cult verse ; and cf. Gal. iii. 23 (épp....
elrr. pédhovaay wigTw drokahvijvai).
The idea here seems to be that,
whether the cwrpia be revealed soon
or late, it will not be too late to benefit
the Christians: in a true sense they
will be in keeping till that time. The
sentence is illustrated in meaning,
though not (at least obviously) in
language, by our Lord’s own words in
Mt. x. 22 ; xxiv. 13 with || Mc. xiii. 13
and still more Le. xxi. 19, which is
preceded by the (in this context) most
remarkable verse xai dpif ék r. kepa-
Aijs Ypdy od i dwéinrai, reminding
us of ¢povpovpévovs. The guarding
and the salvation are of a nature
compatible with suffering and death,
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8 mwiorews, through faith]l Here
we have, as with all the apostles, faith
as the one central or fundamental
Christian type of mind ; seen in relation
to the apparent triumph of enemies
and the apparent indifference of God.
This is emphatically reiterated in
zo. 7, 9: see aleo i. 21; v. 9. The
“ endurance” spoken of in the Gospels
is a particular mode of this faith, cf.
2 Th.i. 4. The guarding is “ through
faith,” because faith is the human
condition whiech brings the Divine
strengthening into operation.

els complay, unto a salvation]
This word again cannot be rightly
understood without reference to its
O.T. usage. The primary idea of the
verb “to save” in the O.T. (J'17) is
deliverance from dangers or from
enemies, or from death, the enemy of
enemies. Cf. Ex. xiv. 13; 1 Sam,
xi. g, 13, &c. ; the Psalms passim;
Lam, iii. 25, 26. And the same idea
reappears explicitly (from P, ev. (cvi.)
10) in Le. i. 71. But evidently the
prevalent N.T. usage, though founded
on this O.T.usage, goes much further.
Here the context, quite in the strain
of Lam, and other O.T. passages (e.g.
Gen.xlix. 18), suggests patient waiting
for deliverance in the midst of per-
secution. 'To learn what is the nature
of the deliverance intended it is worth
while to turn again to the passages of
the Gospels referred to above. What
St Matthew and St Mark call “ being
saved” St Luke calls “winning our
souls,” St Peter presently in ». ¢ dis-
tinctly speaks of “salvation of souls”
as the end of their faith. In these
and similar phrases we must beware-
of importing into Yy the modern
associations connected with the re-
ligious use of the word “soul.”” The
“goul” in the Bible is simply the life,
and “to save a soul” is the opposite
of “to kill”: see especially Mark iii, 4.
There are of course many passages
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where far more than this saving of
the bodily life is meant; but the
meaning i8 reached not so much by
a different sense of the word “soul”
as by a transfer of the whole idea to a
different region. The bodily life is
but the symbol of a more mysterious
life, which is the very self; and this
too has need to be saved. Those who
endured to the end in the midst. of
the trials of the Day of the Lord were
to be saved or to win their souls,
although death might come upon
them and they might seem to lose
their souls (“Whosoever shall will to
save his soul shall lose it,” &e., Matt.
xvi, 25 and parallels), and thus might
seem to find no salvation. But there
was another salvation behind, the
deliverance of a life beneath the
bodily life {(compare Heb. x. 34).

éroipny droxakvbivar, ready to be
revealed] Revelation is always (prob-
ably even in Gal, iii. 23) in the strictest
sense an unveiling of what already
exists, not the coming into existence
of that which is said to be revealed.
This also seems to be implied in
érotuny, the more usual péAlovear
(v. 1; Rom.viii. 18; Gal. il 23) being
neutral as to this point: salvation is
represented as already there, 80 to
speak, awaiting, or prepared for, the
withdrawal of the veil. If, as the con-
text implies, the salvation intended
be deliverance from spiritual evil, the
transformation of the inner man into
the Divine image, then this salvation
will have been proceeding long before
the crisis comes which makes it
known.

& kapd foxdre, in a season of
extremity] In the N.T. as in the
O.T., éaxaros forms a part of varicus
phrases denoting time, with more or
less definiteness of meaning: see
Cheyne on Isajah ii, 2, We shall have
one of them in @, 20, This particular
combination occurs nowhere else, the
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nearest being év éoy. nuépars (u. éox.)
(Jam. v. 3; 2 Tim, iii. 1) from Prov.
xxix. 44 (=xxxi. 25). But there is
no reason to think it has any technical
sense, such as by association we attach
to ““the last days” It is more natural
to take it literally, “in a season of
extremity,” “when things are at their
worst” : 8o Kingsley (Poems 141):

“The night is darkest before the
morn ;

When the pain is sorest the child
is born,
And the day of the Lord at hand.”

This, the most obvious meaning of the
words, is borne out by classical ex-
amples : Polyb. 29 11, 12 dore xkal
mpds Tov EoxaTov katpdy é\févra
Ta xare Ty Ahebdvdpeway.. mapd ToiTe
makw opfwlijvas ; Plut. Syl. 12 (458 F)
Acly 1. Gvo mOAw Tmo hepol ouwn-
yuédmy {0y 1 xpela TGOV dvaycaiov
els rdv éoxatoy kapoy: cf Plut.
Per. c. Fab. Comp. 1 (190 B) ®aBiov...
év aloyiorows [ éoydros] xal Svewmor-
potdrots  katpols dvadefapévov Y
molr; Xen. Hell. vi. 5, 33 dvemipinaxdy
Te yip Tovs "Afpraiovs os del wore
d\Ajlots v Tols peyloTois kaipols
wrapioravro én’ dyafois.

6. év ¢ dyal\idabe, in whom ye
exult] It is not easy to decide what
is the antecedent of . The most
obvious is «kaipg éoyxdre, cither
with the meaning “exult in that
season ” as an object of exultation, or
“in that season exult,” i.e. denoting
merely the time of exultation. The
former, if true, would render the
Epistle needless : if they were already
exulting in the prospeet of that season,
they needed no further encourage-
ment. The latter would be tolerable
only if dyal\dofe were a future, as
some Latin fathers and inferior Vulg.
MSS. have it (exultabitis) : but it is
impossible to understand a present as
a future in a passage depending on
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the contrast of present with future.
A better sense is obtained by taking
év ¢ to refer to the whole contents of
oo, 3—5 (the adverbial use need not
be discussed): but here too there is an
incongruity, though less than the for-
mer, in supposing that they so cordi-
ally believed all that precedes as to
exult in it. The verses that follow
are evidently meant to contain an un-
dertone of lightly touched admonition,
and therefore these principal verbs in
the second person plural are likely to
contain something of the nature of an
appeal. I think therefore that it is
better to take ¢ as masculine, referring
either to the principal subject of the
preceding sentence, ¢ Oeds xai warrp
&\, 0r to "Inoot Xpiorod twice named,
the last distinctly named feod (év Suw.
fect)beingindeterminate and virtually
adjectival. There is ample O.T. pre-
cedent for this language, exulting in
God, dyakhidopar being used (for sev-
eral Hebrew words) in such eases both
with éz{ and with év (M8S. sometimes
differing) ; e.g. Ps. xxxii. 1; Hab. .
18, which last is of a strain similar
to that of this passage; and in the
N.T. see especially Le. i. 47 (though
with émi: but év is used Jo. v. 35).
It is also confirmed by » 8, for,
though grammatically eis & goes
with moretorres only, the verse gains
in force if a rejoicing in Christ is
taken as implied. Compare also iv.
13. 8t Peter could safely appeal to
the exultation of the Christians in
God or in Christ as a ground for his
exhortations to hopeful endurance :
what he desired was a practical ap-
plication of the primary religious
faith which they already possessed.
’Ayadhido (—opa:) with the cognate
substantives is unknown except in the
Lxx. and the N.T. and the literature
derived from them, and in the N.T. it
is confined to books much influenced
by O.T. diction (Mt., Le., Acts, 1 Peter,

Jude (-agis), Jn. (including Apoc.),
being absent frora the more Greek
writers, St Paul and (except in quot.}
Heb. Its usage in the Lxx. for various
Hebrew words expressive of joy is
too promiscuous to give any precise
indication of meaning. It appar-
ently denotes a proud exulting joy,
being probably connected closely with
dydAhopar, properly to be proud of,
but often combined with fdopac and
such words. In the last Beatitude
(M¢. v. 11£.) it is used to express the
temper of mind which unrightecus
persecution should produce. Clem,
Str. vi. p. 789 says miv 8¢ dyakhiaow
ebppooiony elval Gaow, émdoyiaudy
odaav Tiis kara Hy d\jfeav dperis Sud
Twos éoridoews xai Siayloews Yuyekis:
but he does not meuntion his authority ;
the important words are apparently
éoriacis and Sdyvos. So also Str. vi.
p- 815 edPpparbfSpey kai dyakia-
ddper év adry, Tovréori...my Geiav
éoriaow edoyxnfidper. As regards the
mood, dyaiiidode (like St Paul's yai-
pere, 1 Th. v. 16; Phil iii. 1, iv, 4)
would muke sense as the imperative;
cf. v. 12 €ls v orijre, which is even
more abrupt. But we have to take into
account the obviously parallel dyamare
followed by dyai\iare (—afe) in ». 8,
where the imperative is hardly natu-
ral. See also ii. 5 (oixed.). More-
over (1} the Aw of v 13 seems to
begin the exhortation proper, and (2)
almost all the many imperatives of
the Epistle are aorists, even when a
present would at least have been not
out of place (apparently ii. 17 is the
only exception).

Shiyoy, a little] The word may mean
“for a little time” (as Me vi. 31
prob.; Apoc. xvii. 10}—iu Luke v. 3 it
is “a little space”—or “to a little
amount.” In v. 1o there is the same
ambiguity, aisror being by no means
decisive; and Rom. viii. 18, 2 Cor. iv.
17 (r6 mwapavrika é\agppdv) are favour-
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able to either interpretation. But on
the whole the general tone of the
Epistle suggests rather depreciation
of the intrinsic importance of the
sufferings endured than insistance on
the relative shortness of their dura-
tion,though this might alsobe included
in their slightness. In 2 Clem. 19 §3
there is no ambiguity (xir Shiyor xpévor
rkaxoradicwow év 16 kdope).

&pre]; An emphatic “now,” “at this
moment,” or rather “for the moment.”
So ii. 2 dpriyénimra Bpédn “just born
babes.”

el Béov, if 50 it musl be] "Eoriv is a
natural but erroneous insertion in
most MSS, not in the best (XB ¢*)
or in Clem. Str. iv. p. 622. Since
déor is not an adjective but a parti-
ciple, we might have rather expected
€l 8¢t (Acts xix. 36 8éov éariv) ; but this
omission of the substantive verb or
copula with the participle is exactly
in accordance with what we find in
the case of the analogous participle
¢£ov in two out of the three passages
in the N.T, where it is found (Acts ii.
29; 2 Cor. xii. 4; but ééor §v Mt.
xii. 4). For the senge compare iii. 17.
It is possible that déov contains a latent
allusion to the det yevéodac of Me. xiii.
7 | Mt. xxiv. 6 || Le. xxi. 9; derived
from Dan. ii. 28: such sufferings
were part of the appointed order
of things leading up to the great
crisis, But it may be no more than a
precautionary phrase due to the in-
equality and uncertainty of the per-
secutions in Asia Minor, and the
possibility that some of those ad-
dressed might escape them.

Avmrnfévres, though ye have been put
to grief] This word is not merely
equivalent to wefdvres. It expresses
not suffering, but the mental effect of
suffering : hence év follows, not a
simple dative. The meaning is that
the exulting joy just spoken of might
and did really exist notwithstanding

the simultaneous presence of a real
sorrowing and depression: cf. 2 Cor.
vi. 10, ws Avmovuevor det 8¢ yaipovres.

év mowcihois wepaopots, in manifold
trials] The phrase is doubtless taken
from James i. 2. The sufferings now
undergone are spoken of as in the
strict sense trials, i.e. as sent in God’s
providential purpose for the trial of
their faith, as He tried Abraham and
Job. This is the proper original force
of meipd{w and wepacuds as applied
to what befals men. The notion of
temptation in the modern sense, ie.
allurement to evil, is to be found in
only a few places of the N.T., and
there not prominently.

mowidos is used by seven writers of
the N.T. (as also in 2, 3, 4 Mace.)
in the sense found here, “ various,”
“varied,” ie. in reference to a plu-
rality of things differing from each
other in character. This use is al-
most unknown in classical Qreek
[Ael. V. H, 98, 4 8.woMhais ka:
mowkihats xpnodpevos Biov peraBolais),
for in the passages usually cited it
means “complex,” “elaborate,” “re-
fined” (“cunning ” in the old sense) as
opposed to “simple.” Nor is it found
in the 1xx. 8t Peter probably speaks
of a diversity of trials partly to cheer
the Asiatic Christians by assigning
the one great beneficent purpose to
all the various difficulties which beset
them, partly to suggest that the pur-
pose itself included variety: the
education of the human spirit con-
templated in the trials contained
various elements and proceeded by
various steps.

7. Wa 16 Boximov (v.l Sdxepov)
Tpdr ths mioTews moAvripoTepor.. . Inoov
Xpiorod, that the test (v.l. approved-
ness) of your jaith may be found
much more precious than gold that
perisheth and yet is tried (purified)
by Jfire, unto praise and glory and
honour throughthe revelationof Jesus
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Chiist] The general sense of this sub-
ordinate clause is clear, but there are
difficulties in detail. The usual andthe
only certain sense of doxincor isa test,an
énstrument or means of trial: yet it is
not the test which is precious (moAv-
Tiyérepor), but the thing tested. The
difficulty is hardly less on the very
questionable supposition that Soxipicy
canmean the process of triall. Forthe
sense “regult of trial” (= Soxeu) there
is neither evidence nor probability. If
the text is sound, we must suppose
that the word is used in its usual
sense ““test” (which suits well enough
in James i. 3), and that it is loosely
called precious as tending to a result
which is precious. But I confess I
cannot but suspect that the true read-
ing is 8éxepor (“approved”), now found
only in 23, 56, 69, 110, of which 69,
110 are among the best cursives.
The neuter adjective might express
either the approved part or element
of the faith (in contrast to the part
found worthless), or (as often in St
Paul, ¢f. Winer-Moulton p. 294) the
approved quality of the faith as a
whole. The image suggests that the
former is meant, that is, that ro 8k
wov The wiorews is the pure genuine
faith that remains when the dross has
been purged away by fiery trial.

The next point is the construction :
Edpef; may be taken either with
molvriporepoy OF With el Emawor.
But the latter construction would
naturally suggest the sense “be found
as praise,” and yields but awkwardly
the required sense, “found such as to
issue in praise,” “ to deserve praise”
Further this construction is still more
decisively excluded by the impossi-
bility of taking mohvriudrepov (a pure
adjective, not an adjective used sub-

1 The meaning of the word in Arethas
on Apoc. ix. 4 (Cramer, Cat. p. 315, ol &¢
7d Soxipior éaurdv &id wupds rapexbperor)
ig very doubtful,

stantively) as in apposition to ré Sox.
without 8» or some such link. Tyn-
daleand A, V., followed by R.V., boldiy
insert “being " before “more precious,”
Tyndale being probably led in this
direction by the *“pretiosior sit auro”
of the Vulgate (so the late text as
well as am fu, though not the Cle-
mentine)2. Qn the other hand there
is no difficulty if we take mohwvreu.
with edp. (“ be found more precious”),
and «ls érawov x.T.\. a8 expressing an
additional point, the result of this
finding the approved faith to be more
precious, &c. Phrases thus added
with els are common enough.

mohvripdrepor.  So all the better
MBSS. instead of the common modv
TULLOTEPOV.

xpvoiov Tot dmoMAupévou, not Tod
xp. 7. dm. (contrast John vi. 27), i.e. not
that partieular gold which perisheth,
but gold in general, a property of
which it is fo perish. The word dmoAX.
is doubtless inserted with a view to
what is to follow, 8ia mupds 8¢ Soxipa-
{ouévov. It is impossible to reverse
the order of these parallel participles,
as though we had 8ia mupds pév doxiua-
{ouévov droldlupévov B¢, 80 as to throw
the main and final stress on dmol).;
and after all we should thus gain
nothing but the elaboration of a
simple and obvious image. Nor again
can it be right to slur over the adver-
sative force of 8¢, as though the two
participles were merely added one to
another. The antithesis meant is
doubtless this :—* gold, which (unlike
the substance of faith) is a perishable
thing (compare ¢8aproic applied to
silver and gold in o 18), and yet,
perishable though it be, when it passes
through the fire is not thereby de-

2 Though & might easily fall out
after wolvriuérepor, there would be no
probability in the conjecture, as the con-
nexion of wohur. with edp. gives really a
better sense.
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stroyed but proved and purified”: the
8¢ in dpr ur dpdvres mioTevorTes 8¢, B,
8, is of a similar character.

8a thus retains its local force with
an inchoate instrumental force added
(Winer-Moulton p. 473). Fortheimage,
compare iv. 12, T év Juiv mupdoe:
wpés mewpagpdy Ypiv ywopévy, Where
mepaopcy answers to Soxipalopévov
here. It is of course suggested by
various passages of the O.T., especially
Zech. xiii. g : but similar language is
common in classical writers (see Wet-
stein and others cited by Steiger,
p- 99).

Perhaps some word more directly
suggestive of purification than dexipua-
{opévov might have been expected
here; but it is to be remembered
that doxpdfw and the cognate words
often involve, if they do not directly
express, the production of a new and
purer atate, not merely the ascertain-
ment (by God or man) of a state that
already exists: see karepydfera: James
1. 3, and the peculiar use of doxuus} by
St Paul in Rom. v. 4; 2 Cor. viii. 2.
Thus the modern sharpness of dis-
tinction between probation and educa-
tion is not maintained in the Bible
(cf. Wisd. xi. 11 Todrous pév yip ds
marp vovberéy éSoxipacas) : every
Divine probation is also in purpose
an education, Thus much is indeed
implied in the very use of the image
of fire in its action upon gold and
silver.

etpely, similarly used 2 Pet. iii. 14,
expresses the result of the prebation
in relation to the Divine Prover and
Refiner. The Searcher of hearts, who
hag instituted the trial, seeks the pure
metal of faith after the trial, and finds
it {cf. Ps. xvil. 3).

els Emawov xal dofav xal Ty (the
words dofar and reydy are inverted in
the Syrian text). All three words are
elsewhere separately used with refer-
ence both to God and to men. Here the

context shows the praise, &c., granted
to men to be mainly intended; while
the praise, &c., which redound to God
in all true praise, glory, and honour
obtained by men, cannot be excluded.
This indeed follows @ fortiort from
such passages as Phil. ii. g—11. The
dependence of the one on the other
comes out in John xii. 43 compared
with v. 44. For éravos as coming to
men, see ii. 14 ; also Rom. ii. 29 xiii. 3;
1 Cor. iv. 5; and implicitly Phil. iv. 8,
YEmwawos occurs hardly at all in the
LXX., émawéw very little; and moreover
the idea of man as praised by God is
not distinetly recognised in the O.T.
What corresponds to it there is satis-
faction, well pleasing, M¥Y, evdokéw
{cf. also edhoyéw); but these words
imply no ezpression of the Divine
satisfaction, such as &rawes contains
(yet see 4 Mac. xiii. 3 7§ érawouvpéve
waphd Beg Noywrpd). On the other
hand, whenever the Greeks wuse
&rawos carefully, they include in it
moral approbation, Various interest-
ing passages of Aristotle are collected
by Cope, Intr. to Rhet. p. 212 ff.: the
chief points are these, that dpery and
émawos correspend exactly to each
other and imply each other (cf. Phil
iv. 8, where they are coupled together),
and that érawos, especially as dis-
tinguished from éyxkapiov, has reference
chiefly to the mpoaipesis or inward
disposition to acts as actions, not as
works or results. God’s praise of
man sets forth the true type of praise,
appreciative recognition ; and at the
same time hallows it as a pure and
inspiring object of desire (cf Mare.
Aur. xii. 11 pi mowiv d\ko §} Gwep
ué\her 6 feds émasvely): it i8 com-
pletely expressed in the words “Well
done, good and faithful servant.”” St
Peter probably took the use from St
Paul (see especially 1 Cor. iv. 5); but it
may also have been current in the
Greek of the time.
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kai 86€av kal reprp.  The other com-
binations of &rawos with 86£a are els
érawov [rfis] 86£ys Eph. i. 6, 12, 14 and
els 8ofav kai &rawor Phil. i. 11, always
with reference to God. This last
combination occurs likewise in 1 Chr.
xVi. 27 86a rat érawos kara wpbrwmoy
avrot, though the Psalm itself (xcv.6)in
the Lxx. has éfopodbynois xal épaiérns.
Aofa and Twun are frequently com-
bined, and in one remarkable passage
of the O.T. the reference is to man,
Ps. viil. 6 8dfp xal Tiuj éoTePdvogas
avréy: and soin the N.T,, Rom. ii. 7, 1o,
In the Psalm the glory and honour
seem to be the glory and honour of
God Himself which He has imparted
to man as made in His image (De-
litzsch, Hupfeld), and it is striking
that in Job xl 1o (=2 5 1xx) Job
is bidden ironically to clothe himself
with “glory and honour,” i.e, to invest
himself with what belongs to God. Ac-
cordingly from €rairos, which is a fitter
word—atleastin its proper Greek sense
(ef. Arist. Eth., Nic.i. 12)—to be used
in reference to man than God, there is
an ascent to the more properly Divine
attributions of glory and honour. They
had been similarly spoken of together
in reference to man by St Paul in
Rom. ii. 7, 10. The precise distinction
between them is not easy to seize ;
still less, between the alliterative pair
of Hebrew words which they chiefly,
though not always, represent, 731 and
1], In adding Tepdr to 86fav St
Peter very possibly had in mind the
phrase oxeios els Tepjr Rom. ix. 21,
which is worked out more fully in 2
Tim., ii, 20 f. (ending with “ meet for
the Master’s use”); for there too it is
the result of probation that is spoken
of. Personal honour and esteem on
the part of the Lord may thus be the
distinguishing characteristic of rips.

év dmokaAiyrer. 'Ev can hardly be
here exclusively temporal, “at the
time of the revelation,” as though two
distinet thougk contemporanecus
events were spoken of (as e.g. év 13
éoxarp cakmyyr 1 Cor. xv. 52). It
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rather means “in and through,” “in
virtue of”: the finding unto praise
will be involved in the revelation of
Jesus Christ ; nay, it may in a true
sense be called a part of it, since the
full revelation of Him includes a reve-
lation of His members. The phrase
recurs in . 13. ’Ingoi Xpeorod is an
objective genitive, meaning not the
revelation by, but the revelation ¢f,
Jesus Christ, the phrase being equiva-
lent to év r¢ drokakdmresbar “Inooty
Xporév (cf. 8" dvagricens ‘Inoot
Xptorov ¢. 3). This meaning is illus-
trated by 1 Cor. i 7, ™y dmwok. T
kvpiov fpdy Ingod Xpwwrod: 2 Thi. 7
év 75 dmokakivrer 7. kupiov “Inood dn’
ovpavod per dyyéAwy duvduews avrod
év wupl Proyds k.t (contrast ii. 3, 6,
8 dmoxakvpdy 6 dvlp. . dvoptas kTA.);
and less obviously, but [ believe as
certainly, by Apoc. i 1 dmox. “Inood
Xpwrroi iy Bwkev avr 6 feos Setfarrois
SovAois avrod. These apostolic phrases
go back to our Lord’s words Le. xvii.
30, kard Ta adrd €orar §) pépa 6 vids
r. dvf. dmoxakimrerar, where it is to
be noticed that the revelation is
assigned to a Day, not a mere vague
phrase for time as apparently in
some neighbouring verses, but in a
sense akin to that which is contained
in ». 22 é\edoorrar fuépai e émibu-
prioere plav 7. jpepdv . viod 7. dvlp.
i3€ly kai otk Syreafe ; that is, the Day
is a Divine manifestation, a Day of
the Lord. Other revelations are
spoken of in this Epistle; in 2. 5 the
revelation of a salvation; iniv. 13, v. 1
the revelation of a glory: but these
partial revelations grow out of the
central revelation of Jesus Christ.
For the idea of the revelation of men
ag involved in the revelation of Christ
it is worth while to compare Col. iii, 4 ;
1 John iii. 2 ; though the word there
used is not “revelation” but *“mani-
festation” (Pavepow).

There is nothing in either this
passage or others on the same sub-
Jject,apart from the figurativelanguage
of Thess., to show that the revelation
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here spoken of is to be limited to a
sudden preternatural theophany. It
may be a long and varying process,
though ending in a climax. Essentially
it is simply the removal of the veils
which hide the unseen Lord, by what-
soever means they become withdrawn.
The same word droxadirre was chosen
by St Paul to express the inward and
spiritual process by which God brought
him to recognise His own Son in the
Jesus whom he was persecuting (Gal.
i. 16, where the usual sense of ¢é» éuof
must certainly be retained).

8. ov odk iddvres dyamare, whom
not having seen ye love] The refer-
ence of v must be to the immedi-
ately preceding’Incot Xpiorob,however
we understand év ¢ at the beginning
of ». 6. But ». 8 gains in vividness if
é» ¢ likewise refers to Christ (as ex-
plained above), so that the second
relative emphatically repeats the first.

ovx idovres dyamire. '13dvres is the
reading of the best authorities, not
eiddres. Here A.V. does not follow
Stephens’ text, but (after Tynd.) the
Vulgate (cum non videritis). Odk
Borres is suggested by dmoxalirer :
the Lord is still behind the veil, yet
not thereby shut off from the Asiatic
Christians. St Peter himself had seen
Him in the days of His flesh; they
had not. Yet he is bold to say not
only that it is possible for them to
love Him, but that they do as a matter
of fact love him (dyamare, like dyak-
Ma@ofe, can be only indicative, not im-
perative), and this love recognises
Him as having a present existence
and a present relation to them. The
contrast in tense between i8dvres and
the following opévres goes with the
sense of dyarare. Their present love
was the response to Christ’s love
shown in His offering up of Himself
for their sakes (cf. 1 John iv. 9f, 19,
in reference to the Father). Though

they had no beholding of Christ by
themselves to look back upon in the
past, they could look back to the
signal act of His self-sacrifice in the
past as a manifestation of Him.

els 6v dpri pn Opérres mioTevorTes
8¢, on whom, though now ye see him
not, yet believing] Eis dv stands in im-
mediate connexion with migredorres:
the intervening dpri py op. (partly like
7. dmoMAvpévov Bia wupds 8¢ Bokuu. in
v. 7) being interposed with a rapid
antithesis, “though ye see Him not,
yet believing.”

The change of negative particles, odx
idovres, py opdyres, is not capricious.
The first is & direct statement of his-
torical fact; the second is introduced
as it were hypothetically, merely to
bring out the full force of mores-
OVTES.

dpry, a8 in v, 6, is “just now,” “for
the moment”: the explicit statement
of 1 John iii. 2 (cf. 1 Cor. xiii, 12) is la-
tent here. The contrast of seeing and
believing may well have come from
our Lord’s saying to Thomas which
for us is recorded in John xx. 29; but
see also 2 Cor. v. 7; Heb. xi. 1. Im-
plicitly dpre belongs to both participles,
but its stress rests on pj dpavres
alone,

lioreio eis i the commonest for-
mula of the N.T. for belief on God or
on Christ. There is only one real ex-
ception, 1 John v. 10 €is 7. paprypiav:
the places where it is els 76 Jvopa
{(Johni. 12; ii. 23; 1 John v. 13) belong
virtually to the personal sense. The
fundamental sense is resting firmly in
heart and mind on Him on whom we
are said to believe. See Westcott on
John ii. 11 v. 24.

dyadare yapd dvexhahiiro xal Se-
Sobaopévy, ye exult with joy unutter-
able and glorified]’ AyaX\iare, though
supported by very few MSS, is doubt-
less the right form, not dyaAsaofe.
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The active is rare, but occurs in Le.
i. 47; Apoe. xix. 7.

It is conceivable that the unusual
active form wae used both here
and in . 6, though preserved only
here, the preservation of rare gram-
matical forms being irregular. But,ac-
cepting both forms as genuine, we may
detect a possible shade of difference
of meaning. In 2. 6 the subject is
God’s dealings with the Christians
(see Avmméévres and ve, 3—;5 through-
out), and the resulting exultation may
be described simply as a state: in 2.8
the subject is the personal feeling of
the Christians, and the exultation
may be regarded as their act. While
els &y certainly belongs directly to
miwrredorres, it may be intended to
have a further indirect reference to
dyalhiare, év being in a manner
included in the sense of els. If this
be 80, the Divine personal object
remains in view throughout, whereas
otherwise the faith in Him becomes
only the instrument of an indetermi-
nate exultation.

xapia expresses the simple and
general idea of joy included in the
livelier word dya\ude: dyaX\idoe
would have been heavy here.

drexhaiijre, a rare word, first found
here, then in Ign., and in a few later
writers. The unutterableness may be
either in degree or in essential nature.
The former sense, a mere superlative,
accords ill with the apostolic temper-
ance of language, and ranges but
awkwardly with such a word as
dedofagpéry. 1t rather means in-
capable of expression by speech, as
d\dAypros (an  almost equally rare
word) in Rom. viii. 26: the éx here
interposed suggests definitely a bring-
ing out of the depth of the heart into
external utterance.

Sedofaapévy] Bofd{w is much used in
the 1.xx., Apocr., and N.T, but mostly
in applications which throw little light

on itsusehere’. What comes nearest
perhaps is the glorifying of Moses’s
face Ex. xxxiv. 29, 30, 35 (repeated
2 Cor. iii. 10); and the ordinary Greek
usage gives still less help. But in all
cases it means to bestow glory on, 80
that we have really only to seck the
mesaning of “glory” Doubtless the
glory intended is the 86fa which we
chiefly find in the Lxx., the 32 of
Jehovah, from Ex. xvi. 7 onwards. It
is, so to speak, the inarticulate mani-
festation of God (Gloria divinitas
conspicua, says Bengel on Acts vii. 2).
St Peter sets forth the joy as en-
dowed, enriched, heightened with this
glory from above. In the order of
nature joy grows in the first instance
by God’s ordinance out of human, and
therefore ultimately out of earthly,
elements; but it may then be per-
vaded by =2 heavenly glory which
shining upon it changes its very sub-
stance. The paradox of joy under
persecution is solved by this fact of
glorification; it is the entrance of the
unearthly element into joy which
makes it to be not unnatural, but-
opportune at such a time. It is a
participation in the travail of Mes-
siah’s soul, with the consciousness that
it has ended in victory, There is a
special appropriateness in the mention
of glory here because in the N.T.
“glory” is so often represented as the
culmination of the work of Messiah
(Le. zxiv. 26, Jo. Ev. passim dofdfo,
Acts iii. 13; 1 Pet. i. 21, iv. 13), the

1 But compare Ps. Ixxxvi, 3 dedotac-
uéva ey wepl gobl, 7 wbhis 7ol Heob,
Sir. xxiv. 12 & hag dedofacuéry. In
Sir. xxzv. 5; xlviil. 6 Sedofasuévo. are
s“great ones”; in 3 Maco, vi. 18 the word
is used of angels—** bright or glorious,”

In 1 Pet. i. 8 Angustine several times
has honorato (gaudic), Fulgentius hono-
rificata (laetitia). Irenaeus twice (238,
301 ;d. Massuet) just stops short of the
word.
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mysterious Divine result of His Pas-
gion. In iv. 14 70 riis 86fys kai o 1.
@eot mrevpa is said to rest upon them
if they suffer reproach for the name of
Christ, where it is to be noted (1) that
“glory” and “God” are coupled to-
gether, and (2) that what is said is
distinctly said of the present, not the
future ; and thus it affords ample jus-
tification for retaining the strictest
present sense here. Although no
word has a more conspicuous place
in the imagery by which the future is
foreshadowed to us than “glory,” yet
there is an earnest of “glory” here, as
of other heavenly things: and the
gpiritaal nature of what the Bible
means by glory is indicated by the
associations connected with it in such
passages as these.

9. kopi{ipevor TO Téhos THs woTEws,
receiving the end qof the faith}
kopifopa: often in all Greek and
always in the N.T. means not simply
to receive but to receive back, to get
what has belonged to oneself but has
been lost, or else promised but kept
back, or to get what has come to be
one’s own by earning. Thus v. 4 it is
said to the faithful shepherds, xo-
pieiofe Tov duapdrrwor Tis 8ofns oTé-
¢avoyr. St Paul uses it only of a future
requital on God’s part of human con-
duct: 2 Cor. v. 10; Eph. vi. 8; Col.
iii. 25. The force of the present
participle here is ambiguous. It
may be taken, as many take it, in an
explanatory sense with reference to
what precedes, “ye exult with joy
unspeakable &c. as receiving, because
ye receive” This sense, however
easy grammatically, lowers the tone
of the sentence, and drags it out of
its close connexion with what pre-
cedes : neither in ». 6 nor in ». 8 can
the exultation in Jesus Christ be a
mere joy about the saving of their
own souls. It is more in accordance
with the spirit of the passage, and as
easy grammatically, to take the
participle as staling an additional
concomitant fact, *“receiving withal
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the end, &c.” Such an addition was
not superfluous. It was well for
them to be assured that their heavenly
Father did not intend them to perish
utterly ; though it would mnot have
been well for them to be taught to
make this the chief matter of their
joys.

o Téhos, simply “end.” The philo-
sophical sense “purpose” is not
natural in the N.T. nor suited to the
context. For the meaning “reward”
there is no evidence whatever. The
end meant is the result, that in which
a course of things finds its conclusion
and culmination; so Rom. vi. 21f,
X. 4, and probably 2 Cor. iii. 13.

vpov after ris wiorews is a very
early interpolation. Usually the pre-
sence or absence of the genitive of
the personal pronoun affects the
sense but little: here, however, it is
not 80. T6 réos 1ijs wiorews followed
by cernpiar Jruxdr without articles
would not be naturally used to mean
“the end of your faith, viz. salvation
of [your] souls ”; the phrase must be
a general description of what “the
end of the faith ” ig, i.e. the true and
Divinely ordained end of “the faith.”
So also 7ijs wigrews in this collocation
and context is likely to mean more
than “faith ” in the abstract : it must
be the distinctive Christian faith.

Here, however, we must be on our
guard against a misunderstanding,
It is not legitimate to import into
every place of the N.T. where we find
7 miors the later sense of wioris as
things believed, the object of what is
in one sense faith rather than faith
itself. In the N.T. 5 miores, where
the article has a defining meaning not
derived solely from the context, means
properly that faith in God which rests
on the Incarnation, Passion, and
Resurrection of Christ, as dis-
tinguished from the immature faith
which alone was possible of old time.
1t thus presupposes, and holds as it
were in solution, a certain amount of
Christian belief in the sense of
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doctrine, and in some passages this
aspect of Christian faith is so promi-
nent that § mioris comes almost to
be equivalent to what we should call
the Christian Creed. But St Peter
certainly here uses the phrase in its
fundamental sense, as the personal
faith itself in God revealed in Christ,
not any doctrines which may be im-
plied in that faith.

campiav Jruyéy, salvation of souls)
In complete generality. Here, again,
as I had occasion to say on o. 5, we
have to be on our guard against in-
terpreting the language of Scripture
by the sharp limitations of modern
usage. Salvation is deliverance from
dangers and enemies and above all
from death and destruction. The
goul is not a particular element or
faculty of our nature, but its very life
(cf. Westcott on John xit. 25). The
bodily life or soul is an image of the
diviner life or soul which equally needs
to be saved, and the salvation of
which is compatible with the death
and seeming destruction of the bodily
life or soul. Here St Peter means to
say that, when the true mature faith
possible to a Christian has done its
work, a salvation of soul is found to
have been thereby brought to pass,
the passage from death into life has
been accomplished.

ro. St Peter has here reached the
end of what he had to say of thanks-
giving and encouragement by way of
preface to the exhortation which was
to follow. The direct exhortation
founded upon it however does nob
actually begin till . 13. The ex-
ordinm is prolonged, but it takes a
new flight. Thus far St Peter has
been discoursing of faith and its im-
perishable fruits as the present posses-
sion of the Asiatic converts from
heathenism or Judaism, through their
having embraced the knowledge of

Christ. Now, before deducing the
results of this assurance, he looks
back for a moment to dwell on the
relation of God’s ancient prophets to
the new revelation of salvation given
in the fulness of time. This serves
the double purpose of showing the
continuity of the Gospel with the
earlier revelations by which God had
given indications of His eternal pur-
pose, and also the nature of its
own superiority.

Iept fjs owryplas, concerning which
salvation] The addition of compias
to wepi fs not only removes possible
ambiguity, but gives emphasis to the
idea of salvation, now expressed for
the third time, the word occurring in
each of the three subdivisions of this
introductory paragraph.

be{moar kai é€npatimoar mpodiTar,
(even) prophets sought and searched
diligently] As to the form é&npatvy-
oav, usually in the Lxx. and always in
the N.T. the best MSS. have épavvio,
not épevvéow. This is the only occur-
rence in N.T. of éfepavrdw, which is in
like manner coupled with éx{yreiv
in 1 Mace. ix. 26. There is obvious
force in the use of the two suceessive
verbs, each strengthened by é&.
“ Seeking out” is the more general
term, “searching out” the minute
and sedulous processes of thought
and investigation which subserve the
seeking.

mpogfrar without an art. is not
likely here to have a limiting power,
“some prophets,” mot all : such a
restriction is not needed, for, though
that which is said was in strictness
true of some only, there would be
nothing unnatural in gathering up
the prophets into one whole. But a
moreemphatic senseis gained by giving
mpoth. an indirectly predicative force,
“men who were prophets”; or, as we
should say, “even prophets”: even
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the receivers and vehicles of God’s
revelations were in thisrespect them-
selves seckers and searchers like any
other men. This interpretation agrees
with the highly probable derivation
of the idea from our Lords own
words in Mt. xiii. 17; Le x 24:
while the one evangelist has 8ixaio
and the other Bacdieis, both alike
have wpogirat.
of mepl Tis eis vpds ydpiTos wpohr-
revaavres, who prophesied concerning
the grace which has wreached unto
you] These words define what pro-
phets were meant. Where there was
prophecy concerning the grace, there
there was also theseeking and search-
ing concerning this salvation,
x@p:s here is evidently grace in the
- simplest and most general sense, the
manifestation of what we call gracious-
ness, of favour and acceptance on the
part of God, as dependent on His own
free good pleasure, not on any cove-
nant or obligation. The favour and
acceptance specially meant must be
the favour shown in the admission of
the Gentiles into the covenant. There
is a striking example of this use of
the word in Acts xi. 23 and perhaps
some other passages (xiii. 43 ; xiv. 3;
xviii. 27; xx. 24 (St Paul)) This
limitation agrees with the use of
the phrase eis dpas, which (as in 2. 5)
doubtless means “reaching unto you,”
“ coming to include you.” But it is
more clearly determined by the con-
text. That is, the admission of the
Gentiles is a marked element in the
later prophecy; and on the other
hand it iz difficult to see in what
other sense a xdp:s to men of the
apostolic generation could intelligibly
be called the subject of O.T. prophecy.
This interpretation is quite consistent
with the N.T. language which em-
phatically refers the new state of
‘Christian Jews, no less than of Chris-
tian Gentiles, to the “grace of God”
{see e.g- Acts xv. 11; Rom. iii. 22—24;
Tit. ii. 11). The grace which welcomed
the Gentile bore more visibly the

H.
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character of grace than the grace
which raised the Jew out of a legal
covenant, though both were essentially
the same.

Now however we must go back to
ask what St Peter had in view when
he spoke of the prophets, who pro-
phesied of the grace granted to the
Gentiles, as seeking and searching
concerning 2 salvation then as yet in
some sense unrevealed. The grace
was the general subject of their
prophecies, the subject alike of God’s
revelation and of their enquiry. The
salzatiorn, which was to proceed from
“the grace,” was the special subject
of their enquiry, chiefly in reference
to “the season”; but it was not, in
the same way and to the same extent
as “the grace,” a subject of the
revelation of which they were the
vehicles. Or, to put it in other
words, they knew that God had made
known to them His mind towards
the surrounding nations ; but they
did not feel that He had made known
to them in what manner and under
what circumstances He would give
effect to the gracious purposes of His
mind. 8t Peter doubtless found the
evidence for this seeking and search-
ing in the prophecies themselves: in
other words he recognised in them an
intermingling of Divine declaration
and human enquiry : part of the pro-
phets’ message was plain to them-
selves ; part they saw but dimly, and
longed and strove for clearer vision.

It is not quite 8o obvious what are
the elements of their message which
belong to these two heads respec-
tively. The best explanation seems
to be this. The prophets had a
Messianic hope, made up of various
elements, and taking various forms :
they had also, rising out of this funda-
mental Messianic hope, what we may
venture to call a catholic hope, a hope
of universal range, embracing all
mankind, looking forward to a day
when the nations of the earth should
have a place in the people of God.

4
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But the nature of the salvation thus
to be bestowed on the Gentiles was
dim to them ; still more dim the means
by which it was to be wrought out,
the instrument by which that inward
transformation, which is the true
saving of the soul, was to be pro-
duced, even what the Apostles call
“the faith,” * the end” of which is
“galvation of souls.” It is a remark-
able illustration of this chasm in O.T.
prophecy, that, when St Paul is wish-
ing in Rom. and Gal. to justify out of
the O.T. his doctrine of salvation by
faith, the one text from the prophets
which he is able to adduce is Hab.
ii. 4 ; his other great proof-text being
the Pentateuchal saying about Abra-
ham, The same newness of the con-
tents of Christian faith is vividly
expressed in those words of St Paul
to the Galatians (iii. 23), of which we
seem to catch an echo in ». 5 above,
“ Before the faith came, we were
guarded (égpouvpovueba) under a law,
shut up unto (or till) the faith which
was to be revealed (eis r. péMovaav
wiorw dmoxahvpbivar).” We need not
then assume that the seeking and
searching were concerned exclusively
with the time or season at which the
salvation should appear, merely be-
cause the next verse specially refers
to the season (xatpdr) as an object of
their search.

11. A very difficult verse, as re-
gards both the construction and the
precise meaning of single words.
What is the construction of &87hov1
Two plausible but impossible construc-
tions may be set aside at once. First,
the favourite construction in modern
times, making els riva # moior xaipdy
the object of é37Aov, “ to what season
the Spirit was pointing ”; in short, the
sense which would be given by the
absence of els. It is a fatal objection
that 8yhow i8 never found with s
(except of course in reference to

persons to whom a thing is shown),
and its form and meaning render it
difficult to believe the usage possible,
Spide being simply “to make plain.”
Again, the order of words renders it
necessary to take mpouapr. a8 govern-
ing what follows : i.e. we cannot take
wpopaprvpopevor as absolute, and &
els Xpworor waf. as governed exclu-
sively by éddhov. Three constructions
remain : (1) to take rd...wafipara as
governed by both é3hov and wpopapr. ;
(2) to take édjlov absolutely without
an object; (3) to take édphov with
wpopaprupduevor in the sense “signi-
fied that it mpoepapripero.” This last
construction is perfectly good Greek
(as eg. Plut. Pomp. 63 éilooe 8¢
Katoap €pyp adodpa pofodpevos Tow
xpovor) ; but it is apparently not used
with this or similar words in the N.T.
(Acts xvi, 34 very doubtful; 1 Tim.
v. 13 imperfectly analogous) ; and the
sense yielded is a feeble one. Again,
to take édjAov absolutely ‘“made
manifestation” is an uvnatural use of
language, 1 Cor. iii. 13 being no true
parallel, for there the preceding
words supply an object. But see
Polyb. z2. 11. 12 émei 8¢ éonpeidoarre
7. Tomor, kaff 6v édfhov rwa rér yakkw-
pdrov bia rfis cvpralelas, where é8ijhov
seems to be absolute. (The reference
is to brazen vessels set in a trench
within the city wall, and rested a-
gainst the earth, so as to transmit
the vibrations of the blows of the
besiegers’ mines.)

It remains to take éd7Aov ar directly
transitive, but sharing its government
of ré... madipara with mpopaprupdpevoy,
the accus, standing at the end. This
does no violence to grammar or order,

and yields a fair sense. Now the
details.
eis Tiva fi woiov kapév. [On kapés

see Schmidt Syn. ii. 6o ff, 71 f] The
N.T. writers for the most part use
kaipos in its proper classical sense, not.
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év avtols mvevua XpwoTov mwpomap-

11 édphobiro

time simply as time, measured by
years, months, days, or hours, but
““geason,” i.e. time in rclation to some-
thing external to itself, the time when
something regularly recurs or the
time specially fit or advantageous for
something: according to the old Greek
definition, not quantity, but quality, of
time. (Apoc. xii. 14 merely repeats
the L.xx,,and that the curious Aramaic
use.) In the few places where the
sense appears to be more strictly
temporal, it is apparently used with
a purposely vague force, much as
we sometimes use “season.” Owing
probably to the manner of its use in
Daniel, it evidentlyin our Lord’s time
was specially used with reference to
the fulfilment of prophecies and
national religious expectations (Mt.
xvi. 3; Me. 1. 15; xifi. 33; Le. xii.
56; xxi. 8, 24; Acts i. 7; 1l 19;
xvii, 26; Eph. i. 10; 1 Th. v. 1; 1
Tim. vi. 15; Tit. i. 3; Heb. ix. 10;
Apoc. 1, 3; xi. 18; xxii 10—not all
equally clear, and with gradations).
There is therefore special fitness in
«apéy here. On the other hand the
fancied reference to Dan. ix. 2 or
ix. 23ff. may be safely discarded as
neither really appropriate in sense
nor considerable enough to justify St
Peter’s high language.

riva § moiov. In Mt., Le., Acts
(xxiii. 34), Apoe. waios loses its classi-
cal force of “kind,”! but only with
reference to locality (including way)
and time. The same use with the
same restriction (indeed there are no

1 Liob. Phryn. 59 cites motos ag having
the gense of wodawés in Phereer. ap. Plut.
il. rt4r r and Callim. Epigr. (36. 2
Spanh.). But the former case falls
under the ordinary comic use of moios
in scornful interruptive questions (see
L. Dind. in Steph., Thes. Gr. Lin. ed.
Hase, 1324 D f.) and the latter, metrical
congiderations apart, is not clear.

cases of time) appears in the 1xx,, in
which (with the exception of Deut.
iv. 7f.; Judg. ix. 2 (Cod. A); Jonah
i. 8, gquod wvide) it always. stands for
the local pronominal particle A} 'K,
elsewhere mot {méfer). But St Paul
certainly keeps the proper sense
(Rom. iii. 27; 1 Cor. xv. 35), and
80 probably St James (iv. 14) and
St Peter (here and ii. 20). Indeed
the same is implied by the insertion
of riva 7, as St Peter was not likely to
use an idle rhetorical repetition.
Practically the effect of riva # (not
riva xai) i8 to emphasise watov, # being
thus virtually corrective ; *“ what or at
least what manner of season”; if the
first impulse was to desire to know
precisely the “times” of the things .
prophesied by their mouths, they
would rest in the desire and effort to
know rather their “ seasons,” such as
the immediate present or the future,
and the general character of the
attendant circumatances.

épavvdrTes els Tiva i woiov kawpov,
searching Jor what or what manner
of season] Els probably expresses sim-
ply destination, “for what or what
manner of season”; i.e. in what man-
ner of season the Spirit prospectively
located the sufferings.

éSnhov 1o €v avrols mvetpa Xporod
.. 7h...mabjpara, the Spirit of Messiah
(which was) tn them was disclosing,
protesting beforehand of, the suffer-
ings] *Ed7\ovis prima facte a strange
word, for the whole sentence implies
that the season was just that circum-
stance of the subject-matter of pro-
phecy which the Spirit did not make
plain, and which therefore the prophets
sought to discover. But first though
dn\éw is often used of declarations
through articulate language, it is still
more often used of any indirect kind
of communication. (Thus, for instance
in grammatical writings it is used for

4—2
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the meaning of a word, just as the
corresponding Latin significo.) The
contrast is drawn in Lys. ¢. Theo-
mnestum i. c. 6, p. 116, wokd yap &v
épyov v 76 vopobéry dmavra v¢ drduara
ypdpew, doa Ty abmiy Sdvapw Exer
dAha wepi évds elmdv mwepl mavrwy
édihwger. Thus the word might
naturally stand for faint half-hidden
suggestions of the Spirit in the midst
of its clearer notifications. And,
secondly, the tense used is the imper-
fect, the force of which comes out
the stronger in contrast to éfe{yryoav
and éZppavimoar, where the imperfect
would evidently not have been out of
place, but was discarded by 8t Peter
in his preference for aorists It was
a process of disclosure which they
felt to be still proceeding.

10 év avrols mreipa Xpuwrrod. A
nmch disputed phrase on account of
. its possible convenience in <contro-
versy. It must evidently be taken in
correlation to ¢ els Xpeorov mabijuara,
and this consideration excludes the
supposition that Xpwrrot is an objec-
tive genitive, ¢ the Spirit which spake
of Christ,” a meaning which indeed it
would moreover be very hard to get
out of 76 mrvebpa Xpiorov taken by
itself. But the single word Xpiorod,
even as a subjective genitive, may be
understood in different ways. First,
it is often understood, in accordance
with the modern usage of the word
“Christ,” as strictly and exclusively
a proper name belonging to Him
whom we call Jesus Christ. In this
sense the phrase has been understood
in two ways, “ the Spirit belonging
to or proceeding from Christ Him-
self,” or “the spirit which in after
days dwelt in Christ, and became
His spirit.” This latter sense is not
however one that the words naturally
suggest. Theformer has found much
favour: it directly implies the pre-
existence of Christ. It fails however
to explain the peculiar phrase ra eis
Xpwwrov mabijpara, and it does not fit
the larger context, since to the pro-
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phets themselves the spirit within
them certainly did not present itself -
in this light. The apparent argument
for this view lies in the absence of the
article before Xpwrrod and Xpiorow,
since many assume that the article is
indispensable if Messiah is meant.
This however is an untenable assump-
tion, though it is true (1) that in most
books of the N.T. the idea of Messiah-
ship seems to retreat more into the
background when our Lord is directly
referred to as Xpwris than when He
is directly referred to as & Xpiords,
and (z) that of the few places where
the name is used generally, ie. as
having a meaning independent of its
application to our Lord, there is but
one where the article appears te be
wanting, Mec. i 34; and there the
reading is doubtful. But in St John
we find Meooias iv. 25 a8 well as rov
Meootiav i. 41, and there is no impro-
bability that Xpwrds would in like
manner be used by Jews speaking
Greek as well as 6 Xpiwrds. In the
1xx. {(and Ecclus, xlvi. 19) the art. is
often omitted with reference to
anointed kings®. Indeed without this
preliminary supposition the apostolic
use of Xpiorés without an art. would
be difficult to explain. If once the
sense of Old Testament Messiahship
be admitted, pointed doubtless by St
Peter’s strong sense that all Messiah-
ship was fulfilled in the Lord Jesus,
the whole sentence acquires a natural
and intelligible meaning. The phrase
70 év avrois mreipa XpioTod then at
once reminds us of the words which
our Lord applied to Himself in the
synagogue at Nazareth, m Is. Ixi. 1,
wretpa Kupiov én’ épé, od elvexer
éxpioév pe cayyelivacfar mreyois
k7. : cf Is xi. 1ff, Compare also
the language of Ps. cv. 15 respecting
the whole people in relation to other

1 Test. xii, Patri. Reub. 6 (uéxpt Te-
hewboews Xpbrww dpxiepéws Kpiarol, 8v
etwe Kipios) is not to be relied on; for
Xpwsot may easily be an adjective agree-
ing with dpxytepéews.
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nations, “Touch not mine anointed
ones (rév ypiordv pov), and do my
prophets no harm,” where the Divine
anointing or Christhood and prophet-
hood are set in parallelism as kindred
attributes of the children of Israel.
So also the Lxx. rendering of 2 Sam.
xxtii. I, 6v dvéammae Kipios ért Xpiorov
©¢od "laxa (taking Ly ag the preposi-
tion instead of “on high”) makes
Jacob to be at once the people over
whom David rules and God’s anointed,
It must be remembered that the
sharp distinction which we are ac-
customed to make between the
prophet on the one side and the
Messiah of whom he speaks on the
other does not exist in the O.T. itself.
The prophet, the people to whom he
belongs and to whom he speaks, and
the dimly seen Head and King of the
people all pass insensibly one into the
other in the language of prophecy ;
they all are partakers of the Divine
anointing, and the Messiahship which
is conferred by it.

As regards nrebua it is enough to
observe that on the one hand the
whole context shows the spirit here
spoken of to have been in St Peter’s
view distinct from the natural mind
of the prophets : they enquired con-
cerning its message as a message come
from without, from God : and on the
other that there is nothing to show
conclusively whether St Peter had in
view a personal inhabitation, so to
speak, by Him whom we call the
Holy Spirit, or simply a Divine pre-
sence and voice, such as would pro-
ceed from the Holy Spirit. On the
whole the latter is the more probable,
partly from the form of phrase o é»
avrois, not anything like 6 év adrois
Adhoiy, partly from the analogy of
v. 12 according to its most natural
interpretation.

mpopaprupdpevor, & word unknown
elsewhere (except in Theodorus Meto-
chita, about A.0.1300). The 7rpo- might
mean either “ beforehand” or “ openly,
publicly, authoritatively” (so some-
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times wpoAéyw, mpoeimoy, mpoypddw, On
which see Lightfoot on Gal. iii. 1);
but the latter sense does not well suit
the context. The simple verb papri-
poua: must on no account be con-
founded with paprupée (not—déopas,
which, except as a passive, is not used
in the N.T. or perbaps elsewhere),
a much commoner word in the N.T.
Maprupée is to be a pdprus or wit-
ness, i.e. it is to bear witness: pap-
tipopa: i to summon another to
witness, be it God or men, such sum-
moning to witness being for various
purposes, as to adjure, appeal, pro-
test, declare solemnly. See Light-
foot (contrast Meyer, Ellicott) on
Gal.v. 3. Both meanings are included
in the one Hebrew word '] (Hiph.
of ), but it is not likely that this
would affect St Peter’s use of the
Greek words. It is true that paprvpéw
is used of the Spirit John xv. 26 (cf.
Acts v. 32 onereading), but in & sense
imappropriate to this passage. The
lexicons treat the sense “bear witness”
as exceptionally sanctioned by Plat.
Phileb. 47 ¢, but wrongly : a meaning
much fitter for the context is the
legitimate meaning “appealed to you
for the truth of the assertion.” Usually
the person called to witness is ex-
pressed, of course in the accusative;
but there are many exceptions. Thus
Josephus(de Bello Jud.iii. 8, 3) in what
he calls a secret prayer to God, after
Jjustifying his submission to the Ro-
mans ag a following of God’s Provi-
dence, says * papripopar 8¢, and 1
protest in Thy sight, I call Thee to
witness, that in departing I am no
traitor but a minister of Thine.” Es-
sentially similar to this is Acts xx. 26,
where papripopar means “I declare to
you, calling God to witness ” ; also Acts
xxvi. 22 (right reading), followed by
e, not ¢ri, where it is worth notice
that the subject-matter is the fulfil-
ment of prophecy concerning the
sufferings of Messiah. 8o also in Gal.
V. 3 papripopar {contrast éye Ilabhos
Méyw of v. 2} seems to be “I appeal to
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the law,” “I call the law to witness,”
with reference to what St Paul has
quoted from Deut. in iii. 10. Some-
what different is the senze of appeal
in Eph, iv. 17 and 1 Th. ii. 12 (right
reading), which rather resemble Plut.
il 198 (of Homer), év 8¢ 7§ mwpodia-
BdA\ew pévoy oV papriperas xai Siayo-
peves wijre yphobac xrX. “solemnly
warns not to use ’—a charge as in the
presence of God. These usages of
papripopar render it probable that St
Peter meant by mpopapr. “calling
God as a witness in prophetic an-
nouncements”; i.e. that the Spirit did
not profess to speak as it were in its
own name, but appealed to Jehovah
a8 the true authority, whether in such
direct words as “ Thus saith the Lord,”
or in other less direct forms of speech.
Perhaps 11 Is. lifi. 1 was specially
meant. The subject-matter of appeal
is put in the accusative as in the
passage of Plat. Phileb. cited above.
There i8 no other instance of this
construction of waprdpopar in the N.T.

ra €ls Xpiordy wabijuara, the suffer-
ings destined for Messiah] This cannot
possibly mean the sufferings of Christ
in our sense of the words, i.e, the
sufferings which as a matter of history
befell the historical Christ (udprvs rév
Tol Xprorot mabyudray, v. 1), It is in-
telligible only from the point of view
of the prophets and their contempo-
raries, the sufferings destined for
Messiah. It is worthy of notice that
this meaning of the preposition is ex-
pressed in all the English versions
before 1611 from Tyndale onwards,
“ the passions (sufferings) that should
eome (happen) unto Christ.” This use
of eis is substantially the same as in
eis Ypds, o2, 5, 10. The sense is thus
rightly expressed by Hipp. DeAntichr.
12 oi...mpoxnpofavres Ta eis avroy
guufnodueva wdén, whether he had
this passage in view or not. The
same idea probably underlies a less

obvious use of els for prophesying in
respect of that which was to come in
Ign. Philad. 5. 2 xai rods mporiras 8¢
dyandpey, 8id 1O kai avrods €ls TO
evayyéXioy xarnyyelkévar kal els
avror [Christum, lat.] wifew xai av-
Tov dvapévew, and again in 9. 2 on the
advantage of the Gospel over the

_prophets, of yip dyamyroi mpogira

xarnyyeelar els avréy, To 8¢ evay-
yé\oy  dmdpriopd éotw ddbapoias.
Also an often quoted sentence of
Barn. 5. 6 oi wpogirai, dn’ adrod
éxovres . xdpw, els avTov émpodrTev-
oav, where, if the reference is to
our passage, T¢ €v avTals wwetua
Xpiworot is wrongly interpreted to
mean the gpirit in them derived from
Christ. And again Just. Mart, Dial.
110 (336 C) of 8ibdoxahot tudy...Tovs
mwdvras Aéyovs 7. mepikonis Tavms eis
oy Xpiordy oporoyobow elpijobar
Tert. ade. Mare. iv. 10 Et si nihil
tale tn Christwn fuisset praedica-
tum...consequens est ut ostendas nec
in Christum suum tale quid eum
praedicasse...Cuom enim id se appellat
quod ¢n Christurn praedicebatur
creatoris. ¢. 18 Quae cum constent
praedicata in Christum creatoris.
This interpretation, “the sufferings
destined for Messiah,” tallies exactly
with Le. xxiv. 26 (#8e:), 46; Acts iii.
18; xvii. 3 (again &3e); besides xxvi.
23 already referred to. It is remark-
able that this short Epistle uses the
word suffer or suffering (raoyw, mady-
pa) Do less than eight times (including
jii. 18) with respect to Christ, whereas
8t Paul in all his Epistles uses it but
twice (2 Cor. i. 5; Phil. iii. 10), and in
both cases in connexion with the par-
ticipation of Christians in Christ’s
suffering, an idea to which St Peter
also gives expression iv. 13,

The question has sometimes been
raised whether here too it is the
sufferings of Chrigtians that are in-
tended. This is a most unnatural



1. 12]

THE FIRST EPISTLE OF ST PETER. 55

- 3 [ - -~ A
TavTa dofas' *ois dmekaAvgln dTi ovy éavTols vuiv de

interpretation as regards the principal
and direct meaning, but it seems to
be indirectly involved in St Peter’s
language on the supposition that by
Xpwrrov he means Messiah, and does
not use it as a mere proper name.
As we have seen already, the prophet
and the people share the Messiahship
of the King, being made partakers
with Him in ‘His sufferings and in
His glory. Compare the striking
phrase péroyot yip Tob xpirrod yeydva-
pev Heb, iii. 14, and consider what is
involved in Rom. xv. 1—3 and the
similar language of Heb. xi 26;
xiii. 13.

xai rds perd rabra Sofas, and the

glories that should follow them] The.

plural 86€a: (in this sense of the word)
is very rare, though not as the books
say unexampled : it occurs Ex. xv. 11
[xxxiil. 5 obscure, but like 1 Mac
xiv. 9]; Hos. ix. 11; also 2z Mae.
iv. 15 in parallelism with riuaf; and
80 Plut. ii. 103 E, miuds xai 8dfas. But
there must be some special force in
the unusual plural here. It is not
naturally to be understood of the
successive stages of Christ’s glory, or
{Hofmann in loc.] of manifold glories
making up one glory. Nor will a
mere reference to mafijpara suffice, for
{1} the singular 8é¢a is associated
with the plural mefijuara twice in this
Epistle (iv. 13; v. 1), and (2) ndfppa
in the N.T. is always plural except in
Heb. ii. 9, where the singular is not
collective but individual, one particu-
lar suffering being singled out by the
designation roi favdrov. The true ex-
planation doubtless lies in the true
interpretation of the whole passage.
S8t Peter is speaking of the prophets
and their several partial Messianic
foreshadowings, separate prophecies
of suffering being crowned with
separate prophecies of glory, both
alike wolvuepas xat movrpdmws. On
the other hand in the two other places

the subject iz not the broken and
scattered anticipations of old time,
but the single supreme glory of Him
who suffered under Pontius Pilate.

The antithesis of snffering and glory
stands with equal clearness else-
where; in this Epistle iv. 13; v. 1, 10;
also in Rom. viii. 17, 18; (z Cor. iv. 17
with dhiyrs;) Heb. ii. 13; and above
all Le. xxiv. 26 cited before. Familiar
as we are with the antithesis, reflexion
shows it to be far from obvious. It
probably belonged to the Jewish
language of the time. In substanceit
is doubtless derived from the O.T.,
though perhaps not from the wording
of any definite passages of it. Those
which illustrate the idea best are
perhaps 11 Is. xL. 5, in connexion with
or. 1, 2; Ir Is. il 13 (LXX. dofa-
odijcerar odidpa), in connexion with
liii.; and especially 1r Is, xlix. 5 in
connexion with #. 4 and also 2. 7.

12. ols dmexalihfy, to whom it was
revealed] ie. of course to the pro-
phets. It was not a matter of seek-
ing and search, but of knowledge
clearly derived from a voice of God.
Under what circumstances St Peter
thought of this revelation as having
been received, we shall have to ask
presently.

8t oly éavrois dpiv 8¢ dupxdvovy
avrd, that not for themselves but for
you they ministered these things]
All the better authorities (mss. &c.)
read vuiv not fuiv. The opposition is
less strong with 8¢ than it would be
with dA)d, but still there is a negative
on one side and an adversative particle
on the other. With juiv the reference
would be to Christians generally, and
so the opposition would be simply
between times, the times of the pro-
phets and those of the apostles.
With duiv the reference is limited in
the first instance to the Asiatic
Christians, as further identified by
dwmyyéhn Upiv in the next line and
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Sia rév edayyehioapévoy Tuas im-
mediately after. But doubtless St
Peter meant the statement to be
taken of all Gentile converts, as in
the case of the last preceding dueis,
viz. Tfis els Tpas ydpiros. Thus the
contrast between éavrois and vuir is
not merely a contrast of times, but
also of classes of men.

avré is ambiguous. It may be
adjectival, agreeing with the following
&, “those very things which”; in
which case & is the true object of the
verb dukorovy, and avrd should have
no stop after it. Or avrd may be a
true pronoun, the single object of
Supxdvovy, and @ merely the subject of
the following clause. In this case
avré may have for its antecedent
either ra mafjpara, doubtless with
kal Tas pera ratra Sofas added, or it
may have no exact verbal antecedent,
but mean gimply the subject-matter
of what the prophets prophesied.
This last loose reference of adrd
might be supported by some analo-
gous uses, but it i too harsh to be
likely to be right in a sentence
which already contains actual neu-
ter plurals. A direct reference to
ra mwabjpara and what follows on
the whole involves least difficulty.
Tempting as is the juxtaposition of
airdé and & to take them together,
the natural sense of the resulting
sentence would be that what was
revealed to the prophets was the
identity of their message with the
tidings carried by the Apostles, and
no such sense as this is possible. It
is best therefore to treat & w»iv
avyyéhn &c., a3 making a fresh start
to set forth the higher privileges of
Christians, and so as grammatically
standing on the same fooling as eis
a émifupoiow.

The phrase dm«érouy with an ace. is
remarkable, but not difficult. Ex-
amples are not wanting in late writers
of an acc. after Suakovéw of anything
supplied or furnished, eg. Clem.
Alex. 190 6 Aixvos Buakovjoes 70 Pds.
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(In the words commonly cited from
Joseph. [4nt. vi. 13, 6] Sakopiadvray
should probably be read for daxory-
advrer.) But St Peter doubtless
meant more than this. Further on,
in iv. 10 he has els éavrols avrd
Swaxovoivres s  kahol  oixovdpoe
wowiAns ydpiros feod. Origen on Ps.
xlix, (xlviii. Lxx.) 3 is often rightly
quoted, elo} 8¢ ordua Xpiorod ol ToV
Aéyov avrob Swakovoivres’. B8t Paul
in 2 Cor. iii. 3 has the curious phrase
éoré émaroy Xpworoi OSiakovnbeica
¢’ quev. In these three cases the
word expresses the function of one
who I8 a Sidroves to a primary giver
or author, consisting in the convey-
ance to others of his gift or his words,
as is definilely expressed in iv. Io
(2 Tim. i. 18 may be passed over, as
doa Sixdrnoev probably means “what
services he rendered,” a quite different
kind of accusative, common in all
Greek). The other pertinent place of
the N.T., z Cor. viii. 19, 20, is exactly
analogous, the primary giver however
not being God or Christ, but the con-
gregations of Gentile Christians whose
bounty St Paul conveyed to Judsa.
In spite therefore of the datives
ovy éavrois vpiv 8¢, which prima facie
appear to claim the &waxovia as
rendered to them, we are justified in
accepting the more appropriate as-
signation of the d:axovia as rendered -
to the God in whose name the pro-
phets spoke. Compare Apoc. x. 7 and
the antecedent O.T. passages, Am,
iii. 7 (Heb.); Zech. i. 6; Dan. ix. 6,
ro. Accordingly 8ukovovv here sets
forth the prophets as servants of God
conveying to others certain things
received from Him: and “not for
themselves but for you” is a better
translation than “not to, &c.” At the
game time those datives point out
that the wministration had another
gide, a relation to men the receivers

1 Compare Hipp. in Dan. xxiv. 30 {ed.
Bratke) Tatra {8eiv émifuuels dmep péXher
ooi 8¢’ épob (Gabriel) diaxovelrfar, a para-
phrase of Dan. ix. 23.
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a8 well as to God the Giver. Cf.
Heb. i. 14, where 8iwaxoviar means
ministration to God, but is coupled
with &i@ Tols uéMovras «Anpovopetv
gompiar; also Col. 1. 7. It is mo
argument against this view that in
iv. 10 not the dative but els éavrois is
used, for there (as in Lec. xxii. 17
[right reading]) reciprocal distribution
for common benefit is best expressed
by means of els éaurods. Compare
Clem. Exc. de Scrip. Theod. xxiv.
(p. 965) Aéyovaw of Ovalevrunavol ori
5 xard eis Tév mpopnrdy Zoyey myebua
éfaiperor eis Siakoviav, Tobro émi
wavras ToUs T. kkhnoias éfexvén.

The nature of the Siaxoria is deter-
mined by the context. The prophets
were ministers of the sufferings and
the glory appointed for Messiah, as
being spokesmen of God’s promises
on this head (cf. Acts xiii. 32). But
it does not follow that St Peter
meant to say that the utterance of
the prophecy, as distinguished from
the subject-matter of the prophecy,
was oUy éavrois. Doubtless whatever
the prophets spoke they spoke in the
first instance for the circle to which
they themselves belonged, their own
countrymen, their own contempora-
ries, their own selves. On any other
supposition the actual written pro-
phecies in our hands are unintel-
ligible, and so the idea of prophecy
itself becomes a baseless dream.
However remote a future might be
included in the scope of a prophecy, it
was given in the first instance for the
instruction and uplifting of the
present. But the vision of Messiah's
sufferings and Messiah’s glory could
manifestly have its worthy and perfect
fulfilment only in the distant future :
and moreover the remoteness would be
not of time ouly but also of race. These
highest revelations to the prophets
were inextricably bound up with the
revelation of the inclusion of the
Gentiles in the ultimate people of
God. In this sense St Peter's words
correspond to what is said in
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Heb. xi. 39, 40. See especially 11 Is.
lii. 15 in connexion with lii. 13 and
with liii.

There is however no sufficient
reason for limiting the statement to
the subject-matter of prophecy as
distinguished from prophecy itself.
The very words spoken by the pro-
phets were not for themselves alone,
or for their own countrymen or con-
temporaries alone, but for the Gentiles
and for the whole future. The uses
of prophecy did not cease when it
attained its principal fulfilment. In
making known the actual appearing
of the promised Messiah, the apostles
found the old prophetic word endued
with new power and instructiveness,
as the Acts and Epistles abundantly
attest : its place in their teaching is
distinctly marked in Rom. xvi. 26.
Their faith was not a new religion,
but a new stage in the old religion of
Israel, and it derived 2 large part of
its claims to acceptance from this its
appeal to the past in conjunction
with the present. The dream of a
Christianity without Judaism soon
arose, and could not but arise: but,
though it could make appeal to a
genuine zeal for the purity of the
Gospel, it was in effect an abnega-
tion of apostolic Christianity. When
robbed of His Messiahship, our Lord
became an isolated portent, and the:
true meaning of faith in Him was
lost. This was one of the most funda-
mental subjects of controversy in the
second century, and with good reason
the watchword of the champions of
the apostolic teaching was the har-
mony of prophets with apostles.

St Peter’s words were in all proba-
bility intended to include this mean-
ing along with the other, that is, to
set forth the ancient prophecies, as
well as their« subject-matter, as
destined for the benefit of other
times and other races; though the
negation which he employs is in
strictness applicable in the one case
only, and not in the other. It is
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remarkable that in 11 Is. xlix. 6 (cf.
xlii. 6} the prophet himself is spoken
of as made a light to the Gentiles, to
be God’s salvation unto the end of
the earth, the raising up of the tribes
of Jacob being at the same time
spoken of as a light thing ; and such
was likewise the office assigned to the
chosen people whom he represented
(cf. Ix. 31f). 'This office of the pro-
phet and people must have been
brought home retrospectively to St
Peter's mind by his sense of the
missionary character of the apostolate
as originally commissioned, and of the
Christian Church itself. His formula
Not for themselves but for you de-
scribed the place alike of Israel in
the midst of the nations, and of the
Christian Church in the midst of
the world. Before as after Christ’s
coming the privileges of a Divine
revelation were of necessity held in
trust for the benefit of those who had
not yet received it.

There remains the question, by no
means an easy one, whether the
“revelation” to the prophets here
spoken of by St Peter was given them
in answer to their seeking and search-
ing, or whether their seeking and
searching was preceded or, it might
be, accompanied by this particular
revelation. The former answer is
that which the order of the sentences
suggests, and on the whole it seems
to fit in best with the probable steps
of the process depicted by St Peter.
The steps seem to be these: the
Bpirit of Messiah within the prophets
signifies, with appeal to the word of
Jehovah, the sufferings appointed for
Messiah and the glories appointed to
follow them: the prophets enquire
and search concerning these things
thus appointed for Messiah, and the
galvation which they invoive and
promise, desiring speciaily to know
for what or what manner of season

they are destined, longing as they do
to be permitted themselves to “see”
them (in our Lord’s words): then in
answer to these enquiries it is re-
vealed to them that these things
were to befall Messiah not in their
own day or for the sake of their own
people only, but in a hidden future
and for the sake of all the nations
(*“Tif I be lifted up out of the earth
will draw all men unto myself”). On
this view the words of #. 10 ol mepl...
wpogp. are used in anticipation of
what is said in other words in the
first of the three clauses of 2. 12, just
a8 the preceding words of 2. 10
anticipate what is said in the main
more fullyin z. 11. But to return to
the substance of what St Peter calls
the revelation. Implicitly, he seems
to say, the prophets received a Divine
intimation like that which the
apostles received before tlie Ascen-
sion (Acts i. 7), “It is not for you
to know times or seasons, which the
Father set within His own au-
thority ”; but they were permitted
to know that the manifestation of
Messiah belonged to the far future
and to all mankind. Accordingly a
senge of the protraction of fulfilment
into a more distant future is one of
the signs which distinguish late from
early prophecy, the distance of the
horizon not having been at first per-
ceived ; and again the universality of
the hope belongs especially to the
later prophecy, though it was lost in
the narrow and inhuman Messianic
expectations of the times subsequent
to the dying out of prophecy.

& viv dvyyyé\n, which things hace
now been set forth] This is one of
the instances of »uvy with an aorist
which are sometimes quoted to show
that the writers of the N.T. occasion-
ally use the aorist in the senge of the
perfect. The mistake is due to an
unconscious transference of English
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or other modern limitations to Greek
usage. Nir is not, as is assumed,
identical in range of meaning with
“now,” if by “ now ” is meant “at the
present moment of time.”” Not to
speak of other uses of »iwv (see Journal
of Classical and Sacred Philology,
iii. 226 ff.), there are two which might
find place here, (1) “ but now,” “ just
now,” “lately” (John xxi. 10; Acts
vii, 52), the fuller form wiw & being
commoner in classical Greek, and (2)
“in (or “within”) the present time,”
such present time being thereby con-
trasted with an earlier state. The
second is the more probable meaning
here, as also in ii. 10, 25 : it is not un-
common in 8t Paul, Rom. v, 11; vii.6
(»wri); xi 30, 31; xvVi. 26; (Gal. iv. g;)
Eph. ii. 13 (pwwi); iil. 5; Col i. 21
{(vwvi), 26; 2 Tim. i. 10. The aorist
refers back to the original time when
the Gospel was preached in each
region of Asia Minor, while »or marks
that time as the initial point of the
present Christian position of the con-
verts. Compare Kiihner Gr. Gr.
$ 498, 1, 3. In English the perfect
affords the best approximation to the
sense here.
avyyyékn, set forth, is the word
used in11 Is. lii. 15 {ofs odk dumyyérg
mepl avrob Srovrai, kat of ovx dryroadiv
curjgovoy), the verse which at the
. beginning of the prophecy of the
sufferings of the Servant of Jehovah
declares His being made known to
the Gentiles, and which is quoted by
St Paul (Rom. xv. 21) a8 expressing &

principle followed by himself in his.

missionary labours. ’AvayyéMe, a
word common in all Greek, is espe-
cially frequent in the Lxx. (for several
Hebrew words denoting narration);
less so proportionally in the N.T,
being confined, with the exception of
these two passages and 2 Cor. once
(vil 7), to the Acts and to St John's
Gospel and First Epistle. A reminis-
cence of the passage in the Lxx. ap-
parently suggested the word here;
and the association of ideas thus im-
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plied confirms the identification of
vpiv with the Gentiles. But St Peter
probably meant more by the word
than the translators had done. Every-
where in the N. T. (for in John v. 15
elmev, not dvijyyether is probably the
true reading), unlike the 1xx., dvay-
vé\e clearly retains under one shape
or another its true classical force of
rehearsing, telling in successive par-
ticulars (dwd); differing thus from
dwayyéAde, which may denote any
kind of narration. The primary
wsage for detailed narrative (Acts
xiv. 27, doa; XV. 4, 60a; xix. 18, con-
fessions of different practices by
“many” belonging to different oc-
cupations ; 2 Cor. vii. 7, emphatic
enumeration of different emotions)
leads easily to the sense of unfolding
into various results or applications
what i8 already present in sum (Acts
XX. 27, o0 yap UmeoTe\duny...wacay ;
and 80 ©. 20, oudéy UmecTeldpny;
1 John i 5, expansion of the single
message [dyyeAia] in the next eleven
verses ; John xvi, I3, I4, I5, succes
sive interpretative expansions of vo
éudv into ra épydpeva ; iv. 25, applica-

" tion of a special knowledge of the

truth to the answering of all ques-
tions, marra). Compare the analogous
modifications of sense in éfnyoiuac
and in Juyyotpas, though they do not
include the idea of anmouncement,
which dvayyéA\\ew retains throughout.
Accordingly, as indeed the use of two
different verbs (dvmyyé\n, edayyehira-
pévwr) suggests, the phrase & »iv
dvyyé\y vpiv doubtless includes not
only the announcement of the histori-
cal facts of the Gospel, but, yet more,
their implicit teachings as to the
counsels of God and the hopes re-
vealed for men.

Sud, through, marks the speaker of
the announcement to be God or the
Spirit, using a8 His instruments the
bearers of good tidings. The sense
is brought cut clearly by the double
phrase of Matt. i. 22, ii. 15. The
simple &:d in this sense is common in
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St Matthew (ii. 5, 17, 23; iil. 3; iv.
I4; Viil. 17; xii. 17; xiil 35 ; xxi. 4;
xxiv, 15; xxvil. g), and occurs in
Luke xviil. 3I {yeypappéva); Acts ii.
16; xxviii 25; Rom. i. 2; in all
these cases in reference to the old
prophets : in Heb. ii. 2, 3 it is used in
reference to angels and to “the
Lord” himself. In St Luke (i. 7o)
and Acts (i. 16; iii. 18, 21; [?iv. 25;)
cf. xv. 7), we find the more Hebraistic
form 8:a4 oréparos, which in the Lxx.
of 2 Chr. xxxvi, 21 f stands for the
common ‘B3I,

dd oy edayyehigapévev  Dpds,
through them that brought you good
tidings] This construction of edayye-
Aifopar with the accusative, not found
in the Lxx. or other Greek transla-
tions, but following the construction
of the virtually transitive 73 (espe-
cially to gladden [with good tidings]),
is constant in 8t Luke and the Acts
where recipients are mentioned but
not the subject of the message;
while the dative is as regularly em-
ployed (Acts xiii. 32 not being a true
exception, but rather a case of at-
traction: cf. Kiihner, &. G. ii. 285 f.),
where both are mentioned : St Paul
uses the dative in both cases, except
in Gal. L 9, where vuds follows vpuiv
(perhaps twice repeated) in the pre-
ceding verse : if, as is not improbable,
the first suiv is an interpolation, the
usage of these two verses exactly
agrees with St Luke’s, on the supposi-
tion that mag’ & k.. is in each case
adverbial. In Eusebius and other
late writers cva’yyk’)t{opm takes a
double accusative. The use of the
verb itself in the N. T. is founded on
three passages of 11 Isaiah xL. g ; Ll 73
Ixi. 1. The last in particular receives
special weight from Christ's express
appropriation of it (Luke iv. 18: cf.
Matt. xi. §{| Luke vii. 22). In Acts,
St Paul, and St Peter it naturally

meane proclaiming the central glad
tidings of His Life, Death, Resurrec-
tion, and Ascension. In Acts xiii. 32
it stands in the same antithetical
relation to the prophetic promises as
here.

The persons denoted by the phrase
are all those to whom the Christians
of any of these provinces owed their
first knowledge of the Gospel, includ-
ing alike St Paul and any lesser
evangelists. As regards this par-
ticular function of apostleship, they
were all apostles, Compare Rom.
X 15, wds O knpvlwow éiv py dmwo-
oraldotv; kabldmep yéyparras Qs
wpaior of wides 1Oy ebayyehlopévwy
dyafd.

wyevpart dyly dmooraléime dr’ od-
pavod, by & holy spirit sent from
heaven] The preceding év of the
common texts is an early interpola-
tion, apparently Alexandrian. Itisa
natural introduction of the idiomatic
év mvevpare which, with or without
additions, occurs in various forms of
phrase in the N. T, as also in post-
biblical Hebrew usage. The curious
phrase “to prophesy in Baal” (Jer.ii. 8;
xxiii. 13) may be analogous : in Neh.
ix. 30; Zech. vii. 12 (cf. Job xxvi. 13;
Is. iv. 4; Zech. iv. 6) 3 need be no
more than mstrumental the subject
being God Himself, not men inspired
by Him.

The simple dative mvedpar: dyle
accompanying a verb of speakmg
(edayyehioapéver) is virtually umque
The nea.rest a.pproxlmatwn is Acts
VI 10, OUK CO’XUOF avrm'ﬂ;va.-. Tﬂ 0'O¢la
kal T¢ mvevpar: @ éAdher (Stephen),
where the combination with copia
modifies the sense of nvebua, and both
datives are apparently modal. Com-
pare Sir, xlviii. 24 avedpan ye-ya?\co
eldev Ta &rxara (Isalah) Twice in
the Acts 8« (8. 7o m.) is used in
the case of prophetic intimations on
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approaching events (xi. 28; xxi. 4),
where 2 more Hebraic writer would
probably have used &v r$ mvevpars
Here 8:¢ would be out of place, even
if it had not already preceded ré»
edayyehirapévwor. The dative here is
not “instrumental” : it is the true “dy-
namic” dative, from which is derived
the properly “instrumental” dative of
common usage (likewise by some in-
correctly called “dynamic”), hardly
distinguishable in sense from the
genitive preceded by &.4d. It ex-
presses that in woirtue of which a
state of things exists or an action is
performed. Its distinctive force is
well shown in an often quoted passage
of Plato (Zheaet. 184 ¢ p), in which
the facwlty which makes sensation
possible (& Spéduev, ¢ drovope), that
is, the “soul” is distinguished from
the organs through which sensation
takes place (8¢ of dpduer, 8’ of
droveper). The “ spirit” here spoken
of was not a means employed by
themselves, but an animating power
within them.

There is a certain awkwardness in
the English phrase “a holy spirit,” due
partly to imperfect correspondence
between the Greek conception of
wvebpa as used in the N. T. and the
English conception of “spirit”: but
it is a nearer approximation to what
seems to be the true sense than any
other rendering. The difference from
what would have been the sense had
TG dyle wvedpare stood here is illus-
trated by the language of St Peter on
the first Christian day of Pentecost,
a8 recorded in the Acts (il 17, 33),
first éxyed dmo Toi wvelpards pov
from Joel ii. 28 (Lxx., not Heb.), and
then, in the fulfilment, rjr Te émayye-
May oD mredparos Tot aylov AaBer
mwapd 1o marpds éféyeev TobTe B
Tpels [kai] BAémere kal drovers,
where most Western documents too
explicitly, but with substantial cor-
rectness of sense, add 7o ddpoy
{(donum, donationem, gratiam) to
Todro. REach operation or manifesta-~
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tion of “the Holy Spirit” may be
represented, and in the N. T. is most
commonlyrepresented, as immediately
due to “a holy spirit”; and much
confusion has arisen from a failure to
recognise this intermediate sense.

The adjective “holy” retains its full
force. The designation “ Holy Spirit”
(of God) or “B8pirit of holiness,”
adopted originally from 1r Is. Ixiii.
10f.; Ps, li. 11 is common to the
N. T. and Jewish theology (Weber
Altsynag. palist. Theol. 184—7 :
also in Wisd. ix. 17 [ef. i. 5; vii 22];
but not in Philo). In the N.T. it is
no mere name, but expresses an
essential characteristic, in contrast to
the mixed or even evil qualities as-
gociated with spiritual powers and
operations in a time of promiscuous
religious fermentation. Thus the
“ gpirit ” here spoken of was not only
“ holy” as coming from the holy God,
but, a8 a spirit of revelation, had
holiness for the governing principle
and purpose of the message which it
inspired.

dmoorakévri &m’ ovpavod, sent from
heaven] The idea of a mission or
commission, properly belonging to
dmooTéAhe as distinguished from the
more generic méurw, is obliterated in
the 1xx., which almost dispenses with
méumro. In the N. T. it is apparently
preserved, except in (the common
source of) Matt, xxi. 3 and Mark xi. 3,
and perhaps in Mark iv. 29 (contr.
Apoe. xiv. 15, 18 and Acts x. 36), in
both which passages there is a remi-
niscence of the Lxx., as well as not
improbably a latent suggestion of mis-
gion. The idea of mission is natural
here as derived from such language as
that in which the coming of the Holy
Spirit, or specially the Pentecostal
manifestation of it, is described else-
where, chiefly as a result of the As-
cension. The principal passages are
Luke xxiv. 49 (kai 8ot éyd éfa-
moorTéANw iy énayyekiay rod marpls
pov €@’ Vpds), together with Aets i. 4
(rraprfyyethey  avrols ... mepipévev T
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émayyeNiay Tol marpds Tv nrovoaré
pov); three passages of St John'’s
Gospel, xiv. 26 (¢ 8¢ mapdxAyros, T
wyebpa 16 Gytoy & wéprer & marnp év
TG Svopari pov), Xv. 26 (frav Ay &
wapdrAgros Ov éyd wépYe vulv wapa
Tob warpds), Xvi. 7 (édv 8¢ mopevba,
méudo adrov [sc. Tév wapdAnrov]
mpds vpas) ; and Gal. iv. 6 (8ri 8¢ éore
viol, éfaméareiher 6 feds T wrevpa
rob viol adrod els ras xapdias nudy).
In the last passage the parallelism of
language with what is said of the
sending of the Son in the preceding
sentence (v. 4 dre 8¢ fAfev T6 Thijpwpa
Tob xpovov, éfaméoTeidey 6 Beds Tov
viovavrot}issignificant : as the Messiah
was “gent forth” (Acts iii. 20, 26;
Heb. iii. 1), so after Him the Spirit
was *“gent forth.” Compare m Is.
xlviii. 16, according to the most
probable construction (LxX. xai »iv
kipios Kipros dméorel\éy pe kal 76
mvetpa avrov). What had been said
of the universal gift to the Church is
here applied by St Peter to the
special gift by which the bearers of
the evangelic message were inspired
(cf. Eph. iv. 8—13). :

dn’ ovpavet, from heaven] The
spirit spoken of, though operative on
earth, wag not of earthly origin: it
was an illumination from above. Part
of the same sense is otherwise ex-
pressed in those passages of the Acts
which describe the {or a) Holy Spirit
as “falling ” upon converts (viii. 15 £.;
x. 448 ; xi. 15ff.; of. Ezek xi. 5).
The phrase “ from heaven ” will cover
either or both of the forms of speech
as to the Sender ; as the Father (Jo.
xiv. 26 ; Gal. .c.), or as the Son (Luke
le.; Acts Zc. ; Jo. xv. 26 ; xvi, 7; cf.
Eph. iv. 8): they are virtually com-
bined in the initial saying in Jo.
xiv. 16 (kdyd époriow Tov marépa kai
d\hov wapdxhnror Suoe vpiv).

This spirit by which the apostles
and their disciples proclaimed their
message is evidently meant to be
represented as corresponding to the
gpirit in the prophets; but St Peter
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does not identify them ; they were, so
to speak, different modes of the One
Spirit.

eis & émiupotow dyyedos mapaxingat,
tnio which things angels desire to look
down] This sentence is added at the
close of the digression on the search-
ings of the prophets, fulfilled in the
apostolic preachings. As in the
Apocalypse (xix. ro; xxii. 6—9; see
Ewald Sieb. Sendsch. 24), the inter-
preter angel declares himself to be a
“fellow servant” of St John and of
St John’s brethren, the prophets in
the past and the faithful sufferers in
the present, so a glimpse iz given
here of the fellowship of angels with
prophets and evangelists, and im-
plicitly with the suffering Christians
to whom St Peter wrote. Moreover
this fellowship is expressed in a form
analogous to the questionings and

-aspirations of the prophets, for the

Incarnation was a beginning as well
ag an end: a great and mysterious
future still remained to be accom-
plished.

In the absence of an article d&yyehot
exactly resembles mpogpfirac in . 10;
not “the angels,” or “some angels,”
but ¥ even angels.”

The precise meaning of the sentence
depends on the precise meaning of
mapacvyrar.  Apparently no ancient
evidence supports the tradition of
modern commentators that mepaxinre
means a long or earnest or searching
gaze. The mistake seems to have
arisen from prematurely importing
into mapaxiyras in James i. 25 the
idea added by the subsequent words
xai mapapeivas. Kimreo and all its
compounds express literally some
kind of stretching or straining of the
body, whether up, down, or forward.
Hapaxvmre is to stretch forward the
head, as especially through a window
or door, sometimes inwards, oftener
outwards, When used figuratively, it
commonly implies a rapid and cursory
glance, never the contrary. Here,
however, nothing more seems to be
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meant than looking down out of
heaven. Tlapax¥mre is one of several
1xx. renderings of AP’ (Niph. Hiph.),
“t0 look down” ; some of the others
being Siaxvrre, dkxinre, karaximT.
For God’s looking down out of heaven
gpy (Hiph.) is several times used
(Deut. xxvi. 15; Ps. xiv. 2; lili. 3;
[righteousness lxxxv. 1z Niph.;] cii
20; Lam. iii. 50: cf Ex. xiv. 24):
and though this particular compound
of ximre is not employed in any of
these cases, it occurs in the Greek
fragments of the Book of Henoch
(ix. 1, p. 83 ed. Dillm.) in a phrase
which the presence of éx rév dyfwv
suggests to have been founded on two
(Deut. I c.; Ps. cii. 19), if not more,
of the above pagsages : xai deevaavres
ol téooapes peyddot dpydyyedor Me-
xanA kal Odpu)h kai ‘Padpaih xal
TaBpjh mapérvyrav émi Tav yijv
éx Tév dyiwy tot ovpavov’ The
coincidence is the more interesting
gsince in each case angels, not God,
are the beholders. Compare Ter-
tullian De spect. 27 : Dubitas illo enim
momento, quo diabolus in ecclesia
furit, omnes angelos prospicere de
caclo et singulos denotare, quis
blasphemiam dixerit, quis audierit,
&e. ?

The meaning of wapaxiyrai, as thus
determined, limits the possible refer-
ence of els &: the things into which
angels could look down must be on
earth, not in heaven. Now the
glorification of Jesus Christ, though
in one sense begun on earth, was con-
summated by the Ascension (cf. Acts
ii. 33—36); and therefore the ante-
cedent of & could hardly be identical
with the historical contents of the
Gospel message, the necessary key to
which was the final exaltation. On
the other hand, the natural reference

1 [Compare the text as given in the
Akhmim Fragments : rore raplalxiyavres
Mixadh xal OO[pdA xal Pagpahr «al
T'aBpiA[N], obroi éx Tol obparot éfedofar]ro
alpa (epa cod.) wohd éexvrviuer[ov] érl
Tiis yis.]
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of & here is to the & of the pre-
ceding sentence. If, however, as the
usage of dvayyéAhw has suggested, by
& viv dvpyyédn duiv was meant not
the bare narrative of the facts' of
the Gospel, but the message founded
on them, there is no contradiction.
The subject-matter of this derivative
Gospel, “ the Gospel ” of 8t Paul, was
no other than the subject-matter of
the seekings and searchings of pro-
phets, even the “ grace ” extended to
the Gentiles, and the accompanying
“galvation” (v. 10). But this mani-
festation of grace drew down the eyes
of angels less as a present fact than as
a promise of the future: they recog-
nised the fulfilment of prophecy as
itself a larger prophecy, subject to the
necessary conditions of prophecy, and
preeminently partaking of its mys-
teriousness. Thus much is implied
in the phrase “desire to look down”
{(émibupoiow mapaciyra, Dot wapaxinr-
rovew). The notion of a total or
partial veiling of past or present
events on the earth from their eyes,
and of a consequent desire of clearer
vision, is fantastic in itself, and alien
from the subject of the three preceding
verses ; while the vision of the future
apparently involves inherent limita-
tions for all finite beings.

From this point of view St Peter’s
words receive important illustration
from their often noticed affinity to
Eph. iii. ro. 8t Paul there represents
the present making known of the
manifold wisdom of God through the
Church to the principalities and
powers as one purpose of his preach-
ing of the Gospel to the Gentiles :
and the remarkable phrase  through
the Church” is explained by part of
the preceding paragraph (ii. 14—18),
on the founding of the two, Israel
and the Nations, in Christ into one
pnew man, the reconciliation of them
both in one body to God, and the
announcement of peace to them that
were far off and peace to them that
were nigh. The Church, in virtue of
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this its Catholicity, was not only the
herald of God’s all-embracing peace
to the ears of men, but its visible
embodiment in the eyes of men
and angels, Its very existence was
a memorial of Divinely appointed
barriers Divinely broken down, and a
living sign of a Will and a Power
which would work on till the victory
of love was universal and complete.
Neither to angels nor to men were
the last resources of the Manifold
Wisdom as yet disclosed: but a
sufficient pledge of the “ unsearchable
riches” contained in it was already
given in the Gospel, and in the lving
community created by the Gospel.

If this is the purport of Eph. iii. 10,
taken in conjunction with the im-
mediate eontext (iii. 1—21, but
especially oo. 4—6, 8—11, 18—21),
with other parts of the same Epistle
(3. 8—r11, 18—23; il 14—18), and
with the summing up of the Divine
dispensations in the Epistle to the
Romans (xi. 25-—36), we have a satis-
factory clue to St Peter’s drift like-
wise. The five words are a mo-
mentary outburst from the under-
current of his thoughts, fed from St
Paul’s two chief Epistles : compare the
last foar words of ii. 8, on a kindred
topic, derived in like manner from
the Epistle to the Romans. His pre-
sentiment of new unfoldings of grace
mingles with his sense of the fellow-
ship of angels. Beholding the earth
from above and beholding it within
the range of wider horizons, they
could not look on those first scenes of
the new drams of Providence without
feeling their prophetic significance,
and watching eagerly for fresh fulfil-
ments of the Divine process, of which
the call of the Gentiles was at once
the beginning and the symbol.

13. We come now to a new para-
graph, the exhortation founded on
the thanksgiving prolonged through

the ten preceding verses. The de-
tailed exhortations will follow in the
second part of the Epistle. Here on
the other hand St Peter gathers up
at the outset in general terms the
principles of Christian life, first as
towards God {13—21), and then, very
briefly for the moment, as towards
the brethren (22—25, and see begin-
ning of ii. 1), and then as towards both
God and the brethren at once, as
united in a spiritual society of which
Christ is the Head (ii. 1—10).

Auwd, Wherefore] Aws looks back over
all that has preceded, not at the last
verse only. On the strength of the
new life created by the Resurrection,
of the incorruptible inheritance, of
the salvation of soul which is the end
of the faith, and not least of the grace
which had opened the kingdom of
heaven to the Gentiles, foretold by
prophets, and watched eagerly by
angels, 8t Peter bids the Asiatic
Christians gird up the loine of their
mind, and set their hope definitely
on the true and rightful object of
hope.

dra{wodpevor Tas Sodias rijs Siavolas
vpdy, girding up the loins of your
mind] The girding up of the loins
was in itself merely such a gathering
and fastening up of the long Eastern
garments as would interfere least
with running or other active motion
(1 Ki. xviii, 46; 2 Ki iv. 29; ix. 1
&c.). It was a symbolic act of the
paschal ceremonies to denote the
readiness for the prompt march out
of Egypt through the desert (Ex. xii.
11), and is applied to Jeremiah’s
preparation for his prophetic office
(i 17: ef Job xxxviil, 3; xl 7).
Our Lord includes it in His teaching
of the disciples to be as servants wait-
ing for their Lord (Le. xii. 35); and
it had a specially sacred association
for 8t Peter personally in connexion
with the feet-washing deseribed in Jo.
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xiii. 4—16, as we shall see when we
come to v, 5. In the rLxx. the usual
verb i8 mepildvivpac. St Peter sub-
stitutes the less usual but for his
purpose more expressive dva{wrrvpar,
used also in the 1xx. (Prov. xxix. 35
=xxxi. 17) in the description of the
industrious house-wife (dralwoauéym
loxvpds THv dodiv adris).

“ Girding up the loins ” is of course
the disciplined promptness which is
the opposite of slackness and indolent
heedlessness. The sense is partially
limited by the addition of rfis &ia-
volas. Aidvora i8 a word of wide use
in Greek, answering most nearly to
“mind.” It is often opposed to odpa,
and includes all in man that thinks,
In the rLxx. it is hardly used except

as a rare rendering of 3§ or :l;l%, the
heart according to Hebrew speech
being treated as the centre of thought
a8 well as of every other human ener-
gy. Kapdia is immeasurably oftener
the rendering, even in places exactly
like those in which we find Sudvoia;
but there can be little doubt that
8idvora was simply snatched at ir-
regularly and inconsistently by the
translators to express what seemed
to them the meaning best suited to
the context. Its use by them in
Deut. vi. 5 has given it a prominent
place in the N.T., since Mt. (xxii
37), Mc. (xii. 30), and Le. (x 27) all
combine it with the other rendering
xapdia in the Duty towards God. It
was perhaps suggested to St Peter
by Eph. iv. 18, where it belongs to
St Paul's exposition of the foolish-
ness, unreality, and falsehood of the
view of the world generally prevalent
among the heathen and to his exhibi-
tion of the Gospel as a message of truth
a8 well as of salvation. Our Epistle
has at least two other traces of this
vein of thought, rj Jmaxofj Tiis din-
felas in 2. 22, and 76 Aoywor @8ohov
ydhe in ii, I : and accordingly here it

H.

is to a moral discipline of thought
and reason that St Peter appears
chiefly to incite the Asiatic Chris-
tians, as opposed to an indolent and
passive surrender to superficial views
and impressions.

vijiporres Tehelws, betng sober with
a perfect sobriety] A question arises
here whether redeiws belongs to -
¢ovres or to éAmioare: the former is
assumed by Oecumen., the latter a-
dopted by most though not all mo-
derns. St Peter's prevalent usage
elsewhere suggests a presumnption in
favour of taking an adverb with a
verb that precedes rather than with a
verb that follows. In i. 22 we have
dyamfjoare écrevis; il 19 mdoywy dbi-
xws ; il 23 kplvorre Sikalws, though 7@
precedes. Against these examples
there is nothing to set but iv. 5, v¢
érolpws xpivovri, where the order is
explained by the necessity of bringing
Kkpivorrs NExt to {drras kai vexpols. Nij-
e i3 simplyto be “sober” in the strict
sense, i.e. as opposed to drunkenness.
But it was sometimes used, as in the
N. T, in a figurative sense for a men-
tal state free from all perturbations
or stupefactions, clear, calm, vigilant.
So Ep. Platon. vii. 340D wapd wdvra
d¢ dei pthoaocpias éxdpevos kai Tpodis
Tis xal® fuépay s Gy adrov pdioTa
evpaldfi Te xal pviuova kai Aoyifeobar
Svvardy év avrg wigorra dmepydonTai;
Plut. Exmen. xvi. 5930 Antigonus
To0 Hevkéorov mavrdmaciv €xheAuvpévas
kal dyevvds dyovicapévou kal Ty dmo-
axeviy éhafe waocar aird Te vighorre
xpnodpevos wapd Ta Sewd xal xkr.;
Epicharm. ap. Luc. Hermotim. 47
Nagpe xai péuvas’ dmorev. This and
more than this appears to be implied
in rekeiws, which in a manner corre-
sponds to rijs Suawoias. They were
called on to be sober with a perfect
sobriety, one entering into all their
thoughts and ways, free from every
kind of mental or spiritual intoxi-

5
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cation, and thus able to have every
faculty at full command, to look all
facts and all considerations delibe-
rately in the face. It is the opposite
of heedless drifting as in a mist
(BAémere dxpies Eph. v. 15).  For this
moral #jyres cf. 1 Th. v. 6, 8; 2 Tim. iv.
5 (vipdpe év maow): in the latter place
it seems to be opposed to the morbid
habit of mind which craves for fables
rather than the naked truth.

&mlgare émt iy Pepouérmy.. ’Incob
Xpiorod, set your hope upon the grace
which is being brought to you in the
revelation of Jesus Christ] 'Exnilw
with a preposition is confined to the
1xx, and to writings which show a
knowledge of it, as Apocr, N. T,
Josephus. This use comes from a
literal copying of Hebrew use, the
several verbs rendered by éami{w be-
ing followed by 2, ‘?, '?R, and ‘?9,
though the distinction between dif-
ferent prepositions is very imperfectly
preserved. No Hebrew word ex-
actly answers to éAmifw, spero, “hope,”
and a more precise rendering of the
five verbs which it represents would be
“to trust,” “to flee to,” “to wait” The
substantive in connexion with év or els
or ér{ with either dative or accusative
is apparently never the object of hope
but always its ground, not the thing
hoped for but that which makes hope
possible; yet note Sir. il. 9 é\micare
els dyaba xai els edppooivgy kT,
where Fritzsche refers to Jer. viii
15, xiv. 19 for 5 P, hope (wait) for
(in neither place does LxX. use émilw).
Accordingly it is to Jehovah Himself
that hope is in most cases said to be
directed. The passages which come
nearest to St Peter’s émi mjv xdpev are
Ps, 1xxvii. {1xxviii.) 22, 098¢ fAmecar émi
6 carpior avrob; U (li.) 10, FAAmica émi
10 #Aeos oD Oeod elc Tov aldva; in both
places éAmi{ew represents N3 (trust);
xxxii, (xxxiii) 18, of dpfarpoi Kupt-

“ou émi Tous Pofvvpévovs avTéw, Tovs
rifovras émi 1o Eheos adrob ; exlvi.
(cxlvil) 11 (the same words); in both
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passages the Hebrew verb is 5m
(wait). In the N. T. we have (when
a person is the cause of hope) é\mifw
el in Jo. v. 45; 2 Cer. i 10; I Pet.
ifi. 5; éxf dat. in 1 Tim. iv. 10; vi. 17 ;
ériacc. in 1 Tim. v. 5. In these last
three places from 1 Tim. a real dif-
ference of sense appears from the
contexts to go with the difference of
case, the dat. being simply to hope on
God, the ace. to set hope on God:
this difference of rest and motion
being what we should expect with
the two cases. And so here likewise
the aec. probably means “set your
hope on the grace,” i.e. rest securely
on the grace and treat it as an assur-
ance justifying all possible hope,

my depopdmy Jpiv] Hépopar can
hardly have been used here in the
physical sense of rapid motion. Nor
is it really illustrated by Heb. vi. 1;
ix. 16; 2 Pet. i. 17, 18, 21. It is
merely the passive of ¢épw in its
commonest sense ‘ bring,” modified by
the dative, implying bringing for the
benefit of another, not simply giving
but something more, bringing as a
gift. This use is very common in the
1xx. for men's offerings to God: but
it occurs also for God’s gifts to men
Ps. lxxvii. (Ixxviii.) 29; I Is. Ix. 173
and also Wisd. x 14; and (pass.) Sir.
zlvii. 6. The force of the sense
“bringing” lies in the previous re-
moteness of the Asiatics as Gentiles
(Acts ii. 39 wao: Tois els papxdy ; and
still more emphatically Eph. ii. 13, 17,
the whole passage #o. 13—22 being
an expansion of what St Peter means
by the xdpis). Thus the choice of
verb here answers in a manner to the
choice of preposition in v. 10 (rijs €is
Jpds xdpiros), the same ydpis being
meant in both places. The present
tense excludes reference o a grace or
a revelation in so far as it had been
already received, and in like manner
év dmox. 1. X. cannot be separated
from the same phrase in 2. 7, where
certainly the revelation made in our
Lord’s past coming cannot be ex-
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clusively meant. But this nced create
no difficulty in respect of the grace
shown to the Gentiles, which in one
sense did already belong to the past
in virtue of their actual admission.
That admisgion was, strictly speaking,
rather the entrance into the grace
than the grace itself On the other
hand though the present tense is in
this instance compatible with a future
reference, so that the revelation might
be the final revelation of the Great
Day, this sense does not go well with
the use of ydpw. Thus the force of
the participle is strictly present. The
grace is ever being brought, and
brought in fresh forms, in virtue of
the continuing and progressing un-
veiling of Jesus Christ. God’s favour,
the expression of His love through
His gifts, is perceptible in and through
the knowledge of His Son. To set
hope on this grace was to take it as
the great determining fact in the
events of the future, the sure antidote
to all pessimistic thoughts suggested
by the daily increase of wmanifold
trials. At the end of the Epistle
St Peter recurs to the same thought
in another form (v. 12). He has
written, he says, bearing his testi-
mony that this is a true grace of
God: els fiv orire (right reading),
“unto which stand ye fast.” But hope
set on the grace implies what i8 more
fundamental still, hope on God Him-
self, and of that St Peter speaks . 21.

14. The construction is somewhat
irregular here. If we are to regard
style alone, we must (with Hofmann)
join @ 14 to ». 13, and let the new
sentence begin with d\Ad, thus mak-
ing émioare and yerifyre correspond
to each other. This is however a
sacrifice of sense to smoothness. ‘Ak-
\é clearly marks a contrast, and there
is no contrast of sense between . 15
and 2. 13, but an obvious one between
e.15and v. 14. Moreover the breadth
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and absoluteness of ». 13 is weakened
by having ». 14 tacked on to it. The
usual and right construction, begin-
ning with a participial claunse without
a conjunction, is supported by the
more peculiar but indubitable ex-
ample of . 22. The slight irregu-
larity in the words leading to the
verb will have to be examined pre-
sently.

os Téve bmakofis, as children of
obedience] Certainly suggested by
Tois viots rijs dmefias in Eph. ii. 2 (cf
v. 6), 2 passage which, as we shall see
presently, has left other traces here.
The phrase in Eph. denotes the
heathen, and 7 drefia (the disobedi-
ence) is probably intended as a col-
lective term for the moral anarchy of
heathenism (compare the analogous
collective term 7 wAdvy in Eph. iv. 14;
1 Jo. iv. 6 ; and probably 5 dwdry Eph.
iv, 22); “the sons of the disobedience”
being opposed to “the sons of the
kingdom ” (Mt. viii. 12 ; xiii. 38). The
form of expression is of course bor-
rowed from the Hebrew (see Ges.
Thes. i. 217), and to that extent
may be called a Hebraism : but there
is no reason to doubt that the figura-
tive Hebrew form was deliberately
chosen as better expressive of the
apostles’ meaning than a descriptive
and purely Greek phrase would have
been. Those are called sons or chil-
dren of an impersonal object, who
draw from it the impulses or prin-
ciples which mould their lives from
within, and who are as it were its
visible representatives and exponents
to others in their acts and speech.
Compare also iii. 6 : children of Abra-
ham were children of his obedience,
the obedience of faith (Heb. xi. 8).
With the other uses of the Hebrew
image of sonship we are not now
concerned. St Peter’s phrase differs
from St Paul’s in the use of the vague
réxva for viol and in the absence of an

5—2
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article before the substantive in the
genitive. Doubtless he meant by
obedience rather the principle of
obedience than the region or realm
pervaded by it.

But, while St Peter thus borrows,
with modification, a form of phrase
from Eph., the word dmaxoy itself is
an echo of the els dmakogy of . 2,
which, as we saw, is the obedience
involved in the Christian covernant,
consecrated with the blood of Christ,
answering to the earlier obedience in-
volved in God’s covenant with Israel,
consecrated with the blood of animal
sacrifices, a8 set forth in Hxod. xxiv.
7, 8. Hearkening to God’s voice, and
following its gnidance, is what St
Peter takes as the prime motive for
one who has been admitted into the
Christian covenant, the opposite of
such a relation to obedience (for those
who are within the covenant) being
that hardening of the heart of which
the xcvth Ps. speaks, and to which
the Epistle to the Hebrews gives
such prominence (iii. 7—iv. 11), calling
it at the same time dmrecbia.

“Yraxop Will meet us once again
(». 22), (makovw only in an irrelevant
passage, iil. 6): and we have dreféw
ii. 8; iii. 1, 20; iv. 17.

w7 ovvexnuati{dpevor, not fashion-
ing yourselves] This verb, here prob-
ably derived from Rom. xii, 2, is “to
acquire an outer form or fashion in
accordance with.” It is a late and nof
very common word. The force of it in
actual usage appears to be not so much
“to be fashioned in the likeness of”
a8 “to be fashioned in accordance or
congruity with”; not therefore here to
take the same fashion as the desires,
but to take a fashion suitable to the
demands of the desires. Thus Clem.
Paed. ii. 4 (p. 194 ed. Potter) says of
the Word that ovvappilerar xat ov-
oxnparilerar kaipois, TPOTWTOLS, TOTOLS,
On oyfipa, as the outward changeable

fashion, in contrast to popg, the per-
manent and essential form, see Light-
foot on Phil. pp. 125—131. Betweenour
pagssage on the one hand and two pas-
sages of St Paul, Rom. xii. 2 (as above)
and 1 Cor. vii. 31 wapdye: yap 10 oxijpa
Tob kéouoev Todrov, there is an interest-
ing link in 1 Jo. i. 17, where both «éo-
pos and émdupula are said wapdyeoda,
and the permanence attached to doing
the will of God reminds us of ». 15
combined with iv. 2. Compare the
language used by Tert. (De Cor. V.):
Substantia tibi a deo tradita est,
habitus a saeculo.

Tais mporepov. ..émibuplats, according
to your former lusts] The force of
wporepoy is fixed by év 1 dywolg vudw:
it means the former time before
they received the Gospel. Such de-
gires were of course not extinguished
still ; but they were characteristic of
the old time, and now they were in
great measure held in check by the
new desires of the Spirit (cf. Gal. v.
17). The use of wpérepor probably
comes from Eph. iv. 22 dmobéofa:
Ypds kara THY wpoTépay dvacrpody Tov
mahady dvbpomor. The word éme-
OBuuims was probably suggested by
the same passage of Eph, which just
above suggested réxva umaxois, viz.
ii. 3, where the sense i3 very similar
{cf. Bph. iv. 22). See also Rom. vi. 12,
where there is mention of obedi-
ence (vraxovew, cf. vraxor) to the de-
sires of the body. The evil character
attributed to desires by the apostles
belongs not so much to the desires
intrinsically as to their being accepted
as guides to conduct, the practical
investment of them with a kind of
authority. In iv. 2 (cited just now)
the word dvfpemwr contrasts the
sphere of desire with the will of God.
But further there is force in the
plural (émefuplas) which is generally
used, and which in 2 Tim. iii. 6 and Tit.
iii. 3 i3 strengthened by the epithet
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moixidar, Desires are represented as
s0 many separate disconnected indi-
vidual impulses having no root beyond
themselves, and not forming part of a
great and worthy whole. The capri-
ciousness of the standards which they
supply corresponds to the somewhat
depreciatory meaning of oxfiua. Con-
duct ruled by desires is irregular and
erratie, at the mercy of outward cir-
cumstances, not moulded by a consis-
tent principle of life within.

év mf dyvolg Uudv, in the time of
your ignorance] This word is one
of the battle-fields of dispute as to
the Jewish or Gentile origin of the
Christians addressed. "Ayvoia, dyvoéw,
dyvénua (Bleek, Brief an die Hebr.,iii.
pp. 37,511),are to a certainextent used
in the 1.xx. and Apocrypha(asindeed in
other late Greek literature), partly for
offences committed unwittingly, partly
for offences which it is desired to
speak of leniently, as we talk of
“follies ” or “ mistakes,” and the same
usage appears in the N.T. in Heb. ix.
7 and probably v. 2. It is urged that
there is also an allusion to it in St
Peter’s speech in Acts iii. 17, which
certainly refers to the Jews, and that
there is here a corresponding refer-
ence to Jewish sin before the Resur-
rection and Ascension as a pardonable
&yvoua. On the other hand it is
equally certain that St Paul at Athens
addressing heathen spoke of rods
xpévous Ths dyvoias (Acts xvii. 30);
that Eph. iv. 18 expressly refers to
heathen as darkened in mind, alien-
ated from the life of God, 8« .
dyvorav Ty ofcar év adroic; and that
it is often said of the heathen in the
O.T. and implied in the N.T. that
they knew not God. Moreover here
there is no force in a reference to par-
donable misconduct. It is therefore
most natural to suppose that 8t Peter
is referring te the time of darkness
before the true Light had shone upon

the Gentiles, though the word would
certainly not be inapplicable to such
converts as might formerly have been
Jews, How much there was in com-
mon in the two classes is indicated
by St Paul in the emphatic language
of Eph. ii. 3.

15. dANa kara Tov kakéoavra vpds
dyov, but like as he which called you
s holy] Karc has here virtually its
ordinary sense, “in conformity to,”
expressing the relation of a copy to
its pattern. Of course it answers to
auveynparifduevor. Some standard or
other will in practice be followed :
let it be, St Peter says, not a fashion-
ing after random desires, but an
imitation of the Holy God. Here
once more we have a form of phrase
suggested by Eph. ii. 2 which contains
not only xara 7, aléva r. kéopov Telrov
(impersonal), but xard rov dpyovra 7.
éfovaias T. dépos: and again by Eph.
iv. 24 7. xawédv dvlpomor TV kerd
Bedv xriorfévra év Bixatoovvy kal doud-
Tt s dApfeias, where the meaning
“in the likeness of God” is fized
upon xard Besv partly by xrobévra,
partly by the fuller phrase in the
parallel passage (Col. iii. ro), where
kar’ elkdva rob krigavros alrév actually
occurs. For another instance of xard
in this sense as applied to a person
compare xara "Ioadx in Gal. iv. 28 (see
the notes of Kypke and Wetstein on
this verse for clagsical examples). The
special nature of the likeness here in-
tended is expressed in dywov kai adrol
dytoL

rov kaléoeavra dpds] This word
“eall” is a favourite ome with 8¢
Paul (e.z. Eph. iv. 1, 4). Its special
force here, as denoting the calling
of the Gentiles, appears in Rom. ix.
24 obs kai éxdhedev fipas ob pdvor €E
Tovdalwv dAA& kal é§ éBviw, followed
by the (modified) quotation (kaAéow
réy o) Aadr pov Nadv pov) from
Hosea i. 6, 9, 10 (containing xakéw in
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8 somewhat different sense), itself
referred to by St Peter in ii. 10.
St Peter uses the word in a similar
sense again in ii. 9, 21; iii. 9; v. 10.
dywv] For this word we must go
a little forward to the next verse, the
present verse being expressly founded
on the words of Leviticus there
quoted. Those words occur with
slight modifications several times.
In Lev. xi. 44, 45 they are the
important words of a duplicate ecn-
clusion [Dillm.] to a long chapter
on things clean and unclean. In xix.
2 they stand still more emphatically
at the head of a chapter of miscel-
laneous laws, chiefly of a moral cha-
racter : “Bpeak unto all the congre-
gation of the children of Israel, and
say unto them, Ye shall be holy: for
I the Lord your God am holy.”
Finally they occur in xx. 7 (Lxx.; in
Heb. the holiness of God is not
mentioned), 26. Passages like these
distinctly attest the moral and re-
ligious purpose which pervaded the
Levitical legislation in the form in
which we now have it, and St Peter’s
appeal to their testimony resembles
our Lord’s appeal to Lev. xix. 18 for
thelove of our neighbour. They carry
us beyond the common idea of holiness
as a separation for comsecration to
God, since they turn on the human
imitation of the holiness of God, and
in this sense holiness cannot be as-
cribed to Him. We are thus led to
ask what is meant by holiness in God.
The epithet holy, or the name The
Holy One, is applied to God in many
books of the O.T.; but it is not easy
to seize the precise force of it. The
best account of it is in Delitzsch’s
article in Herzog? v. pp. 714—718, in
which he makes considerable use of
previous discussions {chiefly by Diestel
and Baudiesin). [For the Semitic
use outside the O.T. see the Pheeni-
cian inscription of Esehmunazar {cf.
Dam. iv. 8, 9, 18; v. 11) and a bilingual
formula of adjuration in which the
Assyrian Kadistu answers to the
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Sumerian nu-gig, free from disease ;
both cited by Delitzsch, p. 715.] The
Heb. EAMD is apparently derived from
the simple root T2 “to divide”; but
the meaning does not appear to be
“separate” in the sense of aloofness
or remoteness, but rather of eminence
or perfection. It seems to include
both immunity from defect and im-
munity from defilement or disease,
completeness and purity. It answers
nearly to the negative phrase in Jas.
1. 13 6 yap feds dmeipaorés éorw kakdy,
without experience of evil, having no
contact with evil, dmelpacros being in
late Greek eonfused with dreiparos.
According to this interpretation it is
interesting to compare the wonderful
saying which closes that section of
the Sermon on the Mount which
treats of the fulfilment of the Law
in Matt. v. 17—48 : "Eceafe oy Jpeis
TéAetor W 6 warip Tpdv o ovpdyios
rékeds éorw. This saying, though
founded directly on Deut. xviii. 13
(cf. Gen. xvii. 1), appears by its form
to contain also a reminiscence of
Leviticus; and, though ré\eos prob-
ably stands for DR, the affinity
of sense with ¥ATR will account for
the combination. “Ayros will thus
express {so to speak) personal and
intrinsic perfectness, as distinguished
from 8ikatos, which expresses perfect-
ness of dealing towards other beings.
In the N. T., except in association with
wvebpa, dyos 13 very rarely applied to
God. In Jo. xvii. I1 we have wdrep
dyie (followed in e, 25 by r. Sixae);
I Jo. ii. 20 xai dpeis xplopa Exere dmd
r. aylov; and in Rev. iv. 8 (cf. iii. 7 ;
vi. 10} the Tris Hagion from Isaiah.
In reference to Christ see Me. i. 24
Le. v, 34; Jo. vi.69: also Acts iii. 14;
iv. 27, 30; Apoc. dii. 7 (2 vi. 10).
St Peter’s use of the word is doubt-
less to be taken in connexion with his
appeal to the Christian covenant as
standing in the place of the ancient
covenant with the Holy One of Israel,
a name much used in Isaish {both
parts), and occurring in other books.
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xat avrol dyior...yeifipre, do ye
yourselves also show yourselves holy]
First as regards the construction, the
only irregularity consists in the pre-
sence of xai avroi. Take these words
away and the sentence becomes quite
smooth : “not fashioning yourselves in
accordance with your old desires, but
living in imitation of the holy Ged,
ghow yourselves holy.” The connexion
however of sense between the second
adjectival clause and the principal
sentence which follows was so close
that it was a real gain to draw them
together, as it were resumptively, by
inserting xai avroi, although the result
was to leave the first adjectival clause
hanging (u7 cvvexyparopevor k.T.\.).

As to the principal sentence itself,
we must not lose the force of yewy-
fnre, which i3 not equivalent to éoré
or éceafe. We have two modifications
of sense in yivopa: to choose from. It
might be “become holy,” implying
previous unholiness—a sense which
does not suit the language of the
chapter, But it may as easily be
“ghow yourselves holy,” “become”
being used a8 to manifestation, not as
to essence. The sjs éyemifyre Téxva of
iii. 6 i3 or may be precisely similar.
The meaning then is “show yourselves
holy, as you are,” “show forth in your
lives the character of holiness which
vou possess, Be worthy of it” Im-
plicitly, therefore, the phrase points to
the frequent language of the O. T.
about Israel as a holy people, holy to
Jehovah; and accordingly near the
end of the first part of the Epistle (.
9) St Peter says expllcltly vpels 3¢
-yevos ExhexToV, ﬁau‘c?\swv {eparevpa, €6-
vos dywor (from Ex. xix. 6). This
holiness is undoubtedly the holiness
of consecration or sanctity: the holi-
ness of act represented by it is the
conduct which befits members of a
people consecrated to Jehovah, But
the language of Leviticus shows that

according to O.T. belief the con-
secration of men to God is itself
moral, and is worthy of Him only in
8o far as it involves assimilation to
Him by perfectness and purity of life.
The Talmud {Nedarim fol. 324, R
Judah in the name of Rab; quoted
by Wiinsche, Neue Beitrdge zur Er-
{@uterung der Evang.,p.74] attributes
to Rab this saying, “ In the hour when
Jehovah spake to our father Abraham
‘Walk before me, and be thou perfect’
(Gen. xvii. 1), Abrabam was fright-
ened. He thought to bimself, ‘Is
there perchance something worthy of
blame in me?’ But when he heard the
words [they come in the next verse]
‘I will make my covenant between me
and thee,—his mind became at rest.”

To us this seems a commonplace,
but it eould not be so to men born in
heathendom. Although Greek philo-
sophy spoke of “assimilation to God,”
Greek literature is full of the vain
struggle to find in imitation of the
Gods a religious base for morality in
the face of the immoralities which the
popular mythology ascribed to the
Gods. In receiving with the Gospel
the faith in the Holy One of Israel,
the heathen were furnished with a
standard of living and aspiration
which abolished the fatal chasm be-
tween morality and religion.

This force of yeviifyre comes out
clearly in the preceding words év waay
dvaorpopj. Being holy as members
of a holy people, they were to show
themselves holy in every kind of deal-
ings with other men. This is the true
sense of dvacrpogy (cf. Hicks in Clas-
sical Review, i. p. 6), admirably ex-
pressed in conversatio and in the old
usage of “conversation,” though the
modern change of nsage has hopelessly
damaged the word for biblical use; we
can however still speak of “converse,”
This figurative sense of dvacrpoy is
not found in the Lxx. proper, and the
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figurative use of the verb but rarely
(1 Kings vi. 15 (not in B); Prov. xx.
73 Ezek. iii. 15: ef. Jos. v. 5; Ezek.
xix. 6). But in Tobit iv. 14 exactly
as here, mpdoexe ceavrd, waidiov, év
wagl Tois €pyois oov, kai ol memar-
Sevpévos év mdoy dvaoTpodpy cov (cf.
2 Mac. v. 8 »l; vi. 23 vl.), and in
N.T. (Epp. only) and Joseph. both are
common. The usage is no Hebraism,
being not uncommion in Polyb. and
other late writers. It expresses the
going up and down among men in the
various intercourse of life. Different
kinds of dwasrpogs are to he spoken
of further on in the Epistle: here at
the outset St Peter lays down what is
true for them all. These words are
favourites with St Peter (i 17, 18; ii.
12; iii, 1, 2, 16).

16, 86t yéypamrar, because it is
written) Adre, slightly stronger than
ore, is used by St Peter in the two
places where he expressly cites the
O.T., here and ii. 6; also to introduce
the five-line passage from Isa. xl in
i. 24. The only remaining quotation
made otherwise than indirectly, Ps.
xxxiii. 13—17 in iii. 10—12, I8 intro-
duced by ydp.

dri dyior Eoealbe, G éyd dyios, ye
shall be Roly; jfor I am holy]"Ori be-
fore dyios, though omitted in most
MSS., including some good ones, is
probably right, and was omitted be-
cause in the sense of “that” it would
not suit with €oeafe. It is really little
more than an equivalent for our in-
verted commas. See Moulton’s note
in Winer-Moulton, p. 683. He gives
Me. iv. 21; viil. 4 as exx. of 8+ before
a question, and 2 Thess. iii. 10 before
an imperative,

éoegfe is the true reading, not yé-
vegfe, which is Syrian. The impera-
tive found in some versions is am-
biguous, the imperative being likewise
much used by them in Mt. v. 48,
where in Greek the imperative is con-

fined to a single cursive. Here the
Greek yéveode is doubtless due to the
same impulse, to make imperative in
form what was obviously imperative
in scnse.

For &re a few good documents have
8ér: but the evidence is not suffi-
cient, and the repetition fmprobable
in itself.

elpi after dywos is spurious. There
is some variation as to its presence or
absence in the 1xx. in the several pas-
sages of Leviticus.

17. kal €l warépa...kard T éxdorov
&yov, and if ye invoke as father
him who without respect of persons
Judgeth according to each man's
work] The opening words are pro-
bably founded on Jer. iii. 19, “And I
said, Thou shalt [A.V.; Ye shall, R.V.]
call me My Father,” where all Lxx.
MSS. have a plural verb, and B and
other MSS. have rightly xai eéra {or
elmov), altered in NPAQ to €, a cor-
ruption which is probably older than
St Peter. All the chief MSS. have
kaléaere or -are: but xaAeiche and
émikakéoacfe occur also among the
readings. This is the only passage
where we have the double accusative
after émikatotuar (except with udprupa,
asin 2 Cor. i. 23 and classical writers):
its combination with the name father
occurs again in Ps. Ixxxviil. 27, adros
émekadéoeral pe Harip pov e ol kT,
In any case the middle émwadoi-
pay, as distinguished from the active
émxare, cannot mean simply to call
anyone by a name. ’Emixalotpar re-
tains its full force of “invoke,” “appeal
to for aid,” though it may have the
secondary accusative for the character
in which God is invoked. In both
O0.T. and N.T. 6 gvopa frequently
follows émixahovpa:, and when used
in this comnexion the verb probably
implies invocation of a name. So in
Test. 2ii Patr., Levi 5, Levi says to
the angel, Aéopa: kipie, eimé pot o
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Svopd gov, iva émikakécopal oe év fjpépa
iYrews.

Hence marépa émikakeiobe may be
taken together as only a more precise
émikakeicfe, and we need not take
Tov...kpivovra as the subject and warépa
a8 the predicate; which would have
the serious difficulty of making the
exhortation to fear depend mnot on
God’s impartial judgment but on His
Fatherhood.

It is impossible to say confidently
whether marépa émikakeiode is a refer-
ence to the invoeation in the Lord’s
Prayer, but it is very likely. This
Epistle contains no other explicit
reference to the filial relation of
Christians, thongh it is probably im-
plied in i. 3 (@rayervioas), in i 22 f. (els
Gihadehiay...dvayey. olx éx omopas
x7.A), in ii. 2 {(dpreyévmra Bpédy
xr ), and perhaps in i. 14 just above
{(ws 7ékva vmaxois), if the actual son-
ship to God be understood as carrying
with it the figurative sonship to obe-
dience, obedience being the character-
istic virtue of children.

The word dmpocerolfurrws occurs
here for the first time. The adj. is
sometimes used by the fathers. It
belongs to a group of words and
phrases based exclusively on Hebrew
use, and not found in classical litera-
ture. The phrase "33 X¥'3, “to receive
(some say, to lift up) the face of,” is
much used in different books of the
O. T. for receiving with favour an ap-
plicant, whether in a good or a bad
sense. A phrase denoting the recep-
tion of particular persons with favour
came easily to be specially used for
cases of perversion of such reception,
reception with undue favour, ie. fa-
vouritism, partiality ; whatever be the
ground of partiality, bribery or any-
thing else. Of the various more or
less literal Lxx. renderings the N.T.
has three, AepSdvo wpéremar, mpoo-
déyopar mp., and davpale mp. Doubt-

less these and the derivatives of Aau8.
mp. were freely used in Palestinian
Greek.

Passing from the word to the oc-
casions on which it is used in a sense
bearing on our passage, we find it
prominent in the great declaration
made by 8t Peter when he was sum-
moned from Joppa to Caesarea in
consequence of the vision seen by
Cornelius (Acts x. 34), dvolfas &8¢
Ilérpos 16 oropa eimev 'En’ dinbelas
karahapPdvopar dre odk oTwv wpooTwmo-
Ajumrns 6 Oeds, dAXN & mavri ver &
PoBolpevos adriv xkat épyalduevos Si-
katogirgy Bexrds avrg éoriv. This ex-
plicit abjuration of the exclusive
covenant of Israel is founded on the
character of God as no respecter of
persons, free from partiality to one
nation above other nations; and the
conditions of acceptance laid down
are fear of God (¢oBolpevosas év péBu
here) and working of righteousness
{(épyalipevos as epyov here). Once
more the same phrase is urged in
support of the same doctrine by
8t Paul in Rom. ii. 10, 11, 86fa &¢...
wayri 76 épyalopéve 5 dyabdy, “lovaim
Te wpiTor kal "EXAnpwc o¥ ydp éoTw
wpocwrohnuyria wape 7§ Oe; these
words are preceded a few lines higher
up by a reference to the revelation
dikaiokpraias 1. Beod, os dmodaoe:
éxdoTe katd ta €pya adroi. The
last six words again come from Ps.
Izi. (Ixii.) 12, where however the Heb.
has the sing. work, though the Lxx.
has ra &ya.

On the one hand then St Peter’s
words are a virtual appeal to the
charter of the universality of the
Gospel. On the other (for they are
two-edged words) they are the re-
petition of an ancient warning under
changed circumstances. The applica-
tion of the phrase to God was not in-
vented by St Peter at Caesarea: he
took it from Deut. x. 17 (Heb.; od
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favpd(et mpocwmor LXX.), where it is
part of the address ascribed to Moses,
“ And now, Israel, what doth the Lord
thy God require of thee but fo fear
the Lord thy God, &c.,” words calling
for an inward circumecision, and vir-
tually urging that God, as being “no
respecter of persons,” in spite of their
peculiar relation to Him will not pass
over their misdeeds. In like manner
St Peter doubtless wished to intimate
that under the new covenant, as un-
der the old, God would show no
favour to the children of the cove-
nant if their works proved them un-
worthy of it. That is, the same prin-
ciple, so to speak, the same attribute
or character of God which had brought
Gentiles within His fold had also its
warning for Gentile Christians who
lived heedless and reckless lives.

kpivovra (pres.), not xpwoivra, which
is actually the reading of C. The
judgment is not future only, but
always proceeding: cf. Rom. ii. 16,
where the context suggests that év §
rpépg is the day then present. Com-
pare also Jo. xii. 31.

xara 76 ékdorov &pyor] Each, who-
ever he may be, Jew or QGentile,
Christian or heathen: probably from
Rom. ii. 6: but see also Rom, xiv. 12;
1 Cor. iii, 13 &ec.

75 épyor is collective: the sum of
all his own personal action, in thought
word and deed. 8o virtually now and
then ‘in the O.T., but see especially
1 Cor. iii. 13—15; Gal. vi. 4; and per-
haps more than either Rom. ii. 15 (see
note on kpivorra)in reference to those
heathen who do by nature the things
of the law as showing r6 #pyor Tob
vopov ypamroy év T, kapdims abrév.

év $pofw rv T. mapoikias Tpby xpovoy
dvaorpagmre, live towards others in
Jear all the time of your sojourning]
The sense of év ¢iBe is limited by
the distinet word drascrpadyre. The
meaning is not “live (or pass) in fear

all the time of your scjourning,” a
sense which dvearpddnre never has;
but rather “live towards others in fear
all the time- of your sojourning”: Le.
let your demeanour in the intercourse
of life be restrained, regulated, and
guarded by the presence of fear.

év pBw is quite general, Itis hardly
possible to speak of the good or evil
of fear without falling into contradic-
tions. There is a fear which is the
reverence of a child for its father, of
a creature for its creator; and this
fear, which does not degrade them,
but uplifts them, “is the beginning
of wisdom.” There i3 a servile fear
which may be salutary in a low spiri-
tual state, but which contains nothing
ennobling, and is cast out by the love
to which God’s children are called.
The right and worthy fear of God
which is set forth so prominently in
the O.T. and taken up in the N.T.
is at bottom the source of any fear
which is good; so 8t Paul says 2 Cor.
Vil. I émireloivres dytwotimy év GoB e
Oeot (see the context). But here
there is no direct reference to any defi-
nite object of fear. The fear meant is
the opposite of a bold and reckless and
unguarded plunging iuto all manner
of relations with all manner of men,
whether from over-confidence or from
a disregard of the stricter require-
ments of a holy standard.

Thus in Rom. xi. 21, a passage un-
like in language to this but including
the sense of érposemoliurres, St Paul
says uf vyrphd pdvec dM\ha oot ;
compare Phil. ii. 12 pera ¢dBov xai
Tpdpov THY éavTdy ocawriplav Karepyd-
(eafe. This fear is thus closely re-
lated to wigovres redeiws in ©. 13, and
to 8t Paul’s B\ émere dxpiBis nds mept-
wareire in Eph, v. 15,

T6» 7. wapoixias vudv xpovor] Mapow-
kias carries us back to the phrase
wapemiipois Siaomopasin i.1. Mdpotkos,
mapemridnpos, and mpoajhures are the
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three principal Lxx. renderings of the
two Hebrew words I*R and 93,

expressing the position of a sojourner
among the inhabitants of a land which
is not his own (see note on i. 1, p. 135).
Two aspects of this sojourning are
together included here. The Asiatic
Christians were sojourners scattered
among & population of other beliefs
and other standards of life from their
own. In this sense the word was
specially chosen here with reference
to dvaorpdgnre, because the conditions
of their sojourning compelled them
to enter into all sorts of relations
with the heathen around them. But
they were also sgjourners on earth.
As Christians, they belonged to a
present living commonwealth in the
heavens, and hoped to become visibly
and completely its citizens hereafter.
IHere we have doubtless an allusion
to Jacob’s words to Pharaoh, Gen.
xlvii. 9 “The days of the years of my
life &s mwapowkds are an hundred and
thirty years”: and again “the days of
the years of the life of my fathers
as fpépas mapganray.” Compare Pa.
xxxix. 12, one of the two places in
the Lxx. where waperidnuos oceurs,
wdpoikos éydd €v T ¥ xai wapemidnpos
“as all my fathers were” With this
sense we must connect the insertion
of Tow xpéwow, comparing it with iv. 2, 3.
There was a “past” space of time
(iv. 3), that of their heathenism ; there
was now a second space of time, év
capxi (iv. 2), a time of sojourning
among heathen. The future remained,
at the end of both,

18. eiddres &re o8 Phaprols, dpyvpla
i xpvoiw, érpdbyre, knowing that
not with corruptible things, with
silver or gold, were ye ransomed]
The ¢iddzes 67¢ is an appeal to an ele-
mentary Christian belief. The phrase
is common in St Paul,

The words that next follow are ap-

parently founded on Isa. lii. 3 (o¥ pera
dpyvplov Avrpedicerfe). O dbaprois,
dpyvpip % xpvole is apparently in-
serted to bring out into stronger
relief what follows in v». 19—21:
$baprais 88 dmolhvpévoy in . 7. In
itself Avrpéw {an important word in
the N.T.} has a precise meaning, to
set free on the receipt of a Adrpov
or price of release, ie. ransom ; and
the middle Avrpsapar, to procure a
release by a ransom, It thus chiefly
refers to deliverance, without violence,
from captors, whether enemies in war
or robbers. The Lxx. uso will meet
us in connexiou with the next verse.
Here the whole context shows that
the proper and comimon sense “ran-
som” is meant.

éx Tis paralas Ypav dvactpodis,
Jrom your vain manner of tife] Here
the pre-Christian or heathen manner
of life and intercourse is evidently
opposed to the holyand careful manner
of life and intercourse befitting the
Christian calling (z». 15, 17), directed
to high purposes and in part at least
attaining them.

1t is called a vain manner of life and
intercourse, as St Paul (Eph. iv. 17)
says that the Gentiles walk (weperarel
answering roughly to dvacrpogis) év
paratéryre Tab veds airdw, “in the
vanity of their mind” (cf. Rom. i. 21).
In Acts xiv. 15 Paul and Barnabas
at Lystra speak of idolatrous worship
a8 rabra T& pdraia (a8 often in O.T.:
see esp. Jer. x. 3, 15). But more is
meant here, not idolatry as a formal
worship, but a life not guided by
belief in the true God and so practi-
cally godless. Its vanity consists in
its essential unreality and want of
correspondence to the truth of things,
its inability to fulfil the promises
which it suggests, and its universal
unproductiveness. Compare the whole
passage Eph. iv. 17—24.
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warpomwapadorov, inkerited]) The
position of the word is at first sight
peculiar, but it is quite in accordance
with good Greek usage, which often
places an adjective without any
predicative force after a substantive
preceded by an article and by an ad-
jective or (still oftencr) a participle.
On this usage see Moulton in Winer
p. 166, n. 3. With the doubtful ex-
ception of Eph. ii. 11, this is the only
example in the true text of the N.T.,
though the Western and Syrian texts
of 1 Cor. x, 3, 4 and Gal. i. 4 have it.

warpomapddoros i3 a not unconmmon
word in late Greek for anything that
is literally or figuratively inherited.
It has not unnaturally been thought
to point to Jewish converts, since
wherever else a mapddosis is spoken
of disparagingly in the N.T. a Jewish
tradition is meant. Buf hereditary
custom was a8 strong among heathen
as among Jews (cf. the passages cited
by Gataker on M. Aur. iv. 46), and
St Peter is not here challenging the
authority of the heather dvasrpog,
but rather pointing out one of the
sources of its tremendous retaining
power. The yoke which had to be
broken, and which for these Asiatic
Christians had been broken, was not
merely that of personal inclination
and indulgence, but that which was
built up and sanctioned by the ac-
cumulated instincts and habits of past
centuries of ancestors.

The heathen draorpodri therefore
is consistently treated as a slavery
out of which they had been redeemed.
Apoc. xiv. 3, 4, to which we shall
shortly come, is a partial parallel.
Corresponding to this heathen bond-
age is the Jewish bondage of which
St Paul says Gal. iit. 13 (cf. iv. 5)
Xpw'-ros‘ r",l.us' efq'yupacrey éx ﬂ;s‘
xardpas Toi Yopou, yevipevos vmep fudy
xardpa.

19. dAA& rplp alpare & dpved
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dudpoy xat domihov XpioToi, with
precious blood, (even the biood) of
Christ, as a lamb without blemish
and without spot] The absence of
the article and the order of words
together make the main construction
clear. St Peter does not speak of
“the precious blood of Christ,” as
though the phrase or idea were
familiar, but he says “with precious
blood, as of &ec” It is less clear
whether & duvoi...dowhor is in direct
connexion, almost apposition, with
Xpworod, or depends separately on
afpari, Xpworov coming independently
after the words “with precious blood,
blood as of a lamb without blemish
or spot, even the blood of Christ.”
The order at first suggests the latter:
but the order in iii. 7 (@¢ dofeve-
oTépe oxever TG yuvaikeip) SNgZests,
or at least sanctions, the former, and
it is certainly difficult to detach eipar:
from ryie in supplying it before os,
and without such detachment the
preciousness would seem to depend
on s duvot k. The sense then
appears to be “with precious blood,
even the bluod of Christ, as a lamb
&c.” The reservation of Xpiorot for
the end was apparently necessitated
by the words which follow in o». 20,
21; it was as Messiah that He was
foreknown and at length manifested.
Tiui@ afwars] The phrase may have
been indirectly suggested by the O.T.
Ps. Ixxii. 14 has “And precious shall
their blood be in his sight,” where
however the Lxx. goes astray through
a wrong Hebrew reading; but Sym-
machuas {writing later than St Peter)
has ket rimov &rrar 0 alpe adrév
évémor abrod: cf. Ps. exvi. 15 “Pre-
cious (rimos LXX.) in the sight of
Jehovah is the death of his saints.”
As regards the meaning there can
be no direct antithesis to pfaprois;
8t Peter would naturally avoid using
dpBapros with such a word 28 alua
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(contrast 2. 23). Alpa would naturally
be called 7ipwr as representing the
life or soul violently taken away,
such life or soul (Yvyj) being more
precious than any possession (Mt. xvi.
26 | Me. viil. 37 7 Bwoe (Sot) dv-
fpomos dvraldaypa T. Yuxips avrov;
compare Eur. Alc. 301 Yuxfis yép
ovdév éore TyuwTepor). Butb this alpa
had an unique preciousness of its
own. We shall come at the end of
the verse to the doctrinal bearings of
the phrase.

os duvol dudpov xai dorov] The
use of os excludes a distinct naming
of Christ as the Lamb: it simply
compares Him to a lamb. 8o in Jo. i
14 86fav ds povoyevois wapa warpds,
“a glory as of an only begotten from a
father.” But as He was elsewhere to
St John 6 povoyerys vios Tob feod (iii.
16, 18; 1 Jo. iv. 9), 80 here also an
ascription to Him of the title given
by John the Baptist, and partially
repeated in the Apocalypse, may lie
behind. We will first consider the
separate words,

Zuwpos as a biblical word has a
curious history, Mdpos is an old
Greek word for “blame” (cf. Schmidt,
Synonymik, iii. p. 458), from which
comes popdopai (-éopar) “toblame,” and
thence dudunros “unblamed” or *un-
blamable” or (as we say) *‘ blameless.”
YApwpos, derived directly from pdpos,
existed also by the side of dudpnros
a8 a rare poetic word (also Herod.
il. 177 and an epitaph quoted in
Steph, Thes. Gr. Ling. (ed. Hase) sub
zoce). The Lxx. translators, having
to express the Hebrew D2, a blemish,
apparently caught at the sound of
the Greek pdpos, and employed ib
for their purpose. The senses of the
two words were really quite different,
but they had enough in common to
allow them to be confounded. This
having once been done, it was a still
easier step to choose duwpos as the
usual rendering of DM where it
clearly means “unblemished,” this use
being probably helped by the double
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¥ in each of the two Hebrew words.
Accordingly the Apoerypha, the N.T.,
and other books which presuppose the
1xx. (e.z. Philo d¢ Animal. Sacr. 2),
use udpos Or duwpos in the entirely
unclassical sense of “blemish,” “un-
blemished.” (Curiously enough, this
usage reacted on duwunros, which
came at last to be sometimes used in
the same sense.)

YAgmos is classical, though late
and not common. It means, without
a gmiios, 1.e. a spot or stain.

In this allusion to the blood of an
unblemished and unspotted lamb,
what had St Peter in mind 7 Chiefly,
I think, and perhaps solely the pas-
chal lamb. The reference is obscured
by the difference of the words used
from those of the Lxx., which however
is easily accounted for, Ex, xii 3
speaks of wpéBaroy Téhewow, going on
to say that it was to be taken dmd row
dpvisy (B: duvov A and most M33.)
xai 7. épipwv. No one can suppose
that mpdBaror could be used by St
Peter here: dprés would naturally
be substituted even if his text did
not contain it in the same verse.
TéAewr stands for TR, which else-
where is always represented by dpw-
pos, where the sense is ceremonially
“qublemished” (and in the later books
even where the meaning is morally
“ unblemished *), this exceptional case
being the first in order, Many mss,
actually insert duwpov in Ex. xii. 5 by
the side of réheww, doubtless as a
duplicate rendering. St Peter how-
ever probably meant his two adjectives
taken together to be equivalent to the
one comprehensive D'DR, expressing
the double integrity of freedom
from defect and freedom from defile-
ment. This explanation will justify
the application of domidov to dure?,
which is further justified by the
reference to Xpiwrov. We shall pre-
sently come to other considerations
as to the reference to the Paschal
Lamb,

Xpiorob] Here therc is no such
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strong reason for taking the word
as simply a Greek equivalent of
‘“ Messiah” as there was in 2. 1L
But the sense thus ascertained for the
earlier passage appears on considera-
tion to be also appropriate here.
Mpoywwoke, in its proper sense, is
more applicable to our Lord as ful-
filling an office than simply as one born
and dying at a certain time, the sense
required by Xp:orot taken as a pure
proper name. Further, Scripture gives
peculiar significance to the sufferings
and death of Messiah, more especially
in connexion with the admission of
the Gentiles referred to both before
and after (ve. 18, 21). According to
the construction which we have a-
dopted the presence of duvei creates
no difficulty, shut off as it is by &s.

We must now return to the general -

sense of this verse, taking with it
\vrpddnre, as repeated out of the
preceding verse. The starting point
of this and all similar language in the
Epistles is our Lord’s saying in Mt.
xx. 28 || Me. x. 45 “The Son of Man
came not to be ministered unto, but
to minister kai dodvar Tiw Yuxiy adrod
Adrpor (@ ransom) drri meAAd»,” Where
dvri expresses simply exchange. In
return for the price or ransem paid
the ransomed are received back. The
nearest repetition of these words is
in 1 Tim. ii. 6 é 8ods éavrov dvriivrpor
Smép wdvTwy, T6 papripiov kaipats iblocs,
where the deri of the Gospels has
been joined to Avrpow, and vmép sub-
gtituted as the separate preposition,
Next comes Tit, ii. 14 Xpiarod "Inood
45 Ewrev éavrov Vwép fudy va Avtpe-
ayrac fjads dwo mdons dvapias kT
The only other cognate word used by
St Paul is droAdrpwots, and that in
two senses : (1) one strongly modified
from the simple idea of ransoming
and applied to sins in association with
present forgiveness or atonement,
Rom. iii. 24 (1 Cor. i. 30, somewhat
vague); Eph. i. 7 || Col. i. 14 (Eph. i.
7 having 8wt r. afuaros adros); and
{2) the other in relation to the future

[L. 19

redemption of a privilege or posses-
sion, Rom. viii. 23; Eph. i. 14; iv. 30.
The Ep. to the Hebrews (Adrpacis
ix. 12, dmoAdrpagis ix. 1g) follows
St Paul's former sense. For Avrpot-
pae St Paul uses dyopd{w in writing
to Corinthian Greeks 1 Cor. vi. 20;
vii. 23 ; more however with reference
to the ownership acquired (jyopdo-
Onre mipis) than the bondage ended
(et cf. vil 23 pfj vyiveefe Boihor
dvfpsrer); and so z Pet. ii. 1 Tov
dyopdoavra avrods Seomorny dpvoy-
peror. To this head also belongs
Acts xx. 28 “the church or congrega-
tion of God which He purchased (or
acquired) with (8:a) the blood that
was His own.” Wehavealready (p. 76}
congidered the more strictly redemp-
tive sense of éfayopd{w in Galatians
as regards the Law and its curse.
We come now to the important evi-
dence of Apoc. In v. 6 a Lamb
is seen before the throne standing as
slain (dpvioy éoryros s éopaypévor):
in vo. 8ff. the four living creatures
and the twenty-four elders fall before
the Lamb and sing a new song,
“ Worthy art thou to receive.... for
thou wast slain and didst purchase
(ydpaoas) to God with thy blood
[men] of every tribe and tongue and
people and mation” In xiv. 1—5
there is another vision of the Lamb,
and again there is a singing of a new
song, and none could learn it save
the 144,000, even they “that had been
purchased from the earth (oi fyopac-
uévor dwd 1. yis)” These are the
undefiled, “who follow the Lamb
whithersoever he goeth. These were
purchased from men (jyopdoédnoay
dame . dvfpdmey), tirstfruits to God
and to the Lamb, and in their mouth
was found no falsehood, they are
without blemish (#popol elow).” More-
over the ascription in i. g contains
the same idea according to the true
interpretation of the right reading,
Aigavre not Aodoarre: “To him that
loveth us and loosed us from our sins
év 7¢ alpar: avrod, at the price of his
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blood.” This meaning of év, a literal
reproduction of the Hebrew 3, we
have just found with dyopdlw in v. 9
(as 1 Chr. xxi. 24 1XX. dyopdlw év
dpyvplyp déle). In fact Mo and dye-
pdfw, St John's two words, together
make up the idea of Aurpoiipar, release
and the purchase of those who are
released. These passages together
represent the blood of the Lamb as
the ransom paid for the release of
men of every nation from the bondage
of the earth, and from the bondage of
men (answering to what is elsewhere
called “the world”), and from the
bondage of their sins: and they in
turn are represented as reflecting the
character of the Lamb, they are unde-
filed and without blemish, In a later
passage, xv. 3, “the song of the Lamb”
is associated with “ the song of Moses
the servant of God,” and so with the
Exodus. In like manner in St John's
Gospel (xix. 36) words spoken of the
paschal lamb are applied to our Lord,
and St Paul distinetly says (1 Cor. v.
7), kal yap v6 wdeya fjuéy (i.e. paschal
lamb) érofny Xpwords. There is there-
fore a presumption that here too the
paschal lamb was at least the primary
subject of allusion.

The difficulty that has been felt is
the fact that the paschal lamb is not
itzelf represented in Exodus as a
ransom paid for deliverance from
Egyptian bondage. It did but save
the Jewish firstborn from the destroy-
ing angel who smote the Egyptians.
But this is not decisive, when the use
of Aurpovpat in the O.T. is considered.
The Lxx. use it chiefly for two Hebrew

words, ‘?!55 and 7175, both of which
have by usage the strict sense “re-
deem,” ie. set free by payment, a
man or a property, while they are
also used in many places where de-
liverance from bondage alone is per-
ceptible in the sense. Accordingly
in the LXX. Avrpotixar is connected
with the Hxodus, prospectively in
Ex. vi, 6 and retrospectively in Ex.
xv. 13 (Song of Moses); and in later
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references Deut. vii. 8; ix. 26; xiii.
5; xv.15; Xxi. 8; xxiv. 18; 2 Sam. vii.
23 ; 1 Chr. xvii. 21 ; Ps. Ixxvi. (Ixxvii.)
16 ; Ixxvii. (1xxviii.) 42 ; cv. (evi)) 10;
Mic. vi. 4; and in Acts vii. 35 St
Stephen boldly says that God sent
Moses (of course in the Exodus) as
dpyovra kal Avrperiv. How com-
Pletely in the time of our Lord the
word was associated with Divine
deliverance from bondage we see by
Le. ii. 38 (r. mpoodexopévois Mrpwow
"Tepovoakip) and xxiv. 21 (6 péMer
Avrpotofar rov lopajA): cf. xxi. 28
(éyyile 1 dwoddrpwats sudy). It was
not unnatural therefore that the
blood of the paschal lamb should be
considered as a ransom and associated
with the whole deliverance of what-
ever kind belonging to that night
of the Exodus, more especially as it
did in the strictest sense redeem the
firstborn of Israel. So the Midrash
on Ex. xii. 22 (Wiinsche, Bibliotheca
Rabbinica, ii. p. 135) “With two
bloods were the Israelites delivered
from Egypt, with the blood of the
paschal lamb and with the blood of
circumeision” : of the latter of course
only a Jew would speak.

"~ Whether St Peter meant a distinct
reference likewise to Ia. liii. 7 is less
clear. That whole chapter must have
been present to his mind in much of
the Epistle: he must have been think-
ing of it in #. 11, and he borrows its
language in ii. 22—=25. But the two
passages differ from each other as to
the relation in which they exhibit the
lamb of which they speak; and it is
hardly probable that the afua of St
Peter can have any reference to the
last verse of the passage in Isaiah,
“ He poured out his soul unto death,”
more especially as the cardinal word
“poured out” is rendered mapedify
by the Lxx.

The idea of the whole passage is a
simple one, deliverance through the
payment of a costly ransom by another.
On two further questions connected
with it St Peter here is silent, viz.
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who it was that made the payment,
and to whom it was made. In some
of the passages already quoted, Christ
Himself appears as the ransomer:
elsewhere it is the Father, as in Acts
xx, 28, rightly understood, and illus-
trated by Rom. v. 8 (where note éavros)
and viii. 32. The two kinds of lan-
guage are evidently consistent. As
regards the second point, the testi-
mony of the Bible is only inferential,
and serious difficulties beset both the
view which chiefly found favour with
the Fathers, that the ransom was paid
to the evil one, and still more the
doctrine widely spread in the middle
ages and in modern times, that it
was paid to the Father. The true
lesson is that the language which
speaks of a ransom is but figurative
language ; the only langnage doubt-
less by which this part of the truth
could in any wise be brought within
our apprehensgion; but not the less
figurative, and therefore affording no
trustworthy ground for belief beyond
the limits suggested by the silence of
our Lord and His apostles.

20. mwpasyvaopévov uév, designated
qfore] See mpiyvwow in o. 2. The
verb usually means “foreknow” in the
ordinary sense, i.e. “have prescience
of” But that semse does not well
suit either this passage or Rom. viii.
2gods mpoéyve kal wpowpirey k.r.A. and
Rom. xi. 2 ofk drdoaro 6 feds Tov Aaov
adrod &y mpoéyve. A comparigon of
these passages with each other, and
with o, 2, all having reference to per-
sons, not to events, suggests that in
them mpoywdore means virtually pre-
recognition, previous designation to
a position or function. This use seems
to come from such passages as Jer.
i. 5 “Before I formed thee in the
belly, I knew thee”: cf. 1T Is. xlix. 1,
3, 5; BEx. xxxiii. 12, 17.

wpd karaBolfis xéopov, before the

Joundation of the world] This curious
phrase, used by six writers of the
N. T. (counting the Apocalypse with
the Gospel of St John),is yet unknown
elsewherel, In the quotation in Mt.
xiil. 35 the best documents have it
without kéopov. KareSdlopa: isused
of sowing seed, and of laying down
the foundation of a ship or a building
(Heb. vi. 1 Bepéhiov xaraBahidpevos),
and even of founding or setting up a
library (2 Mag. ii. 13) or a trophy (zb.
v. 6). ’Ex karaBol\fs is also used for
“from the first beginning.” Doubt-
less the sense is “before the founda-
tions of the world were laid.” As
uwed by St Peter it very possibly
comes from Eph. i. 4, the only place
where St Paul has it. The idea of
the designation of Messiah in the
counsel of God before alt worlds is
expressed more or less distinctly in
other language in Eph. i. ¢, 10; iii.
9—i11; Col. i, 26, 27; 2 Tim. 1. 9;
cf. 1 Cor. ii.:;7 ; Rom. xvi. 235,

Pavepwbévros 8¢, but manifested)
The word and the general idea alike
belong to several of the passages just
cited. The passages in which not a
mystery concerning Christ but Christ
Himself is said to have been mani-
fested in a wide sense are Jo. i. 31;
1 Tim. iii. 16 (? a quotation); 1 Jo, iii,
5, 8; besides passages which speak
of His future manifestation. Taken
by itself, the word suggests a previous
hidden existence, and it was not
likely to be chosen except in this
implied sense, virtually the sense ex-
pressed in Jo. i. 14 (Ewald, Die
Johann. Schriften, p. 112 £): at the
same time the sharp antithesis (uév...
8¢) to mpoeyrwouévov leaves some little
uncertainty.

1 Compare however Plutarch, Moral.,
ii. 9564, 70 ¢ dpxfis xal dua 7§ wpdry
xaraBoky Tév drfpirwr. See too Steph.

Thes. Gr. Ling. (ed. Hase) sub voce xara-
BdAAw.
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xpovwy & vuas *

én’ éaydrov Tév xpovwy, at the end
of the times] 'Eoydrov is a Syrian
reading. The phrase is exactly like
én’ éoydrov Tév fuepdy, which occurs
several times in the LxX. ’Ex’ éoxdrov
is virtually an adverb. Xpévor, an in-
teresting use {(cf. Acts xvii. 30), de-
notes the successive periods in the
history of humanity, and perhaps also
the parallel periods for different na-
tions and parts of the world. It
answers in a simpler shape to St Panl’s
aidves, and in the three places in
which he has likewise the plural ypévo:
in this sense the adj. alémoc is attached
to it (Rom. xvi. 25; 2 Tim. 1. ¢ ; Tit.
i. 2). But compare Gal iv. 4 (dre 8¢
7ABev 10 mAifpapa Toi xpivov), said with
special though not exclusive reference
to the Jewish consummation. Thus
the phrase is used solely in relation to
the actual past ; and does not include
the sense of “last days” absolutely.

8 duas, for your sake] These
words reintroduce the element so
prominent in Eph. in connexion with
the manifestation of the *mysatery,”
viz. its purpose in the inclusion of the
Gentiles. The phrase is of course
not exclusive : this was one, but only
one, purpose of the manifestation.

2I. TovUs & avrol mioTovs €ls fedv,
who through him are faithful as
resting on God] This remarkable
phrase is confined to two or three of
the best documents and a good cur-
sive (9) in the Cambridge University
Library. Iwvredovras was ah obvious
alteration.

It is less easy to determine the
precise force of migrols els adrow, 2
phrase having no exact parallel else-
where. Iliords, miores in the 1xX.
represent originals closely cognate to
that of moredw, but with a much less
close connexion of semse than (Greek
usage suggests. The common root is
the verb {P® to carry or sustain
(whence MHR a pillar). The Hiphil

H
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17, lit. “ to make sure,” “hold sure,”
is the one Hebrew word for “believe,”
whether in reference to words spoken
or to him who speaks them. Tt takes
the two prepositions? and 3, naturally
expressed (notquite consistently)in the
LXX, by the simple dat. and by the
dat. preceded by év after miorreio.
Credence rather than confidence is
the original O. T. idea. Three or
four times only where a preposition
follows does the meaning appear to
be distinetly ““ confidence,” “trust” in a
person or other object, which on the
other hand is habitually expressed by
two other verbs M2 and 7R, both

rendered by mémoufa and by éamile.
But it is also true and important that
in a few places (Job xxix. 24; (? Ps.
cxvi. 103 Is. vii. 9; xxviii. 16) the
Hebrew verb ("2 (as also its Greek
equivalent miorevw) is used absolulely
in the sense “have confidence,” “be
hopeful.”

On the other hand miorés and wiores
represent directly or indirectly the
Niphal of the verb, meaning literally
to be established, assured, secure, ap-
plied either to things or to persons (e.g.
I Sam. il. 35, “a sure or faithful priest
...a sure house”). What is sometimes
said, viz. that the Heb. {283 means
“trusted” or “ worthy of being trusted,”
ie. “trustworthy,” is misleading. A
“firm friend,” as we say, is also one
who can be trusted ; but the Hebrew
word denotes the intrinsic firmness, un-
swervingness, not the resulting trust-
worthiness : and this quality of un-
swervinguess is similarly expressed
for other relations, as that of a ser-
vant or a witness. On the other hand
nothing was more natural than to
translate the Heb. by the Greek morés
which does mean trustworthy, since
trustworthiness ¢mplics firmness, and
is its practical outcome for others.
The Hebrew and the Greek sides of

6
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the meaning are well combined in
Jidelis and faithful. On the other
hand neither in the LxX. nor in any
other Greek Jewish book (Apocrypha
&ec.) does meorss have the distinctly
active sense ©believing,” * trustful”
Nor is this surprising, for in classical
literature this sense is confined to
half a dozen passages from poets, one
from Plato Zeg. vi1. 824 B (perhaps a
quotation from a poet), and one from
Dion Cassius xxxvIL 12, where moros
with a negative=d&moros, which often
has the active sense. Nor again in
the Lzx. or in Greek Jewish literature
i8 morés ever coupled with év 76 feq,
els Tov Bedv or any similar phrase
{Neh. ix. 8 is quite different).

Higris has a parallel though not
quite identical history. In the Lxx.
and most Iater Greek Jewish litera-
ture it is exactly the subst. of murrds,
standing (except in Ps. and Is., which
have dirfeia) for N3N But being
freely used in classical literature in
the active as well as in the passive
sense, it obtained at length the same
double force for Greek-speaking Jews,
as we see amply in Philo, where it is
often that quality in virtue of which
a man morevey, and especially faith or
belief in God.

The difference thus seen in the
0. T. between mioris, mioms on the
one hand, and moredw (with dat. with
or without év) is however in part
bridged over by the absolute sense of
wioctevo mentioned just now, ie. the
sense “to be hopeful” or “to have
confidence.”

When we now approach the N.T. we
find (leaving alone the uses of mioredon)
the active sense of wiors, “faith”
not “faithfulness,” “trust” not “trust-
worthiness,” to be predominant every-
where except perhaps in Apoc., where
the sense seems to be transitional.
This important extension of wigres,
together with an increased weight, as
it were, in the force of mierevw, has
had the effect of introducing into the
N. T. the (as far as we can tell) pre-

[L 21

viously unknown active or rather
semi-active sense of mords, which now
becomes not ©trustworthy” only, but
also “trustful” or “believing.” This
use however, though in later times it
became common, is quite rare in the
N. T., which in many books has only
the old sense “faithful.” It is clearest
in the Pastoral Epistles, occurring
about six times (1 Tim. iv. 3; iv. 10,
12; v. 16; vi. 2; and probably Tit.
i. 6); not improbable in the addresses
of Eph. (i. 1) and Col. (i. 2); and
twice under peculiar circumstances it
occurs in St Paul's earlier Epistles,
i.e. Gal. iil. 9, of éx wiorews evhoyoirrat
otv ¢ morg "ABpadu(Abraham having
the name motés already in usage at-
tached to him in the otker sense,
faithful under trial ; see Sir. xliv. 21;
1 Maecc. ii. 52}; and 2 Cor. vi. 15 in
the antithesis ris pepis mwiord perd
amiorov; Outside St Paul's writings
there are but two other instances,
John xx. 27 with the same antithesis,
w1y yivov dmeatos dAAG mioTos, and
Acts xvi. 1, yvvawds 'Iovdatas moris
(I do not reckon xvi. 15, to which we
must return presently).

Classifying these instances we find
no passage in which moris is followed
by émi els or év; in other words,
where it means “ helieving,” it is used
absolutely. We find also that the
clearest cases, those namely in which
miaros virtuallyis equivalent to “ Chris-
tian” and is quasi-technical, are con-
fined to the Pastoral Epistles and a
single passage of Acts (compare the
corresponding use of meredw in e.g.
Acts xix. 18; xxi. 20, 25); while in
the addresses of Eph. and Col. the
sense is ambiguous and probably tran-
sitional ; once (Gal.) it is a fresh appli-
cation of an old epithet of Abraham;
and twice {2 Cor.; John) it comes in
only by antithesis to d&migros, a8 in
Dion Cassius. Here it certainly is
not equivalent to “ Christian,” nor can
it he due to any such cause as will
account for it in Gal., 2 Cor. and John.
But, since St Peter certainly knew
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Eph., there is no & priori improba-
bility in his using the word with
more of an active sense than it bears
inthe O, T, or (as in most of the N. T.)
in iv. 19; v. 12 (for the latter pass-
age cf. 1 Cor, iv. 17; Eph. vi. 21;
Col. i. 7; iv. 7, 9; 1 Tim. vi. 2).
‘Whether there is in fact here any
such extension of the first meaning
can be determined only from the
neighbouring words.

The combination of miords with eis
is apparently without example else-
where. Hwros with the dat. is occa-
sionally used in the sense “faithful to
a person” [four times in Herodian;
see Index ed. Irmisch sub woce
moros (iv. p. 978)]: so 1 Mace. vii. 8,
émékefev...Tov Baxyidnv...uéyav év 7j
Baodeig kai miorér 7¢ Bacdhei [in Sir,
XXXVi. 3 6 vopos avré miorss seems to
be strictly passive, “ trusted by him ”:
Pg.1xxxviii. 29 7 Siabjxn pov moty avrd
is irrelevant]; Heb.iii. 2, miorér dvra
7@ woujoavrs avrév ; and likewise Acts
XVi. I5, € kekpixaré pe meoriy 6 kupip
elvar, commonly but quite wrongly
taken to mean “believing in the Lord,”
a sense incompatible with ei xexpixare
gpoken just after Lydia's baptism.
Again, Justin Digl. 131 has e FovA-
eofe v d\jbeiav Spoloyhioat, it mio-
Torepow mpds Tow Jedv éopev ; nor would
there be any difficulty in substituting
eis for wpos. But the sense “ faithful
toward Ged” is difficult to bring into
intelligible connexion with what fol-
lows, rév éyelparra x.7.A. On the
other hand, the other extreme sense
“Dbelieving on God” is equally inad-
misgible, (1) because it makes this
clause entirely tautologous with the
last clause of the verse, which is
introduced as a fresh statement by
dore; and (2) becanse on this view
we cannot explain why St Peter did
not use the obvious word worevorras.
Doubtless then merovs keeps its orig-
inal sense of “faithful,” but with the
accessory sense of dependence on an-
other. The stress lies, it must be
remembered, on 8’ adrot. St Peter
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is explaining what he meant by say-
ing that Christ’s manifestation at the
end of the times had been 8 Juas, for
the sake of the Gentile Christians.
It was because through Him they
were enabled to be faithful. He is
not speaking here of their original
and ivitial believing (cf. e.g. Acts xix.
2; Rom, xiii. 11), but of the present
faithful, stedfast, constant life follow-
ing upon it, with special reference to
constancy under present trial {cf. Apoc.
fi. 10 “8hew thyself faithful unto
death, and I will give thee the crown
of life”), virtually referring back to
the wior:s spoken of in wo. 5—7, a
faith shewn under probation. St Peter
might therefore have stopped at mo-
rous, Without loss of his primary mean-
ing. But as he had just explained &’
duas, 80 now he had to explain &’
avrov : and moreover in such a con-
text he could hardly fail to indicate
that the Christian faithfulness was
not a self-contained virtue, but a rest-
ing of the whole spirit on the Father
above, Therefore he goes on eis feov
rov krd, “who through Him are
faithful, faithful I mean by resting
on God who...” This enlarged sense
of miorde is well illustrated by John
xiv. I according to the most probable
punctuation. In the N. T. moredow
has much more of the sense of con-
fidence than in the O. T, and for the
most part it thus connects together
the ideas of credence and of constancy :
and so in John xiv. 1 {mworevere, eis Tov
fcbv xai eis éué moredere), With a
comma after miworevere, the sense is
“Believe, on God and on me be-
lieve” ; the first suggestion being of
constancy opposed to troubling and
fearfulness (exactly as in Is. vii. 9;
xxviit. 16), and the second of the
ground of that constancy, rest in God,
itself depending on rest in Christ,

A¢ adrob mioTols isaunique eombina-
tion. Wherever niworredo 814 with gen.
occurs, the instrumentality is human :
the Baptist (John i. 7), or Apollos and
Paul (1 Cor. iii. 5): cf. John xvii. 20 ré»

6—2
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migrevovray Bid Tot Adyov alrav els
épé. The only approximate parallel
to this passage is the second clause of
Acts iil. 16 7 wionis 1} 8 avrov fwker
avrg (the lame man) vj» dhoxhppiay
ravrpy. The Resurrection is there
mentioned in the preceding verse
a8 God’s act, as it i3 here; but the
intervening clause leaves the precise
force of &¢ indeterminate, though
there a8 here (see Weiss, Petr. Lohr-
begr., p. 324 £) God is certainly the
object of the faith. It is not likely
that in either place the instrumen-
tality contemplated by St Peter was
that of a mere vehicle (as it were)
for the exhibition of God's power and
glory. The meaning is rather that
on the one hand Christ Himself was
the immediate and intermediate ob-
ject of faith, whereby the ulterior
faith in God was attained; and on the
other that after the Crucifixion faith
in Christ itself rested on the act of
God in raising Him up and exalting
Him,

€ls Beov Tov éyelpavra k.r.\. St Peter
is chary of the article before 8eds ; and
here there is force in the omission,
It indicates that not merely was God
as a matter of fact the author of these
acts, but that by performing them He
manifested Himself as God.

Tov éyeipavra adrov éx vexkpdw, who
raised him from the dead] This
description of the Resurrection as
a raiging up by God is of frequent
occurrence in the words of St Peter
and St Paul; with éyelpo Acts iii. 15;
iv. 10; v. 30; x. 40—all in speeches
of 8t Peter: xiii. 30, 37 (and im-
plicitly xxvi. 8) in speeches of St
Paul: Rom. iv. 24; viii. 11 bis; x. 9;
1 Cor. vi. 14; xv. 15 bis; 2 Cor. iv.
14 (and implicitly i. ¢); Gal i 1;
Eph. i. 20; Col ii. 12; 1 Th. i. 10:
and with deicrpu in Acts only, viz.
ii. 24, 32 in a speech of St Peter:
xiii. 32, 34; xvii. 31 in speeches of St

Paul. The use of éyeipopar is ambig-
uous, as passive forms have often a
middle sense in late Greek. On the
other hand, it is far from certain that
the N.T. anywhere speaks of the
Resurrection as an act of our Lord
Himself. The frequent use of the
a0r. dvéormr and the fut. mid. dvaorij-

_opa in this connexion proves nothing,

gince they are equally used of the
restoration of ordinary human beings
to life, Mec. xii. 25 (the general resur-
rection); John xi. 23 f, (Lazarus); and
in John x. 17, 18(the onlyother passage
which could be cited, for John ii. 19
refers to the subject too indirectly to
be relied on here) AdBe and AaBeiv
are on the whole less likely to mean
“take” than “receive”: St John has
Séxopas but once (iv. 45), and that only
in the sense mpoodéyopar, “ welcome,”
whereas “receive” is with him the
commonest sense of AapBdve (see
especially i. 16; iv. 36; vii. 39; xvi.
24; xx.22). Hippolytus (Contra Noet.
18) exactly follows Scripture teaching
when he says: tpujuepos vme warpos
dvigrara, avras dv 1 dvdoragis kai 7
(oot

xai 8ckav avrg évra, and gave him
glory] The nearest parallel to this
striking phrase as regards 8¢fa is in
8t Peter’s speech at Solomon’s Porch,
Acts iii. 13 “The God of Abraham, and
of Isaac, and of Jacob, the God of our
fathers, éddfacer rév maide avrod ’Iy-
cotr,” where maila, as several times
in Actg, is8 certainly a reference to
the Servant of Jehovah who holds
so large a place in the Messianic pro-
phecies of 1I Isaiah, with probably
a special allusion to ¢ mais pov...
Sofacbioeras opddpa in the Lxx. of Is.
lii. 13 just before liii. (see above, p.
55). The healing of the lame man is
represented as a glorifying of Christ
by the God of Israel, but doubtless
also as a manifestation from heaven
of the primary glory involved in the
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Ascension and Session at God’s right
hand. The same idea, but without
the word “glory,” occurs in con-
nexion with the Resurrection in Acts
ii. 33—36 (8t Peter); v. 31 (St Peter);
the leading word in each case being
“exalt” (1 Sefed Tob feod tfrwBels, Trfrw-
oev 1y defud alrob), where the juxta-
position of language about sitting at
God’s right hand (taken from Ps. ex.
1) is no sufficient reason for question-
ing either the natural interpretation
of the dative “exalted by His right
hand” (0. T. language, e.g. Ps, lix,
(Ix.) 7; cvil. (cviii.) 7; Is xli. 10;
and for defur cf Ps, cxvil (cxviii,)
15, 16 where the LXx. has 8e£:d Kuplov
Wwoév pe (an important Psalm here)),
or the fidelity of the Greek rendering
of the original Aramaic words (Weiss,
Peotr. Lehrbegr., p. 205); cf. Eph. i
19, 17w évépyetay Tov kpdTovs Tis loyvos
adrov x.vA. And again, in accordance
with this language of St Peter in the
Acts is S8t Paul in Phil. ii. 9, 8w xai
6 Beos alrov v mepiyrwa ey, Where the
next clause has the nearest parallel to
dévra here, viz. xai éyapicare avrd
76 dvopa 76 vwép wav Svopa, the name
being the expression of the glory (cf.
Eph. i. 21). This glorification of the
Incarnate Son, as (g0 to speak) the
crowning event of the events begin-
ning with the circumstances of His
birth, was at the same time, as we
learn from His own words in John xvii.
5, a return to the antecedent glory of
His eternal Sonship.

The words must doubtless be taken
in their strictest sense, in reference to
Him of whom they are directly spo-
ken: but their special form was very
possibly chosen by St Peter with a
view to the gift of glory to men which
he associated with resurrection.

dore Ty wlorw Ypév kal éAmiSa eivar
eis Bedy, so that your faith and hope is
on God] This clause may be taken
in two ways; either (1) as expressing
purpose, intention, and so depending
on the immediately preceding éyei-
pavra... dévra, “who raised Him from
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the dead and gave Him glory, to the
end that your faith and hope might
be on God”; or (2) in the commoner
sense of simple result, depending on
the main statement of the verse, pave-
pwlévros 8¢...80 vpas Tods 8¢ avrod
mworovs, “so that your faith...is on
God.” The first sense is quite con-
sistent with the context, being im-
plicitly contained in ¢pavepwdérros 8
Yuas, Divine manifestation being the
appointed foundation of human faith
and hope. But (1) St Peter would
probably in that case have made his
meaning clear by using iva, a favourite
particle with him (see especially i. 7;
ii. 21, 24; iil. 9, 18; iv. 6); (2) he would
in this context have probably preferred
yevéafa: t0 elvar; and (3) the whole
gentence and paragraph gain much,
and lose nothing, by concluding in a
broad statement of fact, anawering to
the present indicatives of #o. 6 and 8.
Cf. 1 Cor. i. 7.

Mr Evans’s attempt (Eapositor
(Series 2), iii. pp. 3f.) to shew that
dore with the infinitive expresses not
actual fact, but only the idea of fact,
is a complete failure. No such limita-
tion holds good in classical Greek,
much less in the N.T.,in which the use
of dore with the indicative {(except of
course where it means “wherefore” in
the beginning of a sentence) is limited
to two passages (Johniii. 16 with ofires;
Gal. ii. 13 without ofrws), and virtually
@ore with the infinitive does duty for
all the cases which in classical Greek
would fall under both constructions.

"An interesting question of construc-
tion remains. Much favour has of
late been shown to the view that =3
miorw is the subject, éxrida the predi-
cate, in the sense “zo that your faith
is also hope in God.” The chief argu-
ment for this construction is that it
avoids the apparent tautology of mio-
tovs eis feov...daTe Ty wioTw vpev...
etva els fedv. It is also urged that so
only can é\mi8a obtain its full force as
the characteristic Petrine word: but
this is to exaggerate the stress laid
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by 8t Peter on hope a3 compared with
faith. It is also urged that the inter-
mediate position of Suéw is unfavour-
able to the coupling of wigrw and
é\mida together: but this position is
the correct one if 8t Peter was in-
tending, not to make the two substan-
tives completely coordinate, but to
make wigrw primary and then add on
é\nida, “your faith and moreover your
hope,” or “your faith and therewith
your hope.” On the other hand (1)
there is a suspicious modernness about
the expression “your faith is also hope
in God”; a more apostolic phrase
would have been that “in their faith
they had hope,” or that ““their faith
wrought hope”: and (2} the idea con-
veyed by the expression gives a facti-
tious separateness to hope which is
not borne out by any other language
of St Peter. The apparent tautology
of the older and more common view
disappears if we take this last clause
as referring back not simply to rods
8’ avrot morods «TA, but to the
whole verse from ¢avepwbéiiros 8¢,
and even to the whole of the four
verses beginning with eldsres in o. 18.
Through all these verses St Peter
never loses sight of the principal ex-
hortation in ». 17. He bids their
converse with the world around be in
fear, because they knew with what
inestimably precious blood they had
been bought out of the base slavery of
a heathen life, and knew also that
that blood was the blood of Messiah
Himself, designated by God before
the world began, raised up and glori-
fied by God after His death for their
sakes, Thus the whole circle of their
Christian knowledge conducted them
to God Himself as the object of their
faith and hope, and of this faith and
hope the reverent fear of which he
spoke was a natural fruit. Thus,
while in the first clause of the verse, 8¢
adrod are the emphatic words, and eis
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deév with what follows comes in for
purposes of explanation only, in the
last clause els fedv is the whole predi-
cate, carrying the readers emphati-
cally back to Him who had been
spoken of in #v. 15—17. A faith and
hope resting on God had the firmest
possible assurance, and at the same
time implicitly confessed the highest
obligations of reverence and holiness.
The absence of an article before fedv
is probably due to a desire of laying
stress on all that the word carries
with it, “firm faith and hope is on
God, God and nothing less.”

The addition of éimida to wicrw
doubtless arises from St Peter's
steady contemplation of the future,
of the glory which, as he saysin v. 1,
“should hereafter be revealed”; there
is an impersonal hope of the future
which almost supersedes faith in the
present and living God. Not such
was the apoestolic hope, which was in
strictness but a part of the apostolic
faith. But on the other hand a faith
without hope, without a glad outlook
into the future, would not be such a
faith as the Gospel inspired.

22. The abruptness with which this
verse begins has naturally led to vari- -
ous futile attempts to connect it with
one or other of the preceding verses.
[Of these the most plausible is Ewald’s
(Sieben Sendschr. des N. B. pp. o,
26 £.), who, reading dvaorpechopevor for
dvactpddnre in o, 17, makes »v. 18—
21 parenthetic in form as well as
matter, and 2. 17 the protasis and ».
22 b the apodosis of a long sentence;
but he thereby weakens the necessary
cohesion of ve. 17 ff. with »v. 151, and
creates a disproportionately weighty
as well as bulky statement of the mo-
tive for the mutual love of o. 22.] In
zo. 18—21 St Peter, without forgetting
his main purpose, has diverged from
it for the sake of a piece of funda-
mental teaching bearing closely upon
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Yuyas Vv ryvikores év T vmaxon Trs dAnbeias eis

it, and he now resumes the thread of
his exhortation, gathering up in nine
partly new words the substance of 2.
14—17, 80 far as it was needed for
carrying him on to the next step.

Tas Yuxas vpdy fynxéres, Having
purified your souls] Tas ruyas vucy
is put in the front in strong antithesis
to dAAfhovs: the personal, individual
hallowing towards God must be fol-
lowed up by a corresponding love to-
wards men: the first precedes the
second, but is also unreal in the ab-
sence of the second. The “souls”
here spoken of are what we should
call the very “selves,” as in corplar
Yuyaér . 9: cf. iv. 19; and also 1 John
iii. 3, wés 6 Eyav TV Amwida Tavryy én”
alrg dyvi{er favtov kabos kT
I Tim. v. 22, pndé xowdve: dpapriacs
d\horplats® aceaurov ayvor Tipen
‘Ayvés, whence pyvikires, is doubtless
in efymology akin to dytes, and com-
bines the senses of dyws and xafapés,
clean from the point of view of holi-
ness, that is, pure. As applied to
men, it denotes first free from cere-
monial defilement, whether because
the man has not suffered defilement or
because he has purged it away, as by
fire, water, or sacrifice. Then it comes
to mean free from moral defilement.
In the Lxx. (Ps., Prov.} it is used a few
times, without distinctive force, in the
moral sense. The verb dyri{w on the
other hand, to make dy»ds, is common
in the Lxx., and almost always has the
ceremonial sense. In the N.T. it four
times has the same sense (John, Acts),
but denotes moral purification once in
each of the three principal Catholic
Epistles (here; Ja. iv. 8; 1 Johniii. 3);
while in the N.T. dyvés (with dyveiq,
ayvorys) is exclusively moral, viz. a
few times in St Paul and again once
in each of these three Epistles (1 Pet.
iii. 2; Ja.iii. 17; 1 Johniiii. 3). Itis
possible that St Peter had in mind
Ja. iv. 8; possible also that his ras

Yuyas was suggested by Jer. vi. 16,
where the LxX. has edpijoere dymiouov
[for “rest ] rais Yruyais dpdv: but at
all events he is repeating in another
form the kai avroi dyiot év mdoy drva-
orpopy yeridyre of v. 15. Cf. 2 Cor.
vii. 1 in connexion with vi, 16—18.
Nor is it unlikely that his é» 68 in
©. 17 brought to his mind Ps. xviii.
{xix.) 10 LXX., ¢ péBos Kuvplov dyvds.

The perfect fyvixéres (not ayvicav-
res) should be noted. It excludes the
possibility of the participle sharing
the imperative of the finite verb dyans-
aare, “ purify your souls and love”; and
fixes St Peter’s meaning as “Having
purified,i.e. Now that ye have purified.”
That is, he refers back to the initial
act of consecration, of which their ac-
ceptance of baptism was the outward
sign. The working out of this initial
consecration and purification remain-
ed, just as did the working out of the
initial hearkening and obedience to
the truth which preceded their bap-
tism. This strictly perfect sense
agrees not only with dvayeyevimpévor in
». 23, but with the present indicatives
of »o, 6 and 8.

€v 1} vmakef Ths dhnfeias, in Your
obedience of the truth] ‘Ymaxoj again
repeats os réxva vmaxois of v. 14. The
purification contemplated is not mere-
Iy an inward emotional state. It
comes to pass in active well-doing;
and the well-doing consists in obedi-
ence, in doing the will of the Father
and Lord. ’E», as before, includes
instrumentality, but also something
more: it is “in virtue of” obedience,
“in the power of” obedience, rather
than simply “by means of” obedience.

But a new idea is introduced with
tijs dAnfeias, yet one not altogether
new. St Peter has in a manner
already hinted at it, partly by his
describing the heathen condition as
an dyvowa in ©. 14, partly by his use of
Scavoias in 2. 13, implying the need of
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a discipline of mind no less than of
character, if indeed we can speak of
character exclusive of mind; the
word Seawoias being there apparently
suggested by Eph. iv. 18, where so
much is said of the heathen as walk-
ing in vanity of their vobs, darkened
in their 8sdvoia, “alienated from the
life of God because of the ignorance
that is in them.” Aad now tis diy-
felas comes from the sequel of the
same passage, where the Christian
lifo is opposed to that heathen life,
and is shmmed up as “the new man
which was created after God (ie. in
His likeness) in righteousness and
holiness of the truth (év Sicatooivy xal
ogiomre ThHS dAnfelas)” ; and St Paul
immediately proceeds, ¢ Wherefore
pusting off the falsehood (16 yrevdos:
so also John viii. 44; Rom. i. 25; 2 Th.
ii. 11), the whole untrue way of look-
ing at and dealing with things, speak
ye truth.” The same idea occurs in
various parts of Ephesians, and again,
though less distinetly, in other Epistles
of St Paul.

The combination of rijs dAnfeias with
77 vmakof i3 remarkable and instruc-
tive. In Rom. i 5; xvi. 26 indeed «is
tmaxony mloTews probably means “unto
obedience” not “to faith” but “in-
gpired by faith” (cf. dida Bwcatocivmys
wiorews Rom. iv. 13). Clem, Al (Fe-
logae 61, p. 995) has distinctly 8othos
feol 8. vmaxonr €vrolijs xexAnuévos,
which must mean obedience to a com-
mandment; and 8o, with probable
reference to St Paul's phrase to be
mentioned below, he has (Str. vil, 14,
p. 886) (évras fuids xara Ty ToOb
edayyediou vmaxojw, This “ obedience
of the truth” stands in complete con-
trast to the momentary fashioning
after accidental individual desires in
ignorance of the realities of life spoken
of in . 14. This is not the only place
in which it is implied that Christian
obedience is something much higher
than obedience to a mere law or code
of commands. In Rom, x. 16 St Paul
says, A\’ ov wdvres vmjkovoar T

[I. 22

eUayyehip (so also 2 Th. i, 8), and
again, with a closer resemblance, Rom.
ii. 8, dwetfovoe v dAnbeig mebopévors
3¢ 7 déwia {(cf. 2 Th. ii. 12, ol u7
miorelaarres T4 dAnfeia dAA& evdoxi-
cavres i ddwig). A similar and still
less obvious use of Ymaxate oceurs in
Clem. Rom. 58, irakobowper adv 76
mavayle xai éddfa 6vépare abrab (cf.
9y Ato Umakovowuer Tf peyahompemet kal
é&dife Bovhifoe avrot). In Acts vi. 7
the meaning seems to be “obeyed the
call of the faith,” not, that is, embraced
the faith, but acted on the demand
made on them by the faith which had
now become theirs, that they should
avow it and take the consequences.
Such a dmaxo would be like Abraham’s ;
see Heb. xi, 8 (é£ehdeiv). “Obedience
to the Gospel” is the fittest of lan-
guage, because the message brought
to mankind in Christ commands by
means of what it reveals: it brings
light into the dark places of life,
making disobedience to the Divine
will to be not sin ounly but folly, acqui-
escence in unreality. The climax of
this N.T. teaching is our Lord’s ewn
proclamation of Himself as the Truth
(John xiv. 6); and it is remarkable that
His last great prayer (zvii. 17—19)
contains language about ‘‘hallowing
in the truth” (ayiagor adrots é&v 15
d\pfelg...lva Sow kal avrol fyuao-
péver év dAnbeig) which comes near St
Peter's language about purifying in
the obedience of the truth.

St Peter here does not appear to
mean “obedience fo the truth.” 2 Cor.
X. § {els T Smakeny rob yprored) must
be interpreted by x. 1 (3id rhs wpad-
TTos Kai émieixelos Tov ypiorod); ef.
Heb. v. 8. Thus the only Biblical
anthority for ¢maxoy with a genitive
meaning “obedience to” falls away.
8t Peter rather means the depend-
ence of Christian obedience on the
possession of the truth. This inter-
pretation is confirmed (1) by the use
of riis dAnfeias after Swaroaidvy xai
oowbmre in the fundamental passage
of Eph. (iv. 24), where this genitive of



I 22]

THE FIRST EPISTLE OF ST PETER.

89

q)thaﬁe?\(])fav dw'lro'xpw'ou €K xap8¢'a9 dANHAOUS deyami-

derivation or foundation is alone pos-
sible, and (2) by the probability that
St Peter would have distinctly used
some such language as év ré vraxovew
74 dAnbeig, i that would have ex-
pressed the whole of his meaning.

After dAnfeias the Syrian text, with
two or three Latin authorities, inserts
Bt myevparos.

els Prhaderdpiav dvvrrdxpirov, unto un-
Jeigned love of the brethren] These
words must go with what precedes,
and thus set forth that love of the
brethren was from the first included
in the purification of souls and obe-
dience of the truth as their true and
necessary result. It was no acces-
sory or afterthought. The duties of
Christian brotherhood were implied
in all true morality and true religion.
The sequence év 17 vmaxoj...cls piha-
Sehdiav exactly answers to év éysao-
p...els Iraxory in o, 2.

Phadehpia is not “brotherly love”
in the common vague sense of the
term, i.e. a love like that of brothers
shewn to those who are not brothers,
but the actual love of brothers for
each other. In ordinary classical use
it is the mutual love of those who are
literally brothers, as of Castor and
Polydeuces (e.g. Luc., Deor. Dial,
xxvi. 2; Plut, De frat. am. (mepl
dihaderdias), 1. p. 4784 ; Phil, Leg.
ad Cai. 12). It is said to have been
used by Plato’s contemporary Alexis
(Meineke, Com. Fr. iil. 526). ®d-
dehpos was previously used in Soph.,
Ant. 527: Xen., Mem. ii. 3. 17; later
in Diod. Sic. iii. 57; xvii. 34. There
is no sign that it had any but this
literal sense. In classical writers it
apparently had never any other sense :
it is not used at all by Epictetus or
Marcus Aurelius, the most likely
representatives of Stoicism to exhibit
it in the wider sense, had such existed ;
any more than by Plato Aristotle or
Theophrastus. The same limitation

continues in the Jewish books 4 Mace.
(xiii. 21,23,26; xiv. 1) and Joseph., Ant.
xii. 4 6. The first extension of usage
is in a curious passage of 2 Macc. (xv.
14), where Jeremiah, as seen in a
vision praying for the people and the
holy city, is called é ¢irdSehpos obros:
that is, he is thought of as still one of
the Jewish brotherhood (cf. the use
of ddeAcpol in i. 1); and even here the
brotherhood is probably regarded as
due to common descent rather than
common faith. From thiswe passtothe
specially Christian sense of the mutual
love of those who are brethren, sous of
the invisible Father in a special sense
(80 of dBeAgpol John xxi. 23 ; Acts ix. 30;
x. 23,&c.; St Paul often ; 8t John Epp.;
and + d8ehdpdms 1 Pet. il. 17; v. g).
It occurs in St Paul's earliest extant
Epistle as a duty or principle not
needing to be expounded to the
Thessalonians (1 Thess. iv. 9), as-
sociated as here with ro dyamar @\Ng-
Movs; and again in Rom, xii, 10, joined
with els’ dAAjhovs piddoropyor; and
likewise in Heb. xiii. 1 (3 ¢eAaderdia
pevérw, again as arecognised principle);
and 2 Pet. i. 7; besides the adjective
in 1 Pet. iii. 8.

After Pphaderdiar St Peter adds
dwumrdékpirov, a word occurring first in
Wisdom (v. 18; xviii 16) and rarely
in later classical writers (e.g. M. Aur.
viii. 5), a word however chiefly Chris-
tian, as might be expected partly from
our Lord’s warnings against vmdkpioes
and vSmoxpiral, partly from the high
standard of veracity set up by the
Apostles, It iz used by St James
(iii. 17) with gogpia, by 8t Paul writing:
to Timothy (1 Tim. i. 5; 2 Tim. i. 5)
with wiors, and again by St Paul
nearly as here with dydmy (Rom. xii.
9; 2 Cor. vi 6), the sphere of friend-
ship or affection evidently being pecu-
liarly liable to be invaded by unrest
pretence (Vmoxpirai ¢ikias, Plut. ii.
13B). Kven in very early Christian
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communities the outward forms of
brotherhood might cover a secret
growth of hatreds, jealousies, and sel-
fishnesses (cf. ii. 1) ; more especially at
the time when St Peter wrote, and
the early fervour had begun to cool.

éx xaplias, from the heart] An
early, probably Alexandrian, interpo-
lation, xa8apas before kapdias, was
apparently suggested by the associa-
tion of éx xafapis xapdias with dydmy
in 1 Tim. i. 5 (cf. 2 Tim. ii. 22); it is
omitted by AB latvg. Virtually it
would be only a repetition of dmd-
kperov. The phrase éx xapdias with
Ummxeveare oceurs in Rom, vi. 17 (ef
Eph. vi. 7, & Yruxhis per’ edvolas Soukev-
ovres—for this is the right construc-
tion). In Test. Gad 6 we have *Aya-
ware ovv dA\Ajlovs dmo xapdias: but
this may be derived from 1 Peter,
which appears to be used elsewhere
in the Testaments, The usual classi-
cal phrase is dwd xapdias. Perhaps
we should hardly be justified in as-
suming an intentional contrast to the
é¢ 8hys [rijs] xapbias cov required for
the supreme love of God in the Gos-
pels (Mc. xii. 30; Le. x. 27 (Deut. vi. 5)).
But at all events the point dwelt on
here is not completeness, but inward-
ness, the impulse of love proceeding
from the inner self, as distinguished
from the mere regulation of demeanour
and conduct, unveal even when not
hypocritical. The phrase then re-
quires the love spoken of not so much
to be of a certain quality or a certain
warmth as to be genuine.

d\\ijhovs dyamioare, love one an-
other] This is the new commandment
given by our Lord to the disciples
with special solemnity on the night of
His Betrayal after the departure of
Judas (John xiii. 34 f, and again xv. 12,
17), repeated by St Paul (1 Thes. iii.
12; iv. 9; 2 Thes, i. 3; Rom. xii. 10;
xiii. 8), and finally enforced at the
end of the apostolic age by St John’s
written words (1 John ii. 7; iii. 11, 23;
iv.7—12;2John5),and also, aceording
to tradition (Hier, ¢n Gal. vi. 10), with
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his living voice when he had lost
strength to say more. It is of the
mutual love of Christians, believers in
the same Lord, that we hear in this
and similar passages. This is the
inner circle within which that love is
cherished and educated which is
megnt to go forth, like the Lord’s
own love, to those who are without
the circle, to all mankind.

écrevirs, earnestly] An interesting
word, found again (-js) in the same
connexion iv. 8, mjv eis éavrods dyamnv
éxrevf] éyovres. In [Le] xxii. 44;
Acts xii. 5 it is associated with prayer,
in Acts xxvi, 7 with Aarpedw. 1n the
N.T. the Latin renderings express
two different ideas, warmth or energy
(vehemens, instans (1), attentus) and
steady perseverance (prolizus, per-
petuus, continuus, perseveranter, éx
tenacitate, incessanler, sine inter-
missione). In the 1xx, (twice) and in
Judith it is used onlyin connexion with
prayer. In the earlier Greek litera-
ture the adverb is unknown, though
the adjective is found in Aesch.
Suppl. 983 rovs éxreveis Ppovs (affec-
tionate steady friends). Then in the
3rd century B.c. it is found in Magna
Moralia ii. 11 § 31 as to active friend-
ship (brav 6 pév éxrevs moay o §
é\\efrn), and Machon ap. Athen. xiii.
579 E (ékrevis dyarwopevos), but ap-
parently it is wanting in all true Attic
literature and even in Aristotle. In
the later literature (including 2 and 3
Macce.) this word and its cognates
(substan., adj.) occasionally turn up,
chiefly with reference to friendship,
personal or national, with reference
sometimes to steadiness and fidelity of
friendship (or even patient nursing),
sometimes to displays of special cor-
diality in a single act. Ultimately
they acquired the sense of munificence
(e.g. M. Aur. i. 4, and various inscrip-
tions), and even (as in Herodian vii.
2. 8 £6hww olons dkrevelas, viil. 2. I5)
of mere abundance. The fundamen-
tal idea is that of earnestness, zealous-
ness (doing a thing not lightly and
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oaTe éxTevws, B dvaryeyevvnuevor ovk €k amopas PlapTis

perfunctorily, but, as it were, with
straining). Cf. Clem. Rom. 33, owed-
coper perd éxrevelas xat wpobupias way
épyor dyaldy émirekelv; 37, orparevod-
peba pera wdans éxtevelas év 1. dpdpois
wpoordypacw avrod; 58, ¢ momaas €v
ramewoPportyy per éxrevols émteikeias
dperapedyros Td vmo 1. Beod Sedopéva
Sixawdpara kal wpoorayuara; 62, uera éx-
Tevals émieckelus. 5o here it is not so
much warmth or intensity of love that
éxrevds expresses, as strenuousnessand
steady earnestness in it as opposed to
fitfulness and caprice. Love of the
brethren was not to be such as would
shew itself in casual bursts of emotion,
but in a deliberate principle of life.
This sense is further confirmed by the
tenour of ». 23, and especially d¢édp-
Tov and pévovros (comp. Weiss, Petr.
Lehrbegr., p. 336). The force of éx-
Tevas at the end of the clause is
exactly like that of relelws after mrj-
Porres in 2. 13.

23. dvayeyevruévor, having been
begotien anew) The word carries us
back to dvayermjoas in ». 3. This is the
only other place in the N.T. (or indeed
the Greek Bible) where it occurs, un-
less indeed we count the Western
reading of Johniii. 5. The idea of the
word corresponds to the idea involved
in 8t Paul’s phrase *a new creation,”
the being started afresh, as it were,
under new conditions of existence
within and without, a new outlook
and new view of all things arcund.
This new creation was further a birth
to a new Divine sonship, and it was
precisely this new sonship which con-
stituted those to whom St Peter
wrote brothers in the new sense,
and so made dydmn towards each
other to be ¢uaderpia. The master
principle of this new life is love;
and therefore the most pertinent
exhortation to love was an appeal
to the very nature of the new life.
Thus in Ephesians the detailed pre-

cepts for the exercise of love in iv.
25—v, 2 are directly founded on the
teaching about the new man created
after (ie. in the image of) God in iv.
17—24. Compare also 1 Johniv. 7, §,
was ¢ dyawdy éx Tov Oeotb yeyévmra
x.7X. The meaning is not so much
“born anew” as “begotten anew”: that
is, the use of the passive brings before
us not merely the fact of the new
birth but its origination in the Father's
act.

ovk éx omopas Pplaprijs dAAa dpfap-
708, nol of corruptible seed, but of
incorruptible] St Peter goes on to
make a further appeal to the source
of the new state of existence. It was
otk éx amopis Ppbapric dAha dpbdprov.
It is a disputed question whether
ocmopd means, as usual, “sowing,” or
concretely “seed.” In the one case
we have to join the substantive with
adjectives not strictly congruous with
it, in the other to give it an unusual
sense. It seems best to adopt the
latter alternative, but not as though
owopd meant exactly the same as
amépuadr even awdpos; it is used rather
in a quasi-collective sense, in accord-
ance with a frequent use of abstract
substantives. Philo, D¢ praem. et
poen., 2 (ii. 410) in like manner says,
miv & dvaykawordrny omopav émigken-
Téov, fjv ¢ Mo dperdon xwpa karé-
ameipe, Aoy Yuxg. Tavrns 8 6 wpéd-
Tos omépos éaTly éAmis, and presently
to hope he adds repentance and
righteousness, evidently as various
omopor making up the one owopd
Here there can be no idea of separate
seeds, but the word may be chosen to
express a seed which, though in one
sense sown once for all, was also im-
parted by a continuous and perpetual
sowing. This sense agrees well with
what follows. The new life of the
Christians was being constantly re-
newed from its original source, a
living stream from the living God.
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Cf. Ep. ud Diogn. App. 11, Ovros & an’
dpxis, 6 kawds Pavels xai Takaids evpe-
Geis, kai wavrore véos €y ayiwr rapdiacs
yewwouevos. The nearest parallel to
the phrase on its positive side, draye-
yewmuévor...éx omopis...dpddprov, is Bt
John’sremarkable language (1 John iii.
Q) mds 6 yeyevimuévos éx Tov feot auap-
riav of mowel, éri oméppa avred év
avrd péver. God is represented as
implanting in man somewhat of His
own nature, making human nature in
a true sense not godlike merely, but
derivatively divine.

8 Adyov (@vros fead kai pévovros,
through the word of God, who liveth
and abideth] The Syrian text adds
els oy aldva from 2. 25. The order
gives no help towards deciding
whether (Gvros and pévovros belong
to Adyov or to feoi. In either case
{@vros is the primary attribute, pé-
vovros the accessory. It is now com-
monly said that the context is decisive
for Adyov, partly on the ground that
8ia Adyou (Grros answers well to éx
omwopas dpfaprov, partly because the
following quotation contains the words
76 phipa Kvplov péver els tov uidva. On
the other hand Dan. vi. 26 supplies us
with the peculiar combination of ué-
vav and {Gv With deds—avros ydp éorw
Geds pévov xai (G eis yeveds yevedy
Zws Tob al@vos. This might no doubt
be an accidertal coincidence ; and we
cannot lay much stress on the absence
of a similar combination with Adyos
elsewhere, since in this connexion Aé-
yos {@v would not be an unnatural
phrase (it occurs later, Heb. iv. 12;
and cf. Deut. xxxii. 47 LxX.; John vi.
63; Acts vii. 38), and péver might
come from 2. 25 (cf. Ps. cxviii. 8¢ d:a-
péver). But the presumption sug-
gested by the coincidence is confirmed
on the whole by the sense. The con-
trast to ok éx omopas Ppbapris is rather
enhanced than weakened by referring
the abidingness of the new life at once

to its highest source, not to the inter-
mediate channel. The very presence
of the word (@rros may remind us
that the Adyos, or speech of God, here
roferred to as the instrument of a
regeneration, cannot be a merely comn-
crete word spoken once for all and
then owing its permanence to memory,
record, or perpetual validity. It is
in effect God Himself speaking, speak-
ing not once only, but with renewed
utterance, kindling life not by a recol-
lection but by a present power. On
the whole then S8t Peter seems to
have meant “by a word of a living and
abiding God.”

What then is the “word” meant?
The peculiar phrase dvayeyemmpuévor...
81 Aéyov cannot but remind us of Ja. i.
18, Bowlpfeis amexvnoey tfuds Adyw
dAnfeias, eis 1o elvac fpas dmapyiy
Twa TGV adroi (OT éaurol) kTiopdrey, 8
passage which was probably in 8¢
Peter's mind. It does not follow
however that they had the same
meaning, and St Peter here throws
more light on St James than vice
versa. St James is apparently speak-
ing of the original creation of man,
which, in virtue of its special circum-
stances and of the Divine image, was
not a creation only but, by a Divine
begetting, a word or utterance of
God entering into man and making
him capable of apprehending truth.
St Peter on the other hand speaks
not directly of mankind but of Chris-
tians, and not directly of the original
Divine birth but of the Divine new
birth. The link between them is the
idea that the new birth is a restoration
of that which was at the beginning,
so that the true Christian, and he
alone, is the true man. Each view
is complementary to the other and
needs the other, and it is doubtless
the Divine word uttered in Christ
that suggested to St James the in
itself paradoxical phrase Adyw dy-
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@elas in reference to the creation of
man.

In interpreting St Peter we have
no right to limit Aéyos to the particular
tidings preached by those to whom
the Asiatics owed their conversion ;
this is expressed by pfipa, as we shall
see presently. It is God's whole
utiterance of Himself in His incarnate
Son, the written or spoken record of
this utterance or of any part of it
being a word only in a secondary
sense. Through whatsoever channel
the knowledge of what had come to
pass in Judaea reached the hearts of
the Asiatics, it was through the new
voice speaking from heaven by these
media that they awoke into a new
life.

The true relation between the two
clauses ovx éx omopas x.rA. and Sur
Aéyov kr.\. is best understood by
taking them as parallel to each other,
and expressing the same fundamental
truth by different images. Virtually
then omope and Adyos are the same
thing seen in different lights. Aédyos
is of course not used in the sense
which it ultimately reaches in St John.
Its use here follows that of the
later parts of the O.T. (as Ps. cvi
20; cxlvii. 15, 18), out of which arose
the more concrete use which we find
in the Targums, and so that of 8t John
and also of Philo (cf. Westcott, Tntrod.
to 8t John's Gospel, pp. xvi.—xviii.).
It thus illustrates St John’s sense,
and shews how naturally it arose,
though not itself to be confounded
with it.

What now is the connexion of the
whole verse with what precedes?
Evidently it supplies the reason or
ground for the exhortation in 2. 22;
but how this lastingness of the source
of the new life was to be so taken
is not obvious. The answer lies, 1
believe, chiefly in the true force of
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éxrevds.  All genuine love is a prin-
ciple and is founded on the perception
of a permanent relation, as opposed
to the self-pleasing casual and short-
lived impulses which have but an
imperfect right to the name of love.
’Exrevs expresses the manifested
character of such a genuine love: it
is steady and unremitting. The birth
from above is the only consistent and
rational justification of such a love;
and the everflowing stream of life
from above, from the living and
abiding God, at once demands this
character in love and renders it
possible. It is the life of God in
man which raises the love of man for
man to its highest power. Nay, St
John goes a step further, and teaches
us that any love which we are enabled
to shew is at last God’s love received
“in us” and reflected from us (1 John
iv. 7, 16, 19; ef iii. 15). If He
were only an abiding essence, but not
Himself a living God, we could not
speak of Him as loving. The two
adjectives together mark the stead-
fastness of Christian love as areflexion
of that which we are taught to recog-
nige in Himself.

24. 8uore, because] The full form
of the causal or. has been already
used by St Peter in introducing a
quotation in ». 16, and is again used
for the same purpose in ii. 6. The
Apostle here quotes II Is. xl. 6—S8.

In the quotation three unimportant
variations of reading may be noted.
An early, probably Alexandrian, text
wrongly omits os before ydpros, in
accordance with the 1xx. For airis
after 86£a the Syrian text substitutes
dvpdrov, again with the leading rxx.
texts. And both this and an earlier,
probably Alexandrian, text add adro®
after dvfos, doubtless to bring out
explicitly here the sense of &vdos
xdprov just above. The true text of
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St Peter follows generally the Lxx.
and agrees with it in omitting . 7 b of
the Hebrew text. The differences
are three, the addition of s, the sub-
stitution of adrfis (as in the Hebrew)
for dvBpdmov, as already mentioned,
and the substitution of Kupiou for et
8eot fjuév. It is however by no means
certain that St Peter did not find all
these changes already made in the
text of the LxxX. which he used. In
quoting Isaiah Cyprian and ome or
two other Latin Fathers, who used a
translation of the Lxx., have ¢gjus[not to
cite Orig. De Orat. xvit. (i. 226), who
does not distinctly say whence he
quotes] ; there is still more authority
{cursives and Fathers) for Kuvpiov;
perbaps even a little for os.

What however is the special force
of this full quotation here ? Phrases
out of the first four lines are used by
S8t James (i. 1o, 11) with obvious
appropriateness, while he passes over
the last contrasted line, which iz on
the other hand to St Peter the saying
to which all else leads up. But why
does 8t Peter quote more than that
one last line? If, as is often tacitly
assumed, the whole purpose of the
quotation is to find Seriptural au-
thority for attributing lastingness to
the Divine word spoken of in », 23, it
is incredible that Le should have cum-
bered hizs quotation with such irre-
levant matter as ». 24 then would be.
‘We can hardly find an answer then
without bearing in mind, not a single
phrase, but the whole passage. But
first we must look at the quotation.
The words themselves we shall have
to consider presently; but to under-
stand their full force we must notice
the associations belonging to their
original context. The words come
from the opening of the second great
divisionofthe book which bears Isaiah’s
name, the part of the O.T. which
has preeminently the character of a
Gospel. The prophecy begins with the
message of pardon and restoration to
captive and exiled Israel ; it goes on

[L 24

to the voice proclaiming the prepara-
tion of a way for Jehovah's return to
His land through the wilderness, the
revealing of His glory, and the seeing
of it by all flesh together ; thirdly, it
speaks of a voice bidding the prophet
cry, and giving him for his theme the
perishableness of all flesh even as
grass, nay, of the very people; but
setting against this the abidingness
of Jehovah’s word, and therefore the
sureness of His promise. The work
spoken of, ag coming to pass in virtue
of this word of Jehovah, was to be in
effect an dvayéwmos, the awaking of a
new life: compare what is said of the
word in Iv. 10, 11,

The application of these thoughts
to St Peter’s subject is not difficult.
Human life, as seen on its purely
natural side, is to him as the grass,
with a life and brightness of its own,
but all momentary and transient.
The “seed” from which it springs is
corruptible (ék owopas ¢aprijs). Its
fitting embodiment is that manner of
living which the Asiatic Christians
had inherited from their heathen fore-
fathers, and which he has just called
“vain,” “futile” (v. 18 rijs peralas vpay
dvaotpodils warpomapadérov). To this
perishableness of the attractive world
around them, and of that in them-
selves which sought satisfaction in
that world, he opposes the new and
ever springing life into which they
had been born by hearing and re-
ceiving a word of the living God. and
the sure promise which it contained.

waca aapf, all flesh] The Hebrew
has the article here, probably referring
back to the previcus verse, which has
no article; just as the article in Gen.
vii. 15, the only other place where it
occurs in this phrage, probably refers
back to vi. 19. The Lxx. drops it,
and as St Peter does not quote the
preceding verse it would have no
force here. The force of odpf in
this O.T. phrase has nothing to do
with uncleanness or any kind of evil,
but consists in weakness and help-
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lessness (cf. Ps. lxxvii. 39). The
phrase itself “all flesh” has a curious
distribution ; Gen., the story of the
Flood (vi—ix.); the phrase “God
of the spirits of all flesh” (Num. xvi,
22 ; xxvii. 16), and three other verses
of the Pentateuch [Lev. xvii. 14;
Num. xviii. 15; Deut. v. 26], Job?
Psalms?, Joel!, and a few places in the
later prophets. It denotes some-
times all mankind, sometimes (chiefly
in the Pentateuch) all mankind and
the animal creation together. In the
prophets it usually refers chiefly to
mankind as external to Israel. These
various shades of meaning all meet
in the heathen world as it would
appear to St Peter.

os yopros, is as grass] The inserted
o5 merely softens the strong Hebrew
phrase by marking it expressly as an
image. Xdpros i8 the most common
word for grass in the uxx.

kai wdoa 8dfa alris, and all the
glory thereof] Adfa stands here in
the vxx. for DM, which everywhere
else means mercy, grace in the ethical
sense ; compare the double sense of
in. The other Greek translators
have &\cos : but doubtless the Lxx. is
substantially right, though the Hebrew
implies rather winningness, attractive-
ness, and the Greek rather splendour
and that which invites admiration.
In Is. xxviil. 1, 4 we have similar lan-
guage. The significance of the word
here in either modification of sense
consists in the attractiveness and
pride which made heathen life in
Greek cities of that time a real temp-
tation to men wavering in their
spiritual allegiance.

wos dvbos xoprov, as the flower of
grass] Xdprov was here introduced
by the 1xx., the Hebrew having “ the
field” {which the LxX. retains in the

parallel passage Ps. cii. (ciii) 15).
Doubtless not the inconspicuous
flowers of the grasses are meant, but
the bright flowers which grow among
the grass and seem to the eye to
belong to it.

éfnpavdy & ydpros, the grass wither-
eth] This verb, the virtually constant
and the exact rendering of U2, ex-
presses the drying up of the juices
of the grass, and of the freshness which
is fed by them. Such, St Peter means,
would soon be found the drying up of
the life which seemed to animate the
heathen mode of existence.

kai 16 dvbos éfémeaev, and the flower
wasteth] The Hebrew ‘?;; expresses
not falling off, but fading or wasting,
specially of leaves, sometimes (as
here and Is. xxviii. I, 4 (see above))
of flowers. It has great variety of
rendering in the Lxx. In Job xiv. 2;
XV, 33 ékmirre (rendering two other
Hebrew words) means to fall off, and
80 it possibly does here. But both mirm-
1w and ékminTe have in ordinary Greek
so much of the general sense of failure
or waste (cf. Sir. xxxi. 7) that no more
may be intended than fading away. As
the grass was like the heathen life
itself, so the flower of grass was the
bright bloom of attractiveness or glory
which it wore to those who did not
lock beyond the present moment. To
see the full force of the image we
must remember the brilliancy of the
flowers which shine among the thin
short-lived grass of spring in the
Levant, such as anemones, tulips, and
poppies. “Of all the ordinary aspects
of the country” of Palestine, says
Stanley (Sinai and Palestine, p. 139,
cf p. 9g), “this blaze of scarlet colour
is perhaps the most peculiar.”

The Greek tense (éfnpdadn, ééémeaer)
is the literal translation of the Hebrew
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perfect (or preterite), which here is
the “perfect of experience,” used in
comparisons respecting that which has
been often observed This literal
rendering happens to be also good
idiomatic Greck for the same sense,
viz. the gnomic aorist {Kiihner, @. G.
§ 386, 7, 8; Goodwin, Moods and
Tenses, § 30). In the N.T. there is ap-
parently no trace of this aorist except
in Jas. i. 11, where language is bor-
rowed from the same verse of Isaiah,
and less distinctly in Jas. 1. 24.

25. 16 8¢ pnpa Kupiov, But the word
of the Lord] The substitution of
Kupiov for ot feov npdv hardly affects
the sense. Kuvpiov without the article
must be taken, as in most cases, for
Jehovah, i.e. the God of Israel, “cur
God.” The word is the word of promise,
the declaration that God hag not for-
gotten His people, but is coming to
their deliverance, while on the other
bhand the deliverance can take fuil
effect only by their hearkening to the
word and obeying it.

péves els Tov aléva, abideth for ever)
The Hebrew (D3P!) is even stronger,
“standeth (or shall stand) for ever.”
Thus the same verb with 5 SovAq is
rendered orjoeras xlvi. 10, and peivy,
pever vil 7; xxxii, 8, The tense is
perhaps the future (uevet rather than
peved), a8 one or two Latin fathers
have it in Isaiah,

Tobro 8¢ éotw TO piipa TO edayye-
Mo bév els dpas, And this is the word
of good tidings which was preached
(reaching ever) to you] These last
four words, as the aorist shews, un-
questionably refer back to the time
when the Gospel was preached to the
Asiatics, and thus became the begin-
ning of a new life by the thoughts and
feclings which it awoke within them.
Els uuas has exactly the same force
asineo. 4, 10; not by any means equi-
valent to Juiy, but expressing at once

destination for the Asiatic Gentiles
and the fact that the Gospel reached
even to them.

Edayyeluotéy 18 an allusion to the
fact that the Christian message was
distinctly called by our Lord Himself
“The Gospel,” but an allusion only.
It links together what there was in
common between this distinctive
Gospel and the word to which Isaiah
refers, for his uext verse (xl. 9)
contains the verb twice over. The
sense is not “the word of the Gospel
which was proclaimed,” but “the word
which with its good tidings was pro-
claimed,” or, as R.V. paraphrases it,
“the word of good tidings which was
preached.” St Peter then must by
no means be understood as saying
that what Isaiah meant by the word
of Jehovah was the historical Gospel
of Jesus Christ which should be pro-
claimed centuries later: this would
have been a difficult doctrine indeed.
What he does mean is rather to carry
back the Gospel than to carry forward
the ancient word. The Gospel was
in its essence that one Word or utter-
ance of God which was from of old and
shall abide for ever, the declaration
of an unchangeable purpose formed
before the world began.

It will be observed that in ». 23
8t Peter says 8w Adyov, and then in
support appeals to a passage of the
1xx. which contains jfjua, which word
again he himself appropriates in his
own final comment. Yet it wonld be
a2 mistake to suppose that he uses the
words indifferently. The Lxx. is some-
what loose in its choice between them,
uging here and in many other places
pipa_ to render 117 when we might
have expected Acyos; and it seems
most probable that here St Peter
first, when (in #. 23) he wrote indepen-
dently, chose out the best word,
though he subsequently (in ». 23)
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accepted the other from the Lxx.
The difference of these words is
fundamentally this, that pfjpe is the
concrete expression of Adyos. Adyos
is speech in relation to the speaker,
and so to the meaning in his mind
which he wishes to convey: Ajua
is the definite articulate word or
words as uttered by the tongue or
written by the pen. This fundamental
difference often resolves itself into
the relation of whole and parts, or
of what is generic and what is in-
dividual : the one speech is expressed
by a plurality of successive words or
rayings, and in one sense is made up
of them. Bo Philo Leg, Al iii. 61
(. 122) on Deut. viii. 3, r5 pév ydp
orépa cipBolov Tob Adyow, 1O 8¢
phipa pépos adrob’ tpéperar 8¢ Tév
pév reherorépov 1 Yux) de T Aye,
dyanicaxey & &v fueis €l xal péper
Tpatpeinuer avrob. Here too the fun-
damental ditference can be traced,
though it is not conspicuous, In
relation to the birth into a new life
8t Peter uses that term which carries
us nearest to the original Divine
source, and most nearly stands for
God Himself speaking : on the other
hand, in ». 25 he is able to adopt ghua
with the greater fitness because it
well suits the Gospel message as a
definite expression, and as the most
definite expression, of the one abiding
Word of God. Compare the difficult
passage Acts x. 36 ff,, with its Adyow
in . 36 (from Ps. cvii. zo0) followed by
its pfipa in ». 37 £ for the sum of the
events of Gospel history.

II. 1. Withthischapter we begin,not
indeed a new section, but a new por-
tion of the section which reaches from
i. 13 toii. 10. The four verses i.22—25
are in one sense a sequel to what pre-
cedes, in another parenthetical. They
have expounded the intimate necessity
by which a true obedient holiness to-

H.

wards (God involves earnestness and
sincerity of mutual love among those
to whom God has revealed Himself.
St Peter now returnsto the main stream
of his exhortation, and passes back,
through a word of teaching as to the
true kind of food to be desired for
the heart and mind, to themes more
closely concerned with the direct re-
lation of the Christians to God, in
connexion with what in 2. 13 he had
called “the grace brought to them in
the unveiling of Jesus Christ.”

’Amofépevor oy, Putting away
therefore] “ Therefore,” i.e. because
this sincerity and this strenuzousness of
love are involved in the new life im-
parted by the word of the living and
abiding God.

dmoléuevor need not, and probably
here does not, definitely mean, strip-
ping off as clothing. It is applied to
any kind of rejection, specially of what
is in any way connected with the per-
son, body or mind, whether clothing,
or the hair (shaved by certain priests,
Plut. 1. 352¢D: cf. 428, € 7 Té¥
SxAnpdy dmoTeBequévn kal mepirrdr éha-
pporépa yéyove xai ndiwv [ Yuxil,
the metaphor being taken from a man
leaving the barber), or a mental quality
(7. 60 B, awodéubar . moANY émieikeray
kai 7. drapoy €leov kai dovppopov),
anger, indolence, falsehood, pride, en-
mityl. Inthe N, T. its use here may
be compared with that in four passages
of St Paul, at least three of which evi-
dently do imply that the figure is taken
from clothiug (Rom. xiii. 12, dmofe-
pefa Ta épya tob owdrovs contrasted
with évducapefa Té Smha T Qurds:
Eph.iv. 22, drobéobac vpas.. rov mahatdr
&vfpomov contrasted with évdicacbar
Tov kawor @vfpomor and ®. 25 diwo
drofépevor o Yeibos: Col iii. 5 ff.
(the nearest to this), vekpwaare ra pédy

1 For examples see Stephanus, Thes.
Gr. Linguae, ed. Hase, 17360D.

7
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wdvra, pyiv wr.A. followed by dmexdv-
odpevor Tov madawy dvfpomov...kai év-
Svodpevor ¥ov véoy kr..): note also
Jas. 1L 21 8:6 dmodépevor wagay puma-
piav kal wepiroeiav xaxias, a passage
which, as we shall see, is closely con-
nected with this, the idea there being
rather of purging away defilements
and excrescences; compare also the
substantive dwéfeqts in 1 Pet. iii. 21
(o¥ oapxds dmdbecis prmov). Here we
may take it in perfect generality as
“putting away” (R.V.).

waceyr kaxiav, all malice] Moral
xaxia in classical Greek, the opposite
of dperrj, includes all kinds of vice,
and when it has a more special refer-
. ence it denotes cowardice. But several
compounds, especially xaxorifns, kaxdé-
vovs, &kakos (¢f. Leop. Schmidt, Eth. d.
alt. Gr. i 3s50f.; Trench, Synonyms
§ xi.), betray a latent inclination to
associate xaxds more particularly with
a malicious disposition, much as we
sometimes use “vicious” in a similar
restricted sense, and at length in the
N.T. (perhaps also z Macc. iv. 4) xaxia
itself is found as “malice”; not indeed
in Mt. vi. 34; Acts viii, 22; but in
most or all of the six passages in which
St Paul uses the word; in Jas. i. 21
Jjust quoted, here, and perhapsin ». 16.
In Rom. i. 29; Col. iii. 8 it stands in
a list of vices, in Tit. iii. 3 it is coupled
with ¢févoe, and in Jas. 1. 21 it is as-
sociated with dpyy drlpés and im-
plicitly opposed to wpedrys. Suidas
has the note, probably taken from
some Father, xaxia 8¢ éorw 7 Tob
kakdoar Tov wélas omoudy mwapa T
drooridg. See also below on 85hos.
Hioar xaxiav was probably suggested
by Eph. iv. 31, where oiv ndoy xaxia
stands at the end of a sentence
beginning with an enumeration of
mukpia, Gupds k... ; compare Jas. i, 21

naoay wepiooelav xaxies. The mean-
ing seems to be “every kind and form
of malice,” themalice which hides itself
under specious names as well as that
which is open.

kat wdyra 86hov kal Uwikpiow, and
all guile and hypoerisy (hypocrisies)]
There is a doubt here whether we
should read dmixpioew (with B [1Re],
the three early versions (lat.vt. (quota-
tions) me. syr.) and Clem. or dmoxpioeis
with RAC and later mss. lat.ve. syr.
hl. arm. Thphyl. Oec. Standing be-
tween substantives in the singular and
substantives in the plural, either form
would be edsily corrupted into the
other. In favour of vmwokpicers it may
be said that the singular once begun
was more likely to be carried on by
transcribers and translators than the
plural carried back, Clement and
several versions having indeed the
singular throughout (X* mécrav kara-
Aadudv). On the other hand there is
a propriety in coupling together déxov
and vwékpigw under wavra, and leaving
the plural ¢:fdvous a8 a separate mem-
ber. Either reading can be defended,
though perhaps the plural is the safer.

Deceit and hypeerisy (or simulation)
are evideutly cognate, while deceit
would usually have more direct refer-
encetoothers,i.e.the persons deceived.
Malice ou the one hand, deceit (or
deceit and hypocrisy) on the other are
the two chief types of the vices incon-
sistent with such alove of the brethren
as St Peter has been inculcating above.
He thus in a manner repeats negatively
here what he had said positively there.
His mention of dékos here goes along
with its occurrence in two of his
weightiest quotations from the O.T,,
II Is.liii. g quoted in ». 22 (noter. 21 duiv
tmohipmavey Uroypaupéy kaX.) and
Ps. xxxiii. (xxxiv.) 14 quoted in iii. 10,
“Yroxprocs wehave had virtually already
in i. 22 where dvumréxpiros is added to
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¢iradehpia as St Paul combines it
Wwith dydmry (Rom. xit. 9; 2 Cor. vi. 6).
It does not itself occur in any of St
Paul’s moral exhortations or lists of
vices (only in two as it were ac-
cidental passages, Gal. ii. 13; 1 Tim.
iv. 2) and comes rather from our Lord’s
own words.

xat pbovovs, and envyings] The
plural in a manner replaces mdvra;
envyings of various kinds, relating
to various advantages ; but all having
the same effect, the destruction of
brotherhood.

xai wdoas xarahaluds, and all evil
speakings] Here the variety of forms
is doubly emphasised by the plural
and by wdoas. The most direct ante-
cedent here is probably Jas. iv. 11,
with its thrice repeated verb (in 1 Pet.
il. 12; iii. 16 not mutual but external
calumniation is spoken of). We have
also the adjective xarahdhovs in the
list of heathen vices in Rom. i. 30,
and the substantive in the list of vices
which St Paul feared to find among
the Corinthians (2 Cor. xii. 20). The
verb, after two places in Aristophanes
{Ran. 752 ; Bekker, Anecd. i. p. 102.
15), is late only, and rare except in
the Bible and Fathers; the adjective
and substantive unknown in classical
literature.

The connexion between this verse
and the next is that the putting away
of all malice &c. is to be in prepara-
tion for that which is bidden in the
next verse, just as in i. 13 the girding
of the loins of the mind (dvalweduevor)
was to be in preparation for setting
hope on the grace there spoken of.
It was only by the abandonment of
these intrusive evil ways that it was
possible for the Divirely implanted
hunger of the spirit, described in the
next verse, to be felt in its proper
power.

2. os dpriyévegra Bpégm, as new-
born babes] Apriyévemros a late and

also rare word, replacing veoyris.
The authority for the reading dpri-
vyémra is insufficient: otherwise it
would seem the more probable,

This ia the only place where Bpédn
is used figuratively, mmo: being com-
monly so used.

There can be little doubt that St
Peter is referring to the birth spoken
of in i. 23. But we have to ask why
he chooses language which seems to
imply a very recent accession to the
true faith, though many of those to
whom he wrote must have been
Christians of long standing in 63 or
64 A.p. The phrase is naturally dwelt
on by those who assign to the Epistle
a very early date. Apart however
from other difficulties about an early
date, the explanation of the pecu-
liarity is certainly not to be found in
external chronology, with which the
following words 16 Aoyikdr dSohov
~vd\a émimobijaare can have nothing to
do. In both the other passages of
the N.T. where the figure of milk is
used for the spiritual sustenance of
Christians, 1 Cor. iii. 2f. and Heb. v.
12 ff, it is distinctly contrasted with
the strong meat fit for them of full
age, and both Corinthians and He-
brews are found fault with for being
still incapable of profiting by more
than milk; whife here on the other
hand milk alone is set forth to be de-
sired. But this difference cannot be
due to an earlier stage of Christian
experience; for the next clause wa...
cwrplay looks forward to the highest
progress without any hint that the
milk was soon to give way to another
kind of food, and the emphatic pre-
ceding words & Aoyiwdr dSohov shew
that stress does not lie on milk as
contrasted with sfronger food. If
then, as is probable enough, the image
was suggested by the thought of the
original passage out of heathenism
into the Christian faith, yet the sense

7—2
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of the verse as a whole marks the
new birth implied in dpriyérwnra as
perpetually renewed and therefore
always recent. The words which I
quoted on i. 23 from the appendix
to Ep. ad Diognetum 11 apply com-
pletely here: He who was from the
beginning, who appeared as new («xa:-
vés) and was found to be of old (mwa-
Aaiée), was indeed wavrore véos év dyimy
kap8iais yevvpevos. And further, the
renewed birth carried with it a re-
newed infancy in no wise ineonsistent
with full manhood. Christ's own
words “Hxcept ye turn and become
as the little children” (Mt. xviii. 3;
whether or not ra maidia there spoken
of could be called Bpédn) were not to
be exbausted by a single “turning.”
Compare Aug. Conf. vii. 18: Verbum
caro factum est ut infantiae nostrae
lactesceret sapientia tua, per quam
creasti omnia,

Bpégn, in Homer unborn babes, are
afterwards children at the breast.
Among the Jews this lasted some
two or even three years (¢f. z Mace.
vii. 27; Ev. de Nat. Mariae, vi. in
Tischendoxf, Erang. dpocr. p. 109;
cf. Winer, Bibl. Realwirierd. sub voce
Kinder, p. 657). Philo, ¥it. Moys. i.
6 (ii. 84), after describing the earlier
stages of Moses’s education speaks of
him as 78y 7ods dpovs Tiis Bpecixis
nAwias vrepSaiver.

76 Aoyikdy GSolov ygha, the spiritual
gutleless milk] An unquestionably
difficult phrase. The familiar ren-
dering “milk of the word” is simply
impossible. The qualitative adjective
Aoywcdr could never stand for the
definite genitive Tod Adyov, thoughthat
idea, naturally suggested by the pre-
ceding verses, early found favour,
Aoyikds, not used in either the Lxx. or
Apocrypha, stands elsewhere in the
N.T. only in Rom. xii. 1, rapacrigar ra
cepara Spdy Quolav {Goay dylav 15 Beg
€VdpeaTov, Tijv Aoyiery Aarpeiay dpdv :
and that St Peter had that passage
in mind here is made probable by the
similarity of its contents to his own
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words three verses later on (v. s5),
dvevéyrac mrevparixds Buoias edmpoo-
dékrovs e Bud 'Inoov Xpurrob, where
mvevpards replaces Aoyicés. In clas-
sical Greek Aoywds had two chief
senses, derived from the common and
from a derivative sense of Asyos,
“belonging to speech” and “belonging
to reason.” With the first we have
evidently nothing to do, on the as-
sumption that “milk of the word” can-
not be intended. The second on the
other hand requires careful attention.
Aoyixds in the sense “rational” is not
used by Plato or Aristotle!: but much
of its subsequent force was prepared
for by a famous passage of the
Timeus (9o o), in which Plato speaks
of the supreme element of the soul
a8 a dalpwr given to each man by
God, raising us toward our kindred
in heaven, as being ourselves not of
earthly but of heavenly growth. The
new use of the adjective Aoywds
comes from the Stoics, and especially
from their favourite definition of man
as Aoywdr {Pov, a rational animal.
From them it passed into general use.
Philo has it often. Thus {De profug.
13, i. 556) he speaks of the Father
of all as entrusting the creation of
the mortal part of the soul to sub-
ordinate powers in imitation of His
own fushioning of 76 Aeywor év qpiv:
and so often. What is however es-
pecially to be noticed iz that the
Aoywor of the soul was distinguished
from its passionate and its appetitive
elements, in accordance with Plato’s
famous distinection, and thus came to
be associated with that control of the
passions and appetites which was
regarded asdistinetivelyhuman. Thus
Plutarch, in a passage (ii. 132 A)
which well illustrates St Peter, depre-
cates the use of animal food as the
principal diet, urging that as a rule

L The version given by Iamblichus, de
Pythag. Vita vi,, of some words of
Aristotle (rof Aovyikol {ov Td uéy éom
Bebs, 70 8¢ dvPpwmos, Té 5¢ olov Iivfa-
vybpas) i3 not to be trusted.
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use should be made of other foods
more natural, he says, to the body,
and which less deaden tijs Yruxijs 7o
Aoywdy: in at least two other places
he opposes 76 Aoyixdv to 76 wabyrixdy
(1. 38 4, 61 p), and again he identifies it
with 75 efraktov as opposed to 7o
Tapay@des (IL. 1026 ¢). To the same
purport at a later time Eusebius, in a
strain evidently not borrowed from
the N.T., speaks (A E. i. 2, 19) of the
wild lawless men before the Flood as
corrupting ra Aoyikd kai fuepa Tis
avfpémaer Yuyiis onéppara : and again
of Constantine (Vita Const. iv. 5,2: cf.
Laud. Const. vii. 13) as sometimes
taming the wild Scythians Aoyexals
npeafeiats (rational approaches(?)),
changing them from a lawless and
bestial life émi 70 hoywdy «ai vépipor:
and again Lawud. Const. xvii. 6 of
Aoyixds Tpoas Yruxais Aoyikais kxarah-
Afjhovs. These examples quite suffice
to set aside whatever presumption
against this interpretation might arise
from the undoubted fact that the sub-
stantive Adyos never means “ reason”
in the N.T. Accordingly all the
Latins have rationabile or rationale.
Both the positive and the negative
bearings of the word are in place
here. The positive, because the in-
visible food which Christians were to
long for could not be one which left
reason unnourished : it must be food
capable of sustaining those powers
by which man beholds truth, and
becomes capable of wisdom. The
negative meaning of the word has
still more obviously a place here,
because the former antithesis to the
heathen life is still kept in mind.
The food which nourished reason is
also the food which directly or in-
directly would calm down passion
and appetite, the ruling powers of
humanity in the heathen life, not
indeed according to the teaching of
the better heathen wisdom, but ac-
cording to the maxims and instincts
of ordinary heathen life. Thus we
have here in this word an echo of
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thoughts that have recurred here and
there in the whole paragraph, in i, 13
dvafwoduevor Tés oodias Tis Suavolas
vpor, and again especially vigovres
Tekelws ; in 0. 14 py cvwoynu. Tals wpd-
Tepov év T dyvola vpdv émbuplaws ; and
in o. 22 in 17 dwaxoy Ths dAnfeias.

” A Bolos, guileless, is sometimes ap-
plied to wine and other objects in the
sense ‘“unadulterated,” and doubtless
that sense is contemplated here.
Those who assume Aoywor to refer to
the Word of the Gospel naturally
take ddolor to mean unmixed with
false doctrine and otherwise unfalsi-
fied (cf. 2 Cor. iv. 2, un Tepuraroivres
év mavovpyig pndé Solotwres Tov hiyow
r0b feov). Butboth the context and the
form of expression (ré6 Aoyikdv d8ohor
ydka, on which see below) render it
unlikely that St Peter means to con-
trast &3ohor ydia with other milk
which 7s adulterated. He is thinking
only of the child at its mother’s
breast, and to him milk is, as such,
the kind of food which by the nature
of the case cannot be adulterated.
This, he implies, is the characteristic
of the gpiritual sustenance which
proceeds directly from God Himself.
The guile (déhos) implied in adulte-
ration is doubtless thought of in the
use of the word usually meaning
“ guileless,” probably not without an
indirect opposition to wdvra Séhov in
the preceding verse: in ». 22 St Peter,
in Isaiah’s words, says of Christ that
no “guile” (86\os) was found in his
mouth. But the deceitful mixture
intended must be rather moral than
formally doctrinal : it must be mixture
with disguised elements derived from
heathen ways of thinking.

What then after all is the milk
intended? The definite article before
Aoywor cannot naturally be taken as
bidding them choose out for their
longing such milk as is Aeyixdv and
d8orov. It must therefore mean “that
Aoywor dBokov milk” of which they
knew well already. This could only
be a Divine grace or spirit coming
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directly from above. Newly born
from above, they must also seek their
nourishment from above, at once life
and light, power and wisdom ; what
St John (1 John ii. 20, 27) by another
figure calls ““the anointing from the
Holy One, which is true and is no
falsehood.” “ If we were regenerated
unto Christ,” says Clement (Paed. i.
6, p. 127 ed. Potter), “ He who re-
generated us nourishes us with His
own milk, the Word ; for every thing
which gives birth to aught else seems
at once to supply nourishment to
its offspring.” Such Divine influence
would come to them only in the turn-
ing of their own hearts and minds in
directions according with what they
knew to be Divine purposes, i.e. in
that turning which in the already
cited passage of Romans (xii. 2) is
called an drakaivogis Tov voos eis To
Boxipdlewr i 16 Béhqpa Toi Beod, T
ayafov kai evdpearov kal Té\etov.

This interpretation harmonises with
the probable sense of the difficult
corresponding verse of James (i, 21),
where the Zuguros Aéyes to be re-
ceived cannot without serious violence
to language be taken for any external
word, Gospel or other, but must mean
God’s voice within, Nor is it im-
possible that this ugures Adyes of
St James suggested the choice of word
here. St James's use of Adyos is in
fact a link between the ordinary
biblical use of the word and its
secondary sense as “reason,” in con-
nexion with which, as we have seen,
Aoywos a8 used here must be inter-
preted. The rational or spiritual
element in man, or whatever else we
call it, is to St James God’s word
in man, God speaking within, Cf.
Ath., Or. contra Gent. 30—34.

Thus therendering “spiritual” (R.V.)
contains only a part of the meaning
of Aoywdv: but no single word is
satisfactory. “Reasonable” is vague

and ambiguous, and “rational,” though
literally correct, suggests wrong asso-
ciations.

émurofnoare, long for] A word
much used (with its derivatives) by
St Paul, occurring also in the enig-
matic quotation in Jas. iv. 5, often
expresses strong desire of any kind.
But in St Paul it always refers to the
longing for the presence of absent
friends, except in 2 Cor.v.2(the longing
for new habitations already provided
in the heavens, the true and proper
body). In 8Bt James it is God’s yearn-
ing after the spirit which He set to
dwell in man. So here the word was
probably chosen to suggest that the
milk was the true appointed food, not
simply the best among many, but the
one which had the prerogative of a
kind of natural affinity. To long for
this milk was to follow an instinct,
but an instinet easily overridden by
perverse cravings such as those of
malice, guile, hypocrisy, envy, and evil
speaking, and so needing to be culti-
vated,

On the whole clause the fifth and
sixth chapters of Clem. Paed. i. are
worth reading, though it is difficult
to extract any single passage but the
sentence quoted above, and the whole
discussion of the relation of Christ as
the Word to men as partakers of
Divine milk is fanciful and confused.

a ér alrg adfnlire els complav,
that thereby ye may grow unto sal-
zation] In some, by no means all,
of the late Mss, but not in any
early M8. or version eis corplav is
omitted.

év avr avfnbire is doubtless founded
on Eph. iv. 15, d\npfetorres 8¢ év dydny
(the positive of what St Peter says
negatively in o. 1) adfjowuer els adror
Ta wavre, where in the next verse (as
also in Col. ii. 19) we hear of the
growth (alfnow) of all the body
through the émyopnyia coming into
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it from its head, Christ. St Peter
does not here dwell on the corporate
life which is St Paul’s main point,
though it is implied a little further
on in 2. 5, and again in iv. 10: but
the émiyopiyia of St Paul {ef. Gal iii.
5; Phil i. 19) answers to what St
Peter calls milk.

é» avrg is “in the power of it,”
“in virtue of it.” In putting forward
growth as a definite purpose, St Peter
marked the strongly practical and
ethical character of the Gospel as he
conceived it; all is to tend to the
strengthening and development of
character towards perfection,

The addition of eis cwmplar {an-
swering to Tov Suvdpevor ocdoar Tis
Yuxés dpar said by St James (i. 21) of
“the inborn word’) does not change
the character of the purpose. Salva-
tion in the fullest sense is but the
completion of God’s work upon men,
the successful end of their probation
and education.

3. € éyevgagle dri xpnoris o
wvpuos, tf ye have tasted that the Lord
18 good] For el many authorities read
eimep (not used in N.T. except by St
Paul), with the same sense more defi-
nitely expressed. EI with the aor.
probabiy! does not here mean “if at
the time when you became Christians
ye tasted,” but *if ever before now ye
tasted”; cf. 1 Tim. v. 10, x7jpa xarake-
yéobw...el érexvorpidpnaer xrA. The
words that follow come from Ps,
xxxiii. (xxxiv.) 9, yedoaofe «kal {Bere
dre xpnoros & kiptos, the xai i8ere being
omitted as less appropriate to what
has preceded. In iii. 10—12 five
verses of the same Psalm are defi-
nitely quoted. At first sight it might
be thought that éyedoacfe fixed ypn-
arés to the special sense which it
sometimes has in reference to articles
of food, marking them as of high
quality, usually in soundness, but
sometimes, it would seem, in flavour
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(cf. Le. v. 39 of wine). This however
is fallacious. The Hebrew is merely
2t “good”; and xpyords is the usual
(though nét constant) rendering of
D when applied to Jehovah in the
Psalms (e.g. cvi. 1; cvil 1), If the
Psalmist had any special reason for
choosing the unusual word ‘‘taste” for
“try,” “make experience,” it was pro-
bably that the next two verses refer
to wants such as bunger: “there is
no want to them that fear Him:
the young lions do lack and suffer
hunger : but they that seek the Lord
shall not want any good thing”: and
thus experience of God as the boun-
tiful giver of food to all flesh might
seem to be appropriately expressed
by the word “taste.” An analogous
feeling might have guided St Peter's
choice of the quotation: that is, his
éyeoarfe was meant to be specially
appropriate with ydia, not with yon-
oros. Such past experience as the
Agiatic Christians already had of the
Divine milk would lead them up to a
higher experience of the graciousness
and goodness of Him from whom it
came. Elsewhere in the N.T. this
word when used of God usually ex-
presses His gracious longsuffering
(Le. vi, 35; Rom. ii. 4; and the sub-
stantive Rom. ii. 4; xi. 22 Zer; Eph,
il 7), but in Tit. iii. 4 it has a some-
what wider sense, and so doubtless
here, as Hig lovingkindness.

A partial parailel to this clause
occurs in Heb. vi. 4, 5, with reference
to Jews who in becoming Christians
had had a genuine Christian experi-
ence, being enlightened with the new
light from heaven, and “tasting of the
heavenly gift...and tasting feod pAua
to be good ” (kakéw being predicative,
as R.V. mg.). The difference is that
St Peter carries the experience a
step higher. The passage at the
same time illustrates the true sense
of 70 Aoywov ddohov ydha, as being
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not any concrete teaching, but rather
what is variously described as the
heavenly gift, holy spirit, word of
God, powers of the age to come.

In the Psalm ¢ xvpios stands for Je-
hovah, as it very often does, the Lxx.
inserting and omitting the article
with xidpeos on no apparent principle.
On the other hand the next verse
shews St Peter to have used o xdptos
in its commonest though not universal
N.T. sense, of Christ. It would berash
however to conclude that he meant
to identify Jehovah with Christ. No
such identification can be clearly made
out in the N.T. 8t Peter iz not here
making a formal quotation, but merely
borrowing O.T. language, and apply-
ing it in his own manner. His use,
though different from that of the
Pgalm, is not at variance with it,
for it is through the xpneréms of the
Son that the ypnordrys of the Father
is clearly made known to Christians :
“he that hath seen me hath seen the
Father.”

4. wpés &v mpogepyduevor, unto
whom drawing nigh] These, at first
sight easy words, are found to stand
considerably in need of explanation
when we see to what they lead. The
rest of the sentence speaks of the
Lord (3v) solely as a living stone,
evidently the cornerstone, and of those
who are described as “drawing nigh
to Him ” as being built up a spiritual
house. In this relation of cornerstone
to other stones in a house there is
nothing obviously answering to the
relation between One to whom men
draw nigh and those who draw nigh
to Him, whether for worship or to
obtain help or for any other purpose.
The phrase itself on examination
proves to be less usual than it looks.
The familiar language about coming
to Christ is entirely derived from Mt.
xi, 28 (8ebre mpés pe) and a few verses
of John vi. (35, 37, 44 f,, 65), with one

from the preceding (v. 40), and one
from the following (vii. 37) chapter
(épy. wpds): compare Xiv. 6, oddeis
Epxerar wpds Tov warépa kr.h. With
the compound verb mpeaépyopar in °
the N. T. we find exclusively the
simple dative, and even this usage,
except when it is used for external
physical approach, is confined to
Hebrews (iv. 16; vii. 25; xi. 6; cf.
X. I, 22 (abs.)), where it means ap-
proach for worship and prayer, as it
often does in the Lxx., chiefly for ¥/3)
and 37, both meaning ‘* draw near,”

and often rendered by éyyifw. The
only places where mpooépyopar With
wpas followed by the name of God
occurs in the 1xx. are 1 Sam. xiv. 36,
where it means approach for oracular
consultation, and Ps. xxxiii. (xxxiv.) 6,
the very Psalm, that is, from which
St Peter has just been borrowing.
Three verses before the words yed-
caafe kai {Bere St ypnords 6 Kipios We
read wpooé\fare mpos adrov (l.e. Tov
kbptov) kai Pwriclyre, kai Ta wpéorema
dpdy ov py xaraayvrbi: and it is
difficult not to think that these words
(mpogéhbare mpos auréy) are here ap-
propriated by St Peter. But in what
sense! In the Lxx. they are a mis-
translation of the Heb.: “they looked
(°317) unto Him.” The true sense
of the Heb. here is not only inter-
esting in itself, but apposite to our
passage. The verb is but once else-
where used of looking to God, and
in that one place (Is. xxii. 11) it is
not a looking for help (see ». 8 which
suggested it). The Psalmist’s con-
ception is that, in turning their faces
towards God, they were lit up with
the light shining from His face, so
that the gloom disappeared : and this
lightening of faces with the light of
God’s face is analogous to the build-
ing up of the living stones in union
with the living stone in heaven. But,
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though a sense of this analogy may
have been present to St Peter’s mind,
we have no right to look beyond the
usual sense of mpooepydpevos, the word
which he actually uses. Its difficulty
consists in its suggestion of motion,
where the image which follows sug-
gests rest; and thus we might have
expected rather wpogkeiuevor a8 in 11
Is. Ivi. 3 ; Ez. xxxvii. (16 ér’ adrdv,) 19.
The true explanation doubtless lies in
{évra and {Gvres. The union of the
many living stones with the one living
stone is not a quiescent juxtaposition
effected once for all, Tt implies a
perpetual conscious drawing nigh of
the many stones to the one stone,
made possible and made necessary by
the fact that they live and that He
lives.

It deserves notice that the two
verbs mpdoxerpar (see above) and wpoo-
épxopai, are used indifferently by the
Lxx. for the “sojourning” (sc. with
the people of God), "M, of a “so-
Journer,” 13 (usually #pocjAuros, some-
times wdpowcos : see Additional Note),
This special application of wmwpocép-
xopas, both as a verb and as latent in
mpooiivres, understood (as late usage
suggested) with reference to adhesion
to the Jewish faith rather than settle-
ment in the Jewish land, may well
have here been present to St Peter’s
mind. The Christians of Asia Minor
were not only members of a new Dis-
persion, but were proselytes in a new
sense, joined not ouly to a holy people,
but to the manifested Christ its
Head.

Aifoy {ovra, a living stone] Here
we begin to touch a remarkable com-
bination of ideas drawn from different
passages of the O, T., all more or less
completely quoted in »o. 7, 8. First
we have Is. xxviii. 16, setting forth
the cornerstone laid in Sion: from
this passage St Paul in Rom. ix. 33
{cf. x. 11) had taken the first and last
words, but substituted for the corner-
stone the stone of stumbling spoken
of in another chapter ; and in Eph. ii.
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20 he had adopted from it the one
word dxpoyomaiov. Next we have
the great passage from Ps. exviii.
22f, cited by our Lord Himself, as
we read in all the first Three Gospels
(Mt. xxi. 42} Me. xii. 10f. || Le. xx.
17), and again by St Peter when on his
trial for the healing of the man at
the Beautiful Gate of the Temple
(Acts iv. 11). And thirdly we have
Is. viii. 14, with the idea of a stone
of stumbling, quoted in Rom. ix. 321,
but, as we have seen, inserted into
the quotation of Is. xxviii. 16, A
fourth passage which goes yet fur-
ther, Dan. ii. 34 f, 45 (the stone cut
without hands, falling and crushing
the image to powder), has apparently
suggested the additional comment on
the quotation from Ps. cxviii. which
we find in Le. (xx. 18) and probably
in Mt (xxi 44); but there is no other
trace of it in the N. T.

The phrase Aifor (ovra, like the
correlative Aifov {Gvres, has nothing
answering to it in either language or
idea in the O. T., which in like man-
ner knows nothing of a house or
temple whereof the stones are men.
The apparent econtradiction in terms
living stone is of course intentional
The inward relation of Christ to the
Church or congregation of His people
cannot be represented by any relation
of a single human being to other
human beings. Father, Elder Brother,
King, Priest, Advocate and the like do
not touch the kind of relation which
holds the central place in the apostolic
doctrine of Christ. Images drawn
from external nature are alone avail-
able, and that of course but imper-

"fectly ; the chief being the relativn of

the head to the body; while among
others is this, the relation of the cor-
nerstone to the building. But though
the distinctive relation of Christ to
His members can thus be imaged by
the cornerstone, that figure entirely
fails to set forth anything belonging
to the personality of men or the per-
sonality of their Lord. For the purpose
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of indicating how the image needed to
be completed in this direction, it was
enough to add the one word “living”
in each pluce, not only justifying the
preparatory phrase about “drawing
nigh unto Him,” but preparing the
way for other language respecting
the spiritual temple.

It is to be observed that in this
verse, in which St Peter iz explicitly
setting forth his own teaching, before
he cites the O. T. passages in illus-
tration, he uses no such word as
“corperstone ” or “ head of the corner.”
Perhaps he felt that the definite word
would have had at least the appear-
ance of incongruity with mpoaep-
xopevor, which after all expressed
better the literal truth; and that it
was enough for the moment to ¢ndi-
cate the thought of the cornerstone
by immediately inserting a catchword
or two from each of the two great
passages relating to the cornerstone
{¢modedoxipacuévoy, Exhexror vripor),

7o dvfpamwy pév drodeloxipagyévoy,
though wrejected by men] This next
parenthetical clause (Jmo...&vripov) is
with its pév and 8¢ like other pre-
vious clauses in which the principal
point is contained in the second
member, and the first member leads
up to it by contrast. So i. 7, 8, zo.
In such cases pév and 8¢ may be para-
phrased by “though” and “yet.”

Umd drfpémov péy drodedoxipacpévor,
This last word comes from Ps. cxvii
(cxviii.) 22, which we shall have to con-
siderinv.7. Itisone of thelesscommon
1xx. renderings of DNXD, being con-
fined to this text and Jeremiah, and is
used for no other Hebrew word. The
other chief renderings of the Hebrew
are éfovdevéw and drwbdéopar, and so
St Luke in reporting St Peter’s words
in Acts iv. 11 translates it by 6 éfov-
fernbels. It means simply to reject
or refuse in opposition to choosing,

1 DR is used eleven times in Jere-
mish and seven times is rendered in the
LxX. by dmodokiud {w.
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often with contempt entering into the
refusal. It is used equally of God
refusing men, and men refusing God
or His word or His statutes or judge-
ments. ’AmoSokwud{ev, a common
classical word, i8 a tolerable render-
ing, but is mostly used for rejection
after trial, an idea which the Hebrew
word does not contain. In the N. T,
not reckoning gquotations, it is used
twice in the Synoptic Gospels of our
Lord’s rejection (Me. viii. 31 | Le. ix.
22, ré (dmwd) rhv mpeaBurépwv kal
(rév) dpxiepéwr xrA.: Le. xvil. 25,
dmd Tis yeveas ravrys), and in Heb.
xii. 17 of Esau.

St Peter here passes over “the
builders” spoken of in the Psalm, and
substitutes dvfpéwer, both a wider
and here a fitter word, however we
understand the builders. So expand-
ed, the phrase is an echo of various
0. T. passages, though without any
close imitation. Perhaps we may
cite the Hebrew words of II Is. liii. 3
“despised and abandoned by men”
(such is the meaning, not “rejected of
men”),though the Lxx. goes altogether
astray ; perhaps also II Is. xlix. 7, but
the meaning is not certain so far as
“man” is concerned (LxX. again a-
stray); and again Ps. xxi. (xxil) 7
(Sverdos dv8pdmou kai éfovférmpa Aaod).
By “men” St Peter doubtless means
mankind in its “two great classes,
Jews and Gentiles. The rejection by
the Jews was told in the Gospels:
rejection by the Gentiles was a matter
of current experience in the life of
every day. Nothing was so repellent
and absurd in the eyes of the ordinary
heathen as the idea of faith in a
crucified Jew and the acknowledge-
ment of Him as a present Lord.
Every recipient of this Epistle, by the
very fact that he was a Christian, had
turned his back on public opinion as
an unsafe guide to the judgement of
God.

wapd 3¢ Oed éxhexrdv Evriov, Yot
with God chosen, precious] These
two epithets come from Is. xxviii. 16,
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quoted formally, though as we shall
see, with modlﬁca.tlons, in ». 6.
*ExAexrdr stands in the place of 03
“trial,” “ proving,” j13 1% “ a stone of
proving,” i.e. a stone tried and proved,
the natural translation of which would
have been X. ddkipov (Soxipd{e 14 times
represents this Hebrew verb), and
would thus have stood in formal
opposition to drodedoxipasuévor. Butb
doubtless éxhexros was really meant
as the translation of another word
differing by the substitution of 7 for
final }, viz, N3 from 03, “to choose,”
many times rendered by échéyopa, éx-
Aexrés. The same substitution has
occurred in the Lxx. reading of Prov.
xvii. 3, and the converse substitution
in Prov. viii. 10 (xpvoiov dedoxipas-
pévoy, M), Indeed (for other Heb.
words) we find Afovs éxhexrols in
II Is. liv. 12 ; and adrés (the house of
God) olkoBopetrar ANifois éxhextois in
2 Hsdras v. 8. Cf. Henoch viii. 1,p. 82 f.
Dillm., é8ecfe 8¢ avrois kal 16 oTik-
Bew kal 6 xa\\emifew xai Tols éxhex-
robs Aiflovs kat & Pagukd (80 Cedren.
Hist. Comp. 10D)L. In gense however
the difference is less than it appears.
If Soxipor would have expressed posi-
tive worth, éxAexrdv expresses the
same, and something more, a pre-
eminence of positive worth. The Lxx.
translators, starting from the sense
“ choice,” may very well have thought
of the stone as not only “choice” but
“chosen”: the one idea is omly s
modification of the other, and pro-
bably St Peter had both in view.
He was the more likely to contem-
plate the literal participial sense
“chosen,” (1) because Jehovah’s de-
signation of His Servant as His Elect
was an idea conspicuous in Messianic
prophecy (I Is. xlii. 1, where see
Cheyne's note); (2) because according
to St Luke’s record (ix. 35) the voice

1 [The passage runs thus in the
Akhmim Fragments : imédeter abrois...
arifes xal Td kaA\iBAépapoy xai wavrolovs
AlBovs éxhexrols xal T4 Bagira.]
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from heaven at the Transfiguration
had pronounced our Lord to be ¢ viés
pov 6 éxhekeypévos {true reading: ef.
the Western reading in John i. 34, 67
oSrés éorw & ékhexrds Tov Beol); and
(3) on account of the corresponding
phrase yévos éxhexrév which he was
about to quote in . 9: the corner-
stone and the other stones were alike
chosen of God in His counsel before
the worlds (ﬂposyvam'pevov in i 20
answermg to kerd ﬂpoyvam‘w in i 2}L
YEvrepoy stands in Is. XXVlll 16 for
92, the common word for “precious,”
“costly,” chiefly in the lHteral material
sense, and especially applied to stones,
whether gems or choice building-
stones (Kings and Chron.: see esp.
t Kings vii. g—11). Tiuos (occurring
some twenty-seven times) is a much
commoner rendering than érpos; but
these words are not used indifferently.
Tiputos is used where a simple dis-
criminative epithet iz needed: once
only (Ps. cxvi. 15=cxv. 6 LXX.) Where
preciousness in the estimation of God
or men i8 spoken of (riuwos évavrior
Kuplov 6 Bdvaros 7. éoiwv avret). On
the other hand this, so to speak, per-
sonal preciousness belongs obviously
to three of the passages where &ripos
occurs (1 Sam, xxvi, 21, &rmpos Yuxy
pov €v opfarpois gov: Ps. Ixxi. (lxxii.)
14, &rpov 7o fvope aitdy Evdmior
adrot: 11 Is. xliii.4,d¢)’ of &ripos éyévov
évavriov énot). The fourth passage
(Is. xiii. 12) has virtually the same
idea, highly prized and so rare [riuwos,
it is true, also means “rare” in 1 Sam.
iii. 1]; and in the fifth (Job xxviii. 10,
mavy 8¢ &mpoy Bev pov 6 SPhaiuds)
the range is vague. [It is used in the
narrower sense=riutos in Tobit xiii.
16, oixoBounbicerue ... vaneipo xai
apapaySe kai Mfw évripg T relyn cov:
as also in Dion Cass. Liv. 23, éerdpara
...7} kal érepd Twva Evmipa kéxrpoar: and

1 In 1 Sam. xxvi. 21; Job xxviii. 10;
Ps Ixxi, 14; Is. xiii. 12; xliii. 4; Dan. ii.

3 h.) &ryos is used to represent
wor s from the root P*; cf. eunywﬂ-ln—w
{2 Kings i. 13 f.).
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virtually in Demosth. ¢. Dionysod. 1xX.
p. 1285; Plat. Zeg. v. 7424 But
this sense iz very rare.] Thus ap-
parently the 1rxx. habitually uses
&rpos not as exactly “precious”
(riptos), but rather as “held precious”
(év mapp).  This distinction may have
been helped by the fact that in clas-
gical Greek &rypos almost always
means “held in honour,” i.e. “ honour-
ed” “honourable,” from the commoner
sense of ruun, this sense being also
found several times in the Lxx. (in-
cluding Isaiah %) and Apocrypha; and
that which is “held precious” is also
“held in honour.” The Hebrew sub-
stantive ! indeed came to mean
“honour” in Esther and Daniel (as
also various cognate words in rab-
binical writers, see Levy-Fleischer
W.B. i 70 f.; ii. 261 f), though
there is no trace of this Aramaic
modification till long after Isaiah’s
time. The connexion between the
two ideas is readily seen in our words
“estimable,” “estimation,” which com-
bine them. Accordingly in our pas-
sage it is probable enough that the
1xXX. translators would not have cared
to distinguish between preciousness
and honour, more especially as éx-
Aextor has a similar double grade of
meaning, “choice” and “chosen.” This
comprehensiveness of sense is still
more likely to have been present to
St Peter. In the three other places
of the N,T. where &rwos occurs
(Le. vii. z; xiv. 8; Phil ii. 29) the
sense is clearly “ honoured” or “hon-
ourable.” Further, in interpreting
the word here we have to bear in
mind 5 rpg in 2. 7, which certainly
refers back to it, and is not likely to
be used with a wholly different con-
ception of ryj. Now, as we shall
see presently, though there is no
reason to exclude the idea of price in
e 7, this idea requires some exten-
sion to make it appropriate to the

context. The words wapa fe inserted
by St Peter set forth in the first
instance the choiceness and precious-
ness of the cornerstone as referred to
the unerring Divine judgement in
opposition to its refusal by men.
But, as we shall see in ». 7, the whole
phrase expresses a relation to God
Himself over and above the appeal to
the truth of His estimation.

5. xai avroi ws ABo: {Grres olxo-
Souciobe, ye also, as living stones, are
being builded] Some good authori-
ties (Alexandrian)read émotxodopeiofe,
probably from a desire to bring out
clearly the supposed connexion, build-
ing upon the one stone,—a wrong
sense, as there is no suggestion of the
stone as a foundation here: Eph. ii.
20 was very likely to suggest the
compound. (In Acts xx, 32 oixedoun-
cat is similarly corrupted to émowodo-
pigas, but only in the Syrian text.)
A more appropriate compound here
than émowkoBopfioar would be euvroiko-
doufica:r, used in the very similar
passage Eph. ii. 22. Beyond the
tacit reminiscence of the cornerstone
in Isaiab and the Psalm, the latter
quoted in ». 7, there is nothing
throughout these two verses to spe-
cify the relation of the many living
stones to the one living stone, except
the initial mpos 6v wpooepydpevor : but
doubtless these words are meant to
rule the whole. Personal approach of
the company of the living stones is
the instrumentality by which they are
built up into a spiritual house. This
image of building, as the formation of
a unity out of many parts, is in various
forms common in St Paul, specially in
Rom., 1, 2 Cor.,, Eph. ; elsewhere it is
found only in Acts ix. 31; xx. 32,
Jude 20, and here, Sometimes (e.g.
1 Th. v. 11) the building up is of
individuals singly,sometimes (e.z. Eph.
ii. 21; iv. 12) it is of the body or
society as a whole, sometimes as here
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it is of the individual members of a
society as making up the society.

Some good commentators take olxo-
Sopelode as the imperative, but cer-
tainly wrongly. The strain from here
to @ 10 inclusive is continuous, as-
sertive here as further on, being
thus analogous to the indicatives of
i. 6, 8 bis, and to the sense of i. 21.
It is remarkable that St Peter habit-
ually uses the aorist for his impera-
tives, even when we might expect
the present: the only exceptions
(two or three) are preceded by words
removing all ambiguity; (ii. 11, if
dméyeafe is the right reading, with
wapakakd preceding ;) ii. 17 dyamare,
¢poBeiale, Tipare, With ripjoare pre-
ceding ; and iv. 12f {evilecfe and
xaipere, with 7 preceding.

The voice is doubtless the passive,
not the reflexive middle: so 1 Cor.
iii. 9, feod ydp éoper aquvepyol: Beov
yeapyiov, Beol olkoboun éore {cf. Col.
ii. 7); though there is a sense in
which the building up could be de-
scribed as an act of the Christian
gociety itself, ef. Eph. iv. 16, 16 cdpa...
™y atfnow Tol odpares moieirar els
oixodopsy éavrol év dydmy.

The present doubtless is mot that
of mere fact but of continuous pro-
cess, answering to the alfe els vaor
dyiwov év xupie of Eph. ii. 21, and
again to the words just quoted from
Epb. iv. 16, 7 adénov 1oi cdparos
woieiTac €ls oixoSounr éavrod, and their
parallel in Col. ii. 19, é£ o war o gdpa
w.avfe ™y adtfpow Tob Beot. The
present tense here stands in contrast
to the aorist of Hph. ii. zo (émwaixodo-
pnBévres émi 1g Oepellp v dmoaTilay
xai wpogmrov), which refers to the
original foundation: so also in Col.
ii. 7 the original but also permanent
“rooting ” (éppe{wpévor, on which see
Lightfoot) is contrasted with émouxo-
Bopotperot év avrd kat BeBatodpevor T
wlore: : see also the process deseribed

in Acts ix. 31. As the cornerstone
and all the stones are living, so also
the house is living, and ite building
is strictly not a fabrication but a
growth,

ofkos wyevparos els iepdrevpa dyov,
a spiritual house for a holy act of
priesthood] This is the true reading,
els being omitted in the Syrian text
80 a3 to make the two phrases exactly
symmetrical, and also in accordance
with 2. 9, Baci\etov iepdrevpa. Con-
versely, some Fathers insert eis (in)
before “house” and read oixov or oixovs.
Some recent editors, accepting eis,
place a comma after mvevparixss, and
thus retain the two phrases as sepa-
rate clanses, in apposition in sense
though not in form, *“a spiritual house,
as a holy priesthood.” There is no
intrinsic difficulty in so understand-
ing els, but the change of form with-
out an apparent change of meaning
cannot readily be explained, and a
much better sense is given by taking
the whole as one continuous clause
{so mg. of R.V.}

‘Tepdrevpa belongs to a peculiar late
group of words, all connected with the
idea of priesthood, not simply the
sacredness or even the performance
of sacred rites, but the function of an
official priesthood. The first traces
of any of them are Plat. Polit. 290 D.
ieparucy (Egyptian) ; Arvist. Pol. iii. 14
(1285 B 10) leparikal Bvoiac and vii.
8 (1328 B 13) ieparela (tiv mwepl T4
feiov émpéheiav Qv kahovow leparelay,
explained further on [1329 A 27 ff.] a8
the function of rd rdv iepéwr yévos).
The substantive ieparels is known
only from inscriptions; but the verb
iepareio (-opad) i not very uncommon
in late writers. The definite force
of these words (derived from icpdopar,
to serve as a priest) is seen in iepari-
ka: Bvgim, which in Greek religion
are sacrifices such as ouly priests
might offer, as distinguished from
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those offered by fathers of families,
state officials, or other lay persons
(see K. F. Hermann, Gottesd. Alt. d.
Gr. §7, 25 § 33, 8). The derivative
iepdrevua is confined to the Greek
Bible and Christian writers ; the fun-
damental passage being Ex. xix. §,
whence it is repeated in a Lxx. inter-
pretation, Ex, xxiii. 22, and borrowed
in a passage to which we shall have
to return, 2 Mace, ii. 17.

Without entering now into the de-
tails of Ex. xix. 6, it is enough to
observe here (1) that_iepdrevpa stands
for the plural D2 “priests,” ex-
pressed in Greek by iepeis in Apoc. i.
6; v. 10 (where the same passage is
reproduced): and (2} that the trans-
lators must have meant lepdrevua as a
collective substantive in the singular
in place of fepeis, preferring this form
in order to make it harmonise with
Bagiiewor, which there is strong reason
to think they meant as a substantive,
a kingdom or race of kings (not as the
adjective “royal”), just ag the author
of 2 Mace. ii. 17 evidently understood
them, and as the Apoc. in both
places (i. 6; v. 10) uses Baoiheiar.
{So Philo distinctly in De sobr. 111 p.
402, though in the sense “palace”:
his reference D¢ Abr. X1 p. 9 is
ambiguous.) Having elsewhere used
iepareia in the abstract sense of “priest-
hood,” the translators may well have
adopted or even coined iepdrevpa to
express the concrete sense, after the
analogy of orparevpa. In I Pet. ii. this
senseof a collective concrete priesthood
is manifestly retained in #. 9. But in
». 5 much force is gained by taking it
in what is etymologically an equally
legitimate sense, ‘“act or office of
priesthood.” (Adrpevpa, a rare word
confined to the tragedians, has the
two corresponding senses.) Then it
fits well in with both the preceding
and the following phrases. The house
built of living stones is defined as a
spiritual house destined for a holy act
of priesthood (i.e. in which this holy
act is to be performed), and this act
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of priesthood is next defined, viz.
it is to offer up spiritual sacrifices &e.
The added adjective mrevparwds an-
gwers t0 myevparids With Bvoias, but
has also its own force : cf. Eph. ii. 22,
els karounTripior Tol eod év mwyelpare.
The new dispensation of the Spirit
introduces or gives effect to a new
conception of the mammer of Gods
dwelling among men, not as in a
material building among the other
buildings of men, but in the inner
self of each, and so in the whole
society as united in heart and mind
in His service. Cf iv. 17; Heb iii. 6.
God dwells no longer in a house
made with hands, as He once did,
or rather once seemed to do, but in a
society of men, whose acts as true
members of the society are priestly
acts on behalf of each other towards
God.

“Aywor might in one sense be ap-
plied to any {epdrevpa, a priestly func-
tion having no meaning except in
relation to some conception or other
of holiness. But in this context,
associated with the twice repeated
mvevparicés, it must have a semse
analogous to the ethical sense of
dyos in 1. 15, 16, and mean a priestly
funetion worthy of the one Holy God,
ag distinguished from priestly func-
tions which might with equal pro-
priety be rendered towards unholy
deities. How fitly this conception
harmonises with wyevparikés may be
seen by comparing John iv. 23, 24
(wvebpa o6 Beds, xal Tovs TpookuverTas
avroy év mvevpat: xal dAnbela 8t
mwpooxvvely). The word was perhaps
suggested, and is certainly illustrated,
by 8t Pauls mapasrijoar rd& odpara
tudy fvolay (Goav dylav (Rom. xii. 1),
the presentation of this sacrifice be-
ing further described as v Aoyuiy
Aarpelar Upov, Aarpeiav there corre--
gponding to iepdrevpa here,

dvevéyrae mvevparicds Ouaias, to offer
up spiritual sacrifices] This use of
drvapépe in regard to sacrifices comes
exclusively from the Lzx. where it
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stands for the most part either for
ﬂ'?é_!ﬂ, to cause to ascend, to lift up,
or for "MPN, to cause to smoke
{prevalently rendered by fvuuda), dvd
being evidently used in both cases to
give something of the force of the
Hebrew etymology: by a natural ex-
tension dvagépw stands, though very
rarely and exceptionally, for three or
four other Hebrew verbs of offering.
Ipoopépa on the other hand is the
prevalent rendering of verbs which
express offering as a bringing, or a
bringing near. This sense of dvaépw
occurs in several books of the Apo-
crypha (Esd.? Jud.! Bar.! 1 Macc.!
2 Mace.® including x. 7 {Cod. Ven.;
aliter Cod. A] Spvovs dvédepor 74
etoddoavre xabfapichivar Tév éavrov
romov): in the N. T. it is confined to
Ja, il 21 (Abraham offering Isaac,
taken from Gen.); Heb, vii. 27, first
of the old high priests, and imme-
diately afterwards (if dvevéyxas not
wporeréyxas be the right reading) of
Christ offering Himself; Heb. xiii. 15,
of Christians offering 6voier elvécews
(from Ps. xlix. (1) 14, where there is
an express opposition to the flesh
of bulls and blood of goats, but
where the 1xx. has digov), a passage
which directly illustrates the present
passage, the only remaining instance.
The verb is probably chosen with
special reference to the following
words : acceptability to God on high,
rather than any intrinsic quality of
the gacrifices, is the characteristic of
this offering.

mrevparikas Buoias. Taken in con-
nexion with oixos wvevparwds, this
phrase implies that St Peter cannot
be thinking of any ritual acts what-
ever, such as would be appropriately
performed in a visible temple. It
‘would have been natural to think of
a new kind of ritual acts, if nothing
more than a new kind of sacred house
made with hands were in question.
The sacrificial character of the acts
contemplated must be closely akin
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to those characteristics of the Chris-
tian community which constituted it
a Divine house built of living stones,

Now each of the two Epistles of St
Paul chiefly followed by St Peter con-
tains a remarkable passage on the
Christian sacrifice. First, the passage
just referred to, Rom. xii. 1. It is
the first sentence in the last or horta-
tory part of the Epistle, and lays
down the principle for all that fol-
lows. The other occurs incidentally
in the corresponding hortatery part of
Ephesians (v. 1, 2), a few verses after
the passage iv. 17—24, already so
much used by St Peter. St Paul is
speaking of the various duties which
Christians owe to each other as mem-
bers one of another. He comes at last
to xpnorof, edomhayyvo, xapi{dpevor
éavrois xkabos kal 6 Oeds év Xpiorg
éxapioaro vpiv, “shewing grace to each
other, forgiving each other, even as
God in Christ shewed grace to you,
forgave you: be ye therefore imitators
of God, as beloved children, children
answering love with love, and walk in
love even as Christ loved you and
gave Himself up for your sake am
offering and sacrifice to God for a
sweet-smelling savour (mpeocopir xal
Ougiar 7§ eg els dopiy edwdias).” It
cannot be reasonably doubted here
that the whole contents of the sen-
tence to the end are meant to be
ineluded in the imitation of God in
Christ, that is, that the Ephesians
are bidden to give up themselves for
each other as an offering and sacrifice
to God for a sweet-smelling savour,
and that this offering is appealed to as
the ruling principle of social duty {(cf.
Eph.v.25; 1 Johniii. 16ff.). Strikingly
similar language recurs in Phil. iv. 18
in reference to an offering thus made
to God by the Philippiaus on St Paul’s
own behalf, ra wep’ dpdy, dopiy eda-
Stas, Ovoiav Sexrijv, evdpearor 1§ Begp
(ef. il. 17 77 Ouoig xai Aeirovpyia Tis
miorews vpov). This passage in its
turn reflects light on Rom. xii 1,
which contains no explicit reference
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to the sacrifice of Christ, but which
begins with an appeal “by the com-
passions of God (oikrippév),” evidently
referring back to thejAedfyre . .énéer. ..
éAenbooey...éefoy of xi. 30 f, words
which themselves rest on earlier pas-
sages relating to the death of Christ
(iii. 23 £, 29f.; v. 1—11; viii. 31—39:
compare 6 warfjp Tér olkTpudy in
2 Cor. i. 3 in connexion with r& wafy-
para 7ot Xpioros two verses lower).
Thus the two passages are comple-
mentary to each other, while both
implicitly represent the Christian
sacrifice, responsive to the sacrifice of
Christ, as consisting in devution of
the life to social service, offered as to
God in thanksgiving.

Of the same nature doubtless are
the “spiritual sacrifices” which St
Peter contemplates as offered up
in that “spiritual house” which is the
Christian community. Acts of self-
obiation to God for the service of
the community are described as per-
formed intheinvisible Houseinasmuch
as they take their meaning from its
encompassing presence and are the
manifestations of its reality, the acts
which set forth its abiding state. The
House as the dwelling-place of God is
defined simply by the presence of
His indwelling Spirit, and these acts
of self-oblation for the comuunity
are signs that His inspiring and
aniting and ordering Spirit is in-
deed present. In this sense they are
(positively even more than negatively)
emphatically “spiritual” sacrifices.
Compare Phil. iii. 3 (uccording tv the
only natural construction), of wvevpart
feot Aarpevovres {oppused to the up-
holders of circumcision for Christians),
answering by contrast to Heb. viii. s,
oirwes [8C. iepeis] vmodeiypare kat oxia
Aarpedovow Tév émovpaviwy, and xiii.
10, of Tjj aknvj Aarpevovres: and the
same idea of spiritual or living sa-
crifice, by Christ and therefore also
by Christians in Him, is indicuted
in the Epistle to the Hebrews in
other striking language, ix. 14, eis 70
Aarpedew Begp (bwre preceded by os

THE FIRST EPISTLE OF ST PETER.

[II. §

8id mvedparos alwviov éavriv wpoatj-
veykev duwpov 1§ Geg (cf vil. 15f,
iepeds Erepos, bs oY kara vépov évrohis
gapkivns yéyover, dA& kard OStvapw
{whs draraiiTov). It is worth notice
that in the same BEpistle (xiii. 15f)
the twofold reference of sacrificial
service, towards God and towards
men, is likewise expressed, but under
the form of two kinds of sacrifice,
not, as with St Paul and apparently
St Peter, under the form of two
aspects of the same sacrificial life.
Ovoias stands for sacrifices in the
widest sense of the word. The verb
o, from which it is derived, meant
originally not “to slanghter” but “ to
smoke,” “to cause to smoke,” and so
was applied to the typical ancient
mode of, as it were, conveying a sacri-
ficed object or offering of any kind to
the gods, namely by converting it into
smoke ascending towards the heavens.
In the LXX. fuoia retains this breadth
of usage, being by far the commonest
rendering not only of M1}, the most
general term denoting the saerifice of
a living victim, but also of NID, a
tribute or gift, the most general word
for sacrifices or offerings of a vegetable
nature, though occasionally used in
the same comprehensive sense as fuaia
itself. It thus includes every thing
whatsoever that, having been a human
Possession, is solemnly surrendered to
God. The other passages of the N.T.
in which the veiar of Christians are
directly or indirectly referred to have
all been already mentioned, Rom. xii,
1; Eph. v. 1, 2 {indirect); Heb. xiii.
15 f.; und with reference to individual
Ovoiae Phil. ii. 17; iv. 18. If we go
on to ask what class of Jewish sacri-
fices were intended to supply the
type of sacrifice here contemplated,
the language of at least Romans
and Hebrews is decisive for wholly
retrospective sacrifices, sacrifices of
thanksgiving, not of expiation. Heb.
xiii. 5 distinetly speaks of fvoiar
aivécews, which carmes us back to
Ps. xlix. (1) 14 (779R), the sacrifice
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TyevpaTikas Quaias evmpoadéxTovs Oew Sia 'Inaov Xpi-

of “praise” oppesed to the sacrifice
of bulls and goats; the phrase being
repeated at the end of the Psalm
(». 23) and again Ps. cvi. (cvil) 22;
cxv. 8 (cxvi. 17}; baving been origin-
ally used [Lev. vii. 12 (2 Lxx.), 13 (3),
15 (5) with N3] prefixed] for a special
form of the Levitical peace- or thank-
offering (Gvoia cwmpiov) (ef. Knobel-
Dillmann on Lev. vii. 11 f.; Delitzsch
on Heb. xiii. 15). Compare the rab-
binical saying preserved in the Mid-
rash Rabba, on Leviticus xxii. 29 (Par.
27 fin.), “All sacrifices shall hereafter
cease; but the thank-offering (j27W
MN) shall never cease.”
eUmpoodéxrovs 0, acceptable to
God] 8t Paul four times uses edmpdo-
Bexros, once (Rom. xv. 16) for the Gen-
tile collection on behalf of the Pales-
tinjian Jews considered as an oblation
(mpoogpopd). It is not used in the
LXX. or Apocrypha (the simple dexrés
being preferred in this sense, with
Séyopar and mpogdéyopar for verbs);
but it was known to Greek religion
(Schol. on Aristoph. Pax 1054, onueioes
Tiol karavoew el edmpéadexros 1 Buoia),
and also to ordinary (Greek language
(Plut., Pracc. Ger. Reip. 8o10). It
represents here the eddpeoror v e of
Rom. xii. 1, and the eis éouir ebwdlas
of Eph. v.2, an image derived from the
ascending fragrance of sacrifices con-
sumed by fire, often spoken of in the
Pentateuch and Ezekiel; while all
three modes of expression are united
in Phil. iv. 18, with Sexrds substituted
for edmpéodexros. The order of the
words nrvevparikas Qvoias ebmpoadéxTovs
(not fuoias wvevuarikas evmpoadéxrous)
indicates that the sense is not “spi-
ritual and acceptable” but ¢ spiritual
and so acceptatle” Whatever might
be the reflex and disciplinary value of
external or ritual sacrifices, such as
were offered by Gentiles and by Jews
alike, they were not such as could be
directly acceptable to God as worship-

H.

_men as sharers in Divine gifts.

ped in the light of the Gospel revela-
tion, or even in the light of the
prophetic revelation. The only sacri-
fices for the offering of which the
spiritual House of God was cousti-
tuted, and which God who is Spirit
could receive with joy, were acts of
self-surrender on the part of the living
spirits of men.

8t& 'Inoot Xpiorot, through Jesus
Christ] With this full name St
Peter concludes the sentence, dis-
regarding the fact that our Lord was
already referred to throughout its
earlier part (v. 4). It would have
been ambiguous to say 8¢ avrod : and
further 8t Peter may have wished
to lay the greater emphasis on the
medium whereby the spiritual sacri-
fices were acceptable to God, by
keeping this office distinct from that
of the Cornerstone. The preposition
&4 expresses strictly intermediate-
ness, the most definite form of which
is what we ecall instrumentality. It
is used in reference to our Lord in
the N.T. in a great variety of rela-
tions, as between God and the universe
and especially man, and again as
between man and God, or between
It is
absent from all the passages of St Paul
which relate to sacrifice (in Eph. v.
1, 2 indeed unavoidably), but stands
virtually as here in Heb. xiii. 15 (8.
abrot dvapépaper kr.h.: cf. o 21).
Compare however St Paul's thanks-
givings said to be “through Jesus
Christ” (Rom. i. 8; vil. 25; Col. iii.
17); the Amen of men to God through
Him answering to the Yea of God
to men in Him in 2 Cor. i. 20; and
the fruit of righteousness being to
God’s glory and praise through Him in
Phil.i. 11. But further, this use of 8:4
prefixed to our Lord's name cannot
be separated from the similar use of
év, the force of which is indeed ‘more
fundamental, though less easy to seize.

8
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Taken by itself & suggests individu-
ality or distinctness of being, évsuggests
unity orcommunity of being, whileeach
idea is needed as a complement to
the other. The mediation taught in
the Bible is the mediation of a Head
having many members : it is expressed
in ancther form by St Paul in a single
startling phrase (1 Cor. iii. 23), vueis
8¢ Xpiorov Xpioros 8¢ feov.  This use
of év is specially characteristic of
Ephesians, and is used in iii. 12 in
reference to access to the Father.
Here, where the subject is sacrifice,
mediation takes a special form. The
fundamental fact of buman existence
is that it is a mediated existence, and
all human action is true and right in
8o far ag it is done in recognition of
this mediation, that is, ultimately,
“wrought in God” (Johniii.21). Sacri-
fice, the test of the reality of love to
God and to man, is then most true
and right when it is, so to speak,
merged in the sacrifice of Him who
offered up Himself as our Head, His
historical sacrifice being further the
manifestation of His eternal relation
to His Father and to man. It is
“through Jesus Christ” that all things
human are “acceptable to God,” but
the sacrifices offered by men most of
all, because it is in Christian sacrifice
that the very meaning of faith in His
mediation is most exactly expressed.
- 6. Bibri mepiéyer &v ypapy, Because
it stands thus in writing] Awr is
the true reading, not 8.5 xkal. For the
latter no authority whatever is cer-
tainly known; ii is probably a mere
misprint of Erasmus, though per-
petuated in the Received Text. On
the use of 8:6rt see the note on i. 16.

Again, the true text is év ypadp,
not év i ypads (Syrian), nor 1 ypady
(an early and perhaps Alexandrian
correction).

mwepiéxes €v ypady, a singular con-
struction, for which the only other

example usually cited is in a sup-
posititious letter of Darius Hystaspes
in Jos. Antig. xi. 4, 7, Bothopar yive-
obar wdvra kafos &y alry (5 émuaTolj)
mepiéxer. But it oceurs also in Origen
on Gen. vi. 9 (ii. 30 fin.), mepiéxec év Tois
Zumpoafer 31 "Elnae Aduey x.T.\., and
in Adamantius, De recta jide (Cent.
uL—iv.) i, (p. 16, ed. Wetst.), odros
meptéxe év Ty ypagpg. Iepiéxw, origin-
ally to comprehend, include, contain,
was naturally used of books as
“ containing” their subject matter
(Diod. i 4; ii. 1; iii. 1 &e.; Plut. 1L
697 B; 717 A; 736 ¢): and the sub-
stantive meptoyri was also sometimes
used of the summary of the contents
of a book (Schol. Thueyd. i. 131 ; and
in Latin, Ausonius and Sulpicius of
Carthage). But mepioy occurs as
clearly, without reference to the idea
of contents, for a clause, a sentence, or
evenashort passage ; soCic. ad 4¢¢.xiii.
23, 3 (of dictating by fofas mepioyds a8
opposed tosyllabatim) ; Stob. Ecl. Eth.
ii. 6, 3 (p. 22, 3 Mein.), ppice 8¢ kal
rdkporehedrior s mepioyhs, exer &
ovres k1. Did, Trin. iil. 36 init.,
xkal Ty Eovoar wap 'ledvry mepioyiiv
Adrn 8é [John xvii. 3]; Gregent. Disp.
P. 600, Ti 8¢ éupaiver alrn 1) weproyn Tod
ariyov [verse] Kai wAfifos elpims (Ps.
1xxi.7 ; butsee below); Jo. Mosch. Prat.
Spir. 32, kat’ oixovopiar feot freywa-
gkero TO edayyéhiov év ¢ Unfpyer 1
mepioy) n Aéyouga Meravoeire kT
The use in Acts viii. 32, 7 8¢ meproxn
s ypagis fv dveyivorkey 7v airy ‘Qs
wpdéBaror .7\, is probably interme-
diate, “the words of the passage of
Scripture which he was reading were
these” (see Meyer, who however
wrongly disputes the existence of the
sense last mentioned); and the same
may be the sense in the passage of
Gregentius cited above. This second-
ary use of the substantive is probably
derived from a transition in the mean-
ing of the verb from the idea of con-
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tents as included matter to that of
contents as actual words. Thus 1 Mace.
(xv. 2), 2 Mace. (xi. 16}, and Josephus
(Antiq. xii. 4, 11; xiii.4,9; xiv.10, IT)
speak of epistles which wepiéxovor rov
Tpowoy rovrov (cf Acts xxiii. 25; 2
Mace. i. 24), and 2 Mace. (ix. 18; xi.
22} of epistles meprexovvas olres:
80 John Malal. Chironogr. (ix. p. 216),
T8 oOv ficrov mpoerédn wepiéxor obTes
’E» *Avrwyete k.r.\., and (xviii. p. 449),
dviyayev dmokpigeis...mepieyodoas of-
Tws Kovddns Baoikeds xr.; Did. in
Ps. xxxviii. 5, ‘Erépa 8¢ wepiéxet ypadr
[i.e. reading: the reading mwa\awords
has been discussed] ‘Idod malauds
x1.\.: and thence it is an easy step to
the impersonal sense “it stands thus,”
“there are these words,” which we
find here. It is to be remembered
that €yw, and at least most of its
compounds, have intransitive senses
which are quite as legitimate though
not ag common as their transitive
senses; and further that we have
examples of impersonal as well as
intransitive uses in the common ofrws
¥xei, €5 Eyer,and the rare dméyer (Me.
xiv. 41).

év ypagy is an obscure phrase as to
its precise sense, though there can be
no doubt as to its substantial force.
This is the only place in the N.T.
where ypagy stands strictly in the
singular without the article (waca
ypaiy Bebmrvevoros in 2 Tim. iii 16 is
virtually plural) except maoca mpodyreia
ypapis in 2 Pet. i. 20, Now in at
least some books of the N.T. ypagy
in the singular, in accordance with
Jewish usage, means not Scripture
a8 a whole, probably not even a single
book or larger part of Scripture, but
a single passage of Scripture (Mc. xii.
10; Le. iv. 21; Acts i. 16 &c.; Ja.
ii. 8 &c), Scripture itself being
habitually denoted by the plural ai
ypapai (Mt. Mec. Le. Jo. Acts (2 Peter)
St Paul). The use of 5 ypagsj in St
John and 8t Paul is not improbably the

same as with the other writers; but
it is capable of being understood as
approximating to the collective sense.
Nothing however but a distinct and
recognised use of this sort, such as
we do not find, would render probables
corresponding use without the article,
go that “in Scripture” is barely more
than possible here. Nor again in the
absence of mwi or any similar adjunct
is the sense “in a passage of Scripture”
probable. The most natural render-
ing is simply “in writing,” as Sir,
xxxix, 3z ; xlii, 7; xliv. 5; also (Lxx.)
2 Chr.ii. 11 and apparently xxi. 12 (cf.
Ps. Ixxxvi. (Ixxxvil) 6 ; Ezek. xiii. 9;
1 Chr. xxviii. 19), commonly expressed
in classical Greek by the corresponding
adjective éyypagpos. Thus wepiéyer év
ypagpy is equivalent to “it stands
written” : compare 8t John's resolved
formula of quotation €orw yeypop-
pévop (il. 17; vi. 31, 45; X. 34; Xii. 14).
That the quotation was authoritutive,
though mnot expressed, was doubtless
implied, in.accordance with the fa-
miliar Jewish use of the words “said”
“written” &c. (see Surenhusius, Bébl,
Catall. 1—11).

1800 Tifppue v Sidv Aifov éxhextor
dxpoywriaioy Evrior, Behold I lay in
Zion a stone (that is) elect, a corner-
stone (that is) held preciouws] In this
quotation from Is. xxviii. 16 there is
a variation of reading as to the order
of éxhexrdr and depoyeriator. Thereis
a preponderance of ancient authority
for placing éxhexror first, Against
this order is plausibly urged its agree-
ment with the order in the 1xx.: but
this consideration is weakened by the
absence of other assimilations to the
LXX. in our MSS, (such as would have
been the inzertion of movreAs), and
more than counterbalanced by the
strong temptation to a Greek scribe
to join dxpoywwaiov closely to Aifor
and to keep the other two epithets
together as they stand in ». 4. More-
over, as we shall see, this order suits

§—:2
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the Hebrew sense, which would be
known to 8¢ Peter and would not be
known to Greek scribes.

The changes from the Lxx in the
quotation are considerable. ’ISov
stands for ’18ov éye; Tifppe év Sww
for épBdiw (s0 B Crypt; éuBada
RAQ) els ra Oepéhia Seisdy ; mohvrels
is omitted after Aifor and els Ta
fepéhia adris after &vripov: the &’
adré after ¢ moreloy is absent from
the original 1xx. (so B Crypt) but
found in most MSS. and was doubtless
inserted before the Christian era.
Now comparison of St Peter’s quota-
tion of this passage with St Paul’s
in Rom. ix. 33 shews that the first
differences from the Lxx. and Hebrew
in St Peter are found also in Rom., viz.
the omission of éyd and the substi-
tution of the simple 7ifpu: év for
éufBd\io (or éuBald) els ta Bepéhua,
- not to speak of ér’ adrg in the last
claugse. On the other hand, whereas
St Paul replaced the words describing
the cornerstone by those of Is. viii.
14 about the stone of stumbling (cf.
Orig.-Ruf. in Ep. Rom. 1v. 619), 8t
Peter retains the cornerstone, and
departs from the LxX. only by drop-
ping the (for his purpose) superfluous
molvreAs; (which is merely the nxx.
equivalent for the twice repeated
“gtone”) and the concluding words
about ‘“foundations,” in accordance
with his silence as to foundations in
the preceding context. It is morally
certain that St Peter borrowed from
St Paul those peculiarities in bis
mode of quoting the passage which
he has in common with him; and
hardly less so that St Paul was not
following any antecedent version other
than the Lxx., but freely adapting the
1LXX, itself, Neither he nor St Peter
had occasion to cite the reference,
twice repeated in the Hebrew and
the 1xx., to the laying of founda-
tiona. Isaial’s words include the
sense of the quotation as given by
St Peter, though they also contain
other matter. Moreover rifyu:,though
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too vague a word to represent ade-
quately 7D (most commonly rendered
fepehiom), may be a reminiscence of
such passages as IT Is. xlvi. 13, “I give
(or place) in Zion salvation,” (N
being often legitimately expressed by
Tifnpe.

St Peter has already employed in
his own manner (». 4) some leading
words of this verse of Isaiah: he now
quotes the verse itself, doubtless not
merely to fortify himself by its au-
thority, but to indicate that the
function of the stone of which he has
been speaking had beer pointed to
by ancient prophecy, and prepared
for by the yet more ancient counsel
of God. In this thought lies the
force of ’I8ed Tifppi: it introduces
emphatically a prophetic announce-
ment of God’s purpose for Israel.

“For Israel” This is contained in
év Zuwow. Not only was the prophetic
preparation made within Israel, but
its fulfilment also, our Lord Himself,
came first to Israel: to Israel belongs
His primary title of Christ or Messiah :
this original relation to Israel is the
starting point of His,relation to man-
kind generally, and His universal
Church does not supersede Israel, but
is its expansion.

The probable construction of the
next words is to take depoywmaior,
corresponding to N8B (“corner” for
“cornerstone”) in the Hebrew, as
virtually a substantive with Zurior
for its adjective, just as Alfor has
éxhexrdv for its adjective, “Behold I
lay in Zion a stone that is elect, a
cornerstone that is held precious”

On éxhexrév and &rpov see on 2. 4.
*Axpoyoraios is not found elsewhere
except in Christian literature: but
there is a little classical evidence for
the simple form yowiaios, which also
occurs in the peculiar 1xx. of Job
xxxviil. 6 (Aifos youiaios). It is im-
possible to say whether it was meant
here to be masculine (sc. Aifov) or
neuter (as the plural émiysra from
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the adjective émcydvios in Aquila Ps.
cxliii. (exliv.) 12).

By the stone Isaizh probably meant
the Divine king or kingdom of Israel
founded in David, the true strength
and bond of the nation, resting
securely on the promise of Jehovah
and alone capable of holding together
the elements of the people in oppo-
sition to the forces tending to draw
them asunder. Thus in Ps ii. 6
Jehovah speaks, “YetIhave stablished
my king on Zion my holy mountain”
(cf. Ps. c¢x. 2). The two adjectives,
“proved” (ag in the Hebrew) or
“elect” (as in the 1xx.), and then
“held precious” express at once the
pre-eminence of this element of na-
tional strength and security over any
institution of neighbouring states and
its essential connexion wih its in-
visible founder, in whose eyes it was
choice and precious. But the Apostles
could attach to the sentence a more
definite meaning, since they had come
to know the true Son of David, and
to see the beginnings of a larger
Zion.

xai 6 moTelov ér airp, And he
that believeth on it] In the original
(as in the earliest LXX. text)no object of
faith is named ; and the sense appears
to be “he who, kAnowing this, is
constant or faithful,” “he who, keep-
ing the Divine establishment of this
cornerstone in memory, refuses to
be shaken in mind.” The insertion
of éx’ avrg (referring to the stome)
in the later forms of the Lxx. was
however natural enough, and it be-
came entirely appropriate when our
Lord Himself was revealed as the
true King of Israel, and the true
bond of unity among men.

ot uf karatayvvdy, shall not be put
to shame] 1If the Hebrew text
g 85, “shall not hasten,” is right,
the meaning probably is “will not flee

away in terror, but patiently abide”
(cf. xxx. 7, 15f): but the text {see
Cheyne) is not free from suspicion.
The 1xx. at all events, rightly or
wrongly, seem to have read 91 NS,
The verb LA2 (in the Lxx. nearly
always aloydropa:, keraicylvoper) is
common in the Psalms and Prophets
to express a state of at once bewilder-
ment and humiliation arising from the
baffling of hopes or enterprises. It ia
repeatedly used with a negative par-
ticle (as here in the rxx.} for the
result of hope or faith in God ; so Ps.
xxi. (xxii) 6; xxiv. (xxv.) 3, 20; XXX,
(xxx1) 2, 18 &e.; Is. xxix. 22; xlv.
16, 17; xlix. 23; L 7; Joel il 26;
and (in the Apocrypha) Sir. ii. 10; xv.
4. No word eould better express
the collapse and frustration of a life
not built up on faith in a Divine
Cornerstone sustaining and unifying
human existence and human society.

7. Upiv odv §j Tum) Tois miaTedovoy,
For you therefore vs the precious-
ness, (even jfor wou) who belleve]
These apparently simple words are
very difficult. The various interpreta-
tions fall under three heads: (1) Some
take duiv a8 “in your eyes,” the sense
of price being retained. We are
familiar with this interpretation from
the A.V., “unto you that believe he is
precious.” It came from a note of
Erasmus, which was at once followed
by both Luther and Tindale. In this
form the translation is simply impos-
sible, not merely difficult: it makes
% 7 the predicate, while it can be
only the subject. But even if this
error be avoided, 28 it is in the first
marginal reading of R.V., “In your
sight...is the preciousness,” the inter-
pretation remains inadmissible. Eras-
mus did good service by insisting that
7 Ty} must refer back to &rouor, but
he strangely assumed, in opposition
to ». 4, that &ryov mmst express the
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acceptance of the Stone by Christians
after its rejection by the Jews; and
the result is to make the sentence
into a feeble and yet obscure expla-
nation of ». 6, in spite of its intro-
duction by od».

(2) The next interpretation, the
commonest in recent books, starting
from the sense “honour” for 7 rius
(as vulg. honor), takes vuir as *‘con-
ferred upon you"” (so second margin
of R.V. “For you...is the honour”).
It understands 5 Towj as the opposite
of raratoywdj, accordingly making
this sentence a repetition in positive
form of what was said negatively in
the preceding line. Here too the
result is a weak and superfluous
statement, with a singular use of ol»,
and the connexion between 7iuj and
&vripos is completely lost.

(3) The alternative therefore re-
mains to take Juiv in the easy sense
“for you,” “in reference to you,” and 5
Tiu1 a8 expressing the force of &vriuov
(and implicitly of the associated
epithet éxhexrdn): “For you therefore
...is the preciousness” (so the text of
R.V.). That is, It i you that are
concerned in the preciousness of which
Isaiah speaks: for you that stone is
before God of great price; the benefit
of its high prerogatives acerues to
you. It is tempting to go a step
further, and interpret vuiv as implying
that the preciousness of the Stone was
communicated to those who had faith
therein (“to you belongs the precious-
ness”), so that, as living stones built
up in union with that elect and pre-
cious Cornerstone, they shared Christ’s
glory in God's sight, and derived
for themselves from Christ preroga-
tives of election and preciousness (cf.
2. g, 10). But this is an idea which
St Peter could hardly have failed to
develop more clearly if he had had it
distinctly in view ; and moreover, the
sense thus given to the dative is too
far removed from any sense which
can possibly be given to the corre-
sponding dative drioroiow.
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If we take the dative as simply a
dative of reference, retaining the Lxx.
sense of évrwuos for i reus, the sentence
stands in close connexion not only
with both clauses of the quotation in
». 6 but with ze. 4, 5, and also with
the verses that follow, for which it is
a nceded intermediate link. Its diffi-
culty of course lies in the word ruuq,
which in strictness means either
“price” or “honour,” but not “pre-
ciousness” But it is difficult to see
what word exactly expressing pre-
ciousness could have been fitly used
in this place ; and the concrete term
for “price,” recalling to the reader
&ripor (= év muup), would naturally, as
we have seen, in such a context borrow
enlargement of sense from the closely
related meaning “honour,”

Then follows rois mioretovow, and
in this position it does not limit Juiv
but justifies it. “Yuir is quite absolute,
and analogous to eis dpds in i 4, v§s
€ls Duds ydaperos in 1. 10, piv 8éin i 12,
v Pepouérmy Suiy xdpw in i, 13, and
8. vpas in i. 20: it means “you Chris-
tians to whom I am writing.” The
force of ofv is to appeal to the pre-
ceding line : “the preciousness belongs
to you because you are they that
believe, and he that believeth on the
Cornerstone, saith the prophet, shall
in no wise be confounded: faith is
the condition for forming a part of
the spiritual temple, and se being
united to the Cornerstone.” Hor the
appended rofs marevovow cf. John i.
12; 1 John v. 13.

dmiorobaw 8¢ MBos...yovias, but for
such as are disbeliering (the Psalm-
isls word is true), The stone which
the builders rejected, the same was
made the head of the corner] This
is the true reading, not dmeifoborr,
which probablycomes from dreifotyres
in 9. 8, which in like manner is altered
(B vg.) into dmiorodrres by assimila-
tion to this verse. ’Amioréw is to be
dmrros, i.e. without nloric; and ac-
cordingly ity shade of meaning varies
with the conception of mwiores. Absent
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from the Lxx., it has in Wigdom and
2 Mace. (a8 also in [Me.] xvi. 11; Le.
xxiv. 11, 41) the common classical
sense “distrust,” which indeed under-
lies all the modifications of sense. In
the four other places of the N.T. where
it is used, it stands always in direct
contrast to some word expressing

some kind of faith occurring in the’

immediate context, [Mec.] xvi. 16 to
wioTevw, (Acts XXViil. 24 to melbopa:,)
Rom. iii. 3 (dmworia) t0 wioris, and
2 Tim. ii. 12 to mords (cf. John xx. 27).
So here it is simply the negation of
mioredw. The Cornerstone, originally
proclaimed to the outward Israel, lost
its value in respect of them, because
they believed not: so St Paul says
(Rom. xi. 20) of the natural branches
of God’s olive tree: rj dmioria éfexhda-
Onoav, ov 8¢ T wigrer érrykas.

The article is omitted (émrwrrotow)
probably because unbelievers were
regarded as not forming a definite
body like the sum of Christian con-
gregations ; they were simply a drift-
ing and promiscuous residuum, Jewish
and heathen alike. There may also
be a subtle hint of the possibility of
unbelief stealing in presently within
the body of the faithful (cf. Heb. iii.
19 — iv. 3); see Wiesinger, whose
treatment of this part of the verse is
excellent.

*Amarotaw i3 often taken directly
with éyenjfny, “the stone rejected by
the builders became to the unbeliev-
ing as a head of the corner”; but this
way of understanding it distinctly
imports into the term “head of the
corner” an unfavourable sense, which
it bears neither in the Psalm nor in
any quotation of it elsewhere, and
which is intrinsically meaningless. The
appeal which some make to Luke xx.
17 (cf. Mt. xxi. 44), “ Every one that
falleth on that stone shall be broken,”
is irrelevant, for rov Aifor éxeivor
(rotTor) expressly carries the reader
away from xepaliy yovias to a different

function of the Stone; and so the
reference in the next clause is to
Dan. ii. 34, 35, 44 (the stone cut
out without hands). This difficulty

. led some of the older critics to accept

too readily from the Syriac Vulgate
the omission of the whole of the quo-
tation in @. 7 from Afos dv to yovias
kal. The true solution is apparently
to take dmigrotow as simply a dative
of reference, dependent not on the
single verb éyeméy, but on the quo-
tation from Aifos to ywvias taken as a
whole, —“for such as are unbelieving
[the Psalmist’s word is true], The
stone which the builders rejected
&c.”: that is, by an easily intelligible
imperfection of the sentence the quo-
tation itself takes the place of some
such phrase as 76 Aifov...yenbijvac
€is kehakiy yavias, which would have
been cumbrous and lifeless. Thus
the point of the application lies not
in by dwedoxipacar alone, much less
in éyerbn els kepahdy ywrias alone, but
in by dwedoxiparar 23 enhanced in
force by combination with éyevify eis
keparny yovias. The N.T. has other
examples of the application of written
words by means of a dative of re-
ference (Mt xiii. 14; Le xviil 31;
Jude 14).

The first word of the quotation in
the best MSS. is Alfos, not Aidov (by a
common attraction) as in the Lxx.
and in apparentiy all MSS. of the three
parallel quotations in the Gospels.
With this trifling exception, probably
made with a view to the subsequent
xai Mfos mpoaxdpparos k..., the Lxx,
of Ps. exviil 22 is exactly followed as
far as ywvias, even to the insertion of
obros, which in the Lxx. had probably
been meant to give clearness after the
use of the accusative Aifow.

Psalm cxviii. is certainly of late
date, probably composed for the con-
secration of the second temple (as
described in Ezra vi.). Ver. 22 is appa-
rently a reminiscence of Is. xxviii. 16.
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It is at least conceivable that, as Dr
Plumptre conjectures (Bibl. Stud. p.
275 f.), the image of the rejected stone
was suggested by some actual incident
in the rebuilding, the finding at last,
in consequence of somekind of Divine
intimation, that a stone, which had
been cast contemptucusly aside by
the architects, was in truth the best
fitted for the head of the corner.
But, whether there was some such
external occasion as this or not, the
fresh thought added to Isaiah’s image
is explicable by the circumstances of
the time. The original ideal of David-
ean kingship had soon been grievously
cbscured. Both kings and people
had contributed towards making the
Jewigh state like any heather state
in its neighbourhood, as thongh it had
no special cornerstone. Then had
come the Captivity, out of which a
purified remnant had returned. For
the moment there seemed to be at
least a promise of a restoration of the
primitive kingship in the hopes that
gathered round the governor Zerub-
babel, himself a descendant of David,
as may be pathered from the pro-
phecies of Haggai and Zechariah.
The sense that the invisible rule of
Jehovah was the true foundation of
the state, by whomsoever ruled ex-
ternally, was once more strong. Thus
the stone which the mundane builders,
kings and people, had been despising,
was now in this resurrection of the
nation recognised in its binding power
ag the true head of the eorner. “From
Jehovab,” men learned to say, “this
cornerstone came, and it is marvellous
in our eyes.”

In the N.T, the verse is quoted on
three occasions. First, according to
the testimony of all three Synoptists,
our Lord Himself made appeal to it
in speaking to the priests, scribes,
and elders in the temple, immediately
after pronouncing His parable of the
Wicked Husbandmen; the primary
point of connexion being the Divine
reversal of the contemptuous judg-
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ment of the men in authority, hus-
bandmen of the vineyard and builders
of the house: but there is no definite
appropriation of the office of the
Stone, St Peter on the other hand,
in his defence of the healing of the
lame man at the Beautiful gate of the
temple, declares plainly to the rulers
and all the people of Israel (Acts iv.
8—11), “This man [Jesus Christ the
Nazarene, whom ye ecrucified] is
the stone that was set at nought
(éfovfemuéros) of you the builders,
which became the head of the corner”:
aud in this chapter (». 4) he applies
the words in the same manner. He,
the true Son of David, the true King
of Israel, was in His own person that
Cornerstone of which till now there
had been only indistinct anticipations,
the Cornerstone of a larger Israel,
destined to be coextensive with the
human race,

dredoxipaoar] On the difference
between thise Greck word, implying
rejection aftertrial, and the original
Hebrew word see note on 2. 4. It
is naturally retained here because
Christ’s rejection by the Jews was
the result of His ministry among
them. 8o it is used in Mc. viil. 31 |f
Le. ix. 22 “suffer and be rejecied
of the elders and high priests and
scribes” (|| Mt. xvi. 21 having “suffer”
only), and again in Le. xvii. 25 “suffer
and be rejected of this generation”
(the two passages together making up
the “rulers” and “people” of Acts).

of oixodopotrres] In ». 4 St Peter
had substituted the comprehensive
word avfparwy. Here, in quoting the
Psalm itself, he doubtless felt that it
had a special force with reference to
the authorities of various kinds {(com-
pare the three classes in Mc. and Le,,
just cited, religious office, civil office,
learning : also for the heathen rejection
1 Cor. i. 18—31), in whose eyes our
Lord was worse than useless for the
only kind of building up of institutions
of which they had any conception.

The phrase “head of the corner”
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occurs nowhere but in this Psalm.
Some understand it of the highest
stone of the building, citing Zech. iv. 7
in llustration; but it seems to be ouly
a poetical name for the cornerstone;
and this sense further is much more
appropriate for St Peter's purpose.
It is likewise perhaps not fanciful to
surmise that he would associate it
with St Paul’s language about Christ
as the Head of the body (Eph. i. 22
iv. 15; v. 23: cf. Col. i. 18} ii. 10, 19),
the connexion of sense being much
more than verbal.

8. kal Afos mpooxdpparos kal wérpa
axavldlov, and ( for them Heis)a stone
of stumbling, and & rock of offence]
This double phrase comes originally
from Isajah viil 14, occurring in the
prophecy of Emmanuel which belongs
to the froubles of the reign of Ahaz,
andin that particular partof it which is
directed against the inclination of the
people to lean on the power of Syria,
on Rezin and Remaliah’s son. The
warning not to fear what “this people”
feared, or count holy what they count-
ed holy, turns to a command to count
Jehovah Sabaoth holy, and make Him
the object of fear, and a declaration
that He Himself should be for a
sanctuary or holy place, but also for a
stone of stumbling and a rock of of-
fence to both kingdoms, for a gin and
a snare to the inhabitants of Jerusa-
lem, 80 that many should stumble and
fall and be broken, and be snared and
taken. The hortatory part of the
passage is taken up by St Peter in iii.
14f.; while here he incorporates the
prophetic declaration.

The 1xx. translators apparently
shrank from the plain sense, and
boldly substituted a loose paraphrase
containing a negative which inverts
Isgiah’s drift, xai ody &5 Nifov wpoo-
koppart cvvarrigerle [avrd] ovde os
wérpas mropare. St Paul (Rom. ix.
33) substitutes a literal rendering of

the Hebrew, and St Peter follows
him (cf Ag. els Aifov mpooxduparos
kai els aTepedy okavddrov). The “stone
of stumbling” (wpoowduuaraes) is the
loose stome lying in the way, against
which the traveller “strikes” his foot,
from A3 to “smite,” wpooxinTe (80,
Heb. and 1xx., Jer. xiii. 16; Ps. xci.
12; Prov. iii. 23). The “rock of of-
fence” (oxavdddov) i the native rock
rising up through the earth of the
way, which trips up the traveller and
almost makes him fall, from 5S¢/ to
“totter.” Isaiah probably adds the
second phrase because the Rock
{73%) was much used in the O.T. as
& designation of God as the God of
Israel (Deut. xxxii. 4, 15, 18, 30, 31
(cf. 37); 1 Sam. ii. 2; 2 Sam. xxiii. 3;
Ps. xviil. 2, 31, 46 &c.; Is xvii 10):
Rock of strength and security though
He were to His people, He would also
be found a Rock of stumbling beneath
their path when they departed from
the right way (ef. Is. xxviii. 13; Jer.
vi. 21; Hos. xiv. g). The single word
oravddiov, as used in this connexion
by St Paul and St Peter, pointed
back to characteristic language of
our Lord Himself as well as of the
Fvangelists on His being a “stum-
blingblock” to the Jews who refused
Him (Mt. xi. 6 || Le. vii. 23; Mt. xiii.
57 || Me. vi. 3; Mt. xv. 12; (xvil. 27;)
Mt. xxvi. 31, 33| Me, xiv. 27, 29; John
vi. 61 (; xvi.1)); as St Paul elsewhere
(1 Cor. i. 23; cf. Gal. v. 11) pronounced
a crucified Christ to be to the Jews
distinetly a stumblingblock.

As regards the precise grammatieal
construction, we cannot naturally take
Ai{fos and wérpa with éyerjfn, because
els kehary yovias expresses what the
stone became for the faithful. Rather
the connexion is directly with dmio-
Tobow: ‘“for them that disbelieve this
is true A stone which the builders &ec.;
and [for them He is] a stone of stum-
bling and a rock of offence.”
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ol mpockénTovew TG Adyw dmefoiv-
Tes, who stumble at the word, rebel-
ling (against it)] The reading dmi-
aToivres, which has some good autho-
rity, may safely be rejected as derived
from dmwrrovaw 8é; see above p. 118,
on ». 7 (dmrrovawv).

’Areaifén, to be dmebis, is literally
to be disobedient; but it expresses
in the first instance rather a state of
mind and temper than a line of con-
duct. Itisrelated in sense to dmioréw
nearly a8 melfopat to wérafa. In the
Lxx. it chiefly stands for D “to be
stubborn,” DND “to reject,” and P
“to rebel,” words of positiverather than
negative sense; and on the whole in
most places the biblical use is best
expressed by “rebel” or “be rebelli-
ous.” It was probably suggested to
St Peter by 8t Paul’s use of it in Rom.
x. and xi., the starting point of which
is his quotation in x. 21 from II Is. Ixv.
1, mpos O¢ Tov “Iapanh Aéyer "OAgw Tiw
Hpépav éfeméraca Tas yeipds pov mwpos
Xaow drefoiyvra xai dvrihéyorra (cf. Is.
xxx. 9). It was specially appropriate
for St Peter’s purpose, because at the
close of the three chapters Rom.
ix.—xi. 8t Paul had satretched its
force to cover the Gentile godlessness,
in order to “shut up” Jew and Gentile
into a parity of destiny (xi. 30—32).
But near the end of the epistle, xv.
31, he evidently has only the stubborn
Jews in view in Bva pvedé dms Tdy
amelfoivrov év 17 'lovlala: compare
Acts xiv. 2; xix. g {an instructive
passage); Heb. iii. 18; iv. 6, 11. On
the other hand, in Heb. xi. 31 it is
somewhat unexpectedly used of the
men of Jericho as opposed to Rahab;
and in Eph. ii, 2; v. 6 of viel s
dmeiBias are undoubtedly the heathen.
8t Peter himself repeats the word iii.
1, 20; iv. 17.

It is idly disputed whether r$ Aéyw
goes wWith mpogksrrovew or with are:-
fotvres. Either of these two words
might doubtless easily stand abso-
Iutely; but the position rather sug-
gests that it belongs to both, by a
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patural and common Greek usage too
much ignored by commentators, i.e,
“stumble at the word, being rebel-
lious against it.” The order would
be a strange one, if 8t Peter did not
contemplate “the word” as itself the
occasion of stumbling, while iii. 1 and
iv. 17 suggest it to be the authority
rebelled against. Very possibly the
idea was suggested by Is. xxviii. 13
(not Lxx.), which stands only three
verses earlier than the passage quoted
in . 6. It isthere said that the word
of Jehovah shall be to the people
“Precept upon precept, rule upon
rule...that they may go, and stumble
backward, and be broken and snared
and taken” (a series of verbs similar
to the series in viii. 15); and the
word of Jehovah is evidently repre-
sented as itself becoming the stum-
blingblock.

The same idea occurs, though more
obscurely, in the Gospels. In the in-
terpretation of the Parable of the
Sower we read (Mt. xiii. 21 | Mc. iv.
17), “when persecution or affliction
has arisen 8w Tov Aéyov edfis oxarda-
Merar (-ovrar)” Here “the word”
has in 8t Mark no further definition,
while 8t Matthew calls it “the word
of the kingdom?” and St Luke “the
word of God.” Again note Mt. xv. 12,
Oidas 311 of ®apioaioc drovgavres Tov
Aéyor éoxavSaliofnaay, apparently in
reference to “Not that which entereth
into the mouth” &c., and John vi. 6of.
(on the living Bread), ExAnpés éorw
6 Aéyos otros- Tis Strarai avrod dkov-
av;...Tobto vpds oxavdaiifer; Thus
from the first the Apostles were
familiar with the thought that a word
or utterance coming direet from God
ig liable to become itself a stumbling-
block to men tlirough the demands
which it makes, or the trenchant force
with which it contradicts prejudices
and conventions.

Here (as again in iii. 1) the word
spoken of is the definite Christian
word 80 often spoken of in the Acts,
called sometimes “the word of God,”



1L 8]

sometimes “the word of the Lord,”
sometimes absolutely, as here, “the
word ” (viil. 4; x 36; xi. 19; xiv. 25;
xvi. 6; xvii. 11; xviil. 5§, to take only
unambiguous cases). A typical in-
stance of such stumbling at this “word”
on the part of the Jews of Antioch in
Pisidia is described Acts xiii. 44—49.
That which led especially to its power
of making them stumble was the
largeness of its message, its character
a8 “the word of God’s grace” (Acts
xiv. 3; xx. 32; cf. xx. 24).

There ie no real force in the dif-
ficulty which some have felt in the
transition from stumbling at the
Stone to stumbling at “the word”
The primary subject-matter of the
word, the primary occasion of stumb-
ling which it contained, was Christ as
the Cornerstone. Each form of speech
implies the other.

dmefotvres, rebelling against it]
The addition of this participle ex-
plains the reason of the stumbling.
“The word” was felt to contain exact-
ing claims over those who accepted it,
which the unbelieving Jews refused
to admit; in other words, they re-
belled against it; as St Paul said to
them at Antioch in Pisidia (Acts xiii.
46), they *“ thrust it away from them”
(drw8¢eiobe); and so it became to them
a stumblingblock. Similarly St Peter
(iv. 17) speaks of rév amebotvror 16
Tob feod evayyehip, which is the oppo-
site of St Paul's vmakolew 16 eday-
yedip (2 Thess. i. 8; Rom. x. 16).
*Ameiféw in Acts and Romans is prob-
ably derived from II Is.lxv. 2, quoted
in Rom. x. 21.

€ls 0 kai érébnoay, whereunto also
they were appointed] The reference
of els § is naturally to the principal
verb of the preceding clause {mpocxd-
wrovow),dmedobrres being subordinate
and practically adverbial. ‘Erédpoay,
a somewhat vague word in itself, ex-
presses simply the ordinance of God,
perhaps with the idea of place added,
that is place in a far reaching order
of thinge. The coineidence with "I8od
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rifnue év Zov Aibov in ». 6 can hardly
be accidental. The Cornerstone in
Zion and the men who should stumble
at it were both of God's appointing.
For this use of rifyue cf. Acts xiii. 47,
TéBewxd oe els Pais éfvidv from I Is. xlix.
6 (3o RAQ*); 1 Tim. ii. 7; 2 Tim. i.
11, els & €réfny éya xfipvf k.. \. (perhaps
suggested by Jer. i. 5, 18); John xv.
16, &dnka Ypds va dueis vwdynre kai
xapmov ¢épnre; and less clearly Rom.
iv. 17 from Gen. xvii. 5; Heb. i. 2.
All attempts to explain away the
statement, as if e.g. it meant only that
they were appointed to this by the
Jjust and natural consequences of their
own acts, are futile. True as that would
be, it is not the truth that St Peter
wished to insist on here. When we try
to think of both views together, they
seem to contradict each other: but
the same apparent contradiction lies
in truth in all attempts to combine in
thought Divine action and human or
natural action. Throughout St Peter
is maintaining the primal purpose of
God as the true origin of the new or
Christian order of things, and here
he adds that even the rejection and
the rejectors of that order had a place
in that primal purpose. These four
mysterious words become clearer
when we carry them back to what
is doubtless their real source, those
three central chapters of Romans
(ix—xi.), of which the apostasy of

Israel is the fundamental theme.
‘What is there said (ix. 17) of Pharaoh,
and (ix. 22) of the vessels of wrath is
more explicitly awful than St Peter’s
short phrase. But if we pursue St
Paul’s argument to the end, we see
that his purpose is to draw the utmost
range of human perverseness within
the mysterious folds of God’s will, so
that nothing should be left outside,
that God’s will may be seen at last in
the far future accomplishing its pur-
pose of good. The stumbling of the
Jews was for the salvation of the
Gentiles (xi. 11): to be the un-
conscious instruments of this expan-
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sion of God’s kingdom was the
destiny appointed for them (els & xai
éréfnoay). But they were not cast
utterly away for ever. The mercy
which their stumbling had brought
nigh to the Gentiles would in the
depths of (God’s unsearchable judge-
ments be for them too. If it was an
overwhelming thought that God Him-
self had appointed them unto stum-
bling, it was at last the only satisfying
thought, for so it was made sure that
they were in His hands and His
keeping for ever.

9. St Peter has now ended what
he has had parenthetically to say
about them that stumbled, and he
returns to complete his unfinished
description of the privileges of the
Christian converts, as believers in
the Living Stone, sueis 8¢ catching up
Dpty ovv 1§ Tea).

Tpeis 8é...els mepurolnow, But ye
are a chosen race, a royal priesthood,
a holy nation, a people for Gods
own possession] Most of the language
of this verse is taken either from II Is,
xliii. zo or from Ex. xix. 5f. Tévos
éxhexréy comes by a slight modifica-
tion from II Is. xliii. 20, “I have given
...rivers in the waterless land, to afford
drink to 1 yévos pov 16 éxhexrdn”
~ The Lxx. here combines two separate

phrases, apparently from having a
text with no second suffix, the Hebrew
being “my people, my chosen,” It is
not easy to see why yévos was adopted
here for DY (twice only elsewhere in
Is, xxii. 4; xlii. 6) instead of the infi-
nitely commoner Aads: but it was con-
venient for St Peter as describing the
people specially under the primary
relation of common descent. BSo
8t Stephen speaks (Acts vii. 19) of 8
yévos nudy (practically from Ex. i g};
St Paul at Antioch addresses Jews
thus (Acts xiii. 26) "Avdpes dBehepoi,
vioi yévous *ABpaap, and he talks of év
1@ yéver pov Gal i. 14; éx yévous ’lo-

THE FIRST EPISTLE OF ST PETER.

[II. 8

- A
Svuels O€

pa#x Phil. iii. 5, where he is referring
with pride and affection to his own
Jewish origin. The image, as applied
to the new Israel, would remind the
converts that as members of it they
were bound together by a specially
close and dear tie of brotherhood.
The epithet ‘“chosen” had several
bearings: it reminded them that
their position was due to the free
choice of God; it called atfention to
their distinctness from the promis-
cuous throng of men out of whom
they had been chosen; and it fixed
their thoughts on the purpose of
God’s choice, that is, on the work
which He designed for them as a
chosen race: of one aspect of this
work he soon speaks.

Next, however, come two or three
phrases from Ex. xix. 5f, part of the
words which God is described as
speaking to the people by the mouth of
Moses on the approach to Sinai: “and
now if ye hearken to my voice and
keep my covenant, ye shall be to me
Aads mwepiotoios from all the nations,
for mine is all the earth, and ye shall
be to me Bagihewr lepdrevua kai éfvos
dyww” 8t Peter takes first the re-
markable phrase of the LxX. SaciAetor
iepdrevpa. The original has NI
D373, “a kingdom of priests.” But the
LXX. translators apparently had before
them a text in which the final N of
the construct state was replaced by n
(n;'gpp), with the sense “a kingdom,
priests.” (This supposition is not
necessary if Lagarde is right in say-
ing (4dnm. z. Griech, Uebers. d. Prov.
p- 4) that “the three letters NDN at
the end of a word were not them-
selves written, but expressed by a
stroke at the upper end of the con-
sonant preceding them,” and if this
remark applies to the Pentateuch as
well as Proverbs.) This is precisely
the text which we find represented in
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FENOC €KAeKTON, BaciA€lON iepdTeyma, &6noc &rion, Aadc eic wepi-

the Apocalypse, which often borrows
phrases of the O.T. directly from the
Hebrew as well as from the 1xx.; i. 6,
xal émoipoey fuds (or fuiv) Baci\ela,
iepeis T Beg xal marpl avroi: and
again virtually v. 10, kdi émolnoas av-
ToUs 17 fe fudv Bacielav xal iepels.
The Lxx. translators apparently meant
Baolkewr as a substantive, “a king-
dom, a priesthood”. So the author
of 2 Macc. clearly understood the
words, droSods Ty KAnpovoplay avrod
waoe kal 10 Bagllewy xai 15 fepdrevpa
kai Tov dywacoudy (ii. 17); and again
Philo, De sobr. 13 (1. 402), though he
takes the word BaciAewor in the sense
of “palace” (lis reference De Abr. 12
(11. 9} is ambiguous). None however of
the known meanings of Bacihewy fit
precisely into the context. Occasion-
allv both in the 1xx. (1 Ki. xiv. 8;
1 Chr. xxviii, 4; Dan. vilL 22) and
again in the Fathers (as also Plut.
Agis 11; Or. 8ib. iii. 159) it denotes
kingship, and twice (Ps.-Clem. Rom.
ii. 6,9; Gaius ap. Eus, A E iii. 28, 2)
it is applied to the future kingdom of
Christ or God, but it pever means
“kingdom” in a more concrete sense,
Here however it seems to be intended
to express the unusual conception
of a body of kings (as mpesBurépwov
a body of elders), and in like manner
iepdrevpa denotes a priesthood in the
sense “body of priests” (cf erpd-
Teéupa); On [epirevpa see the uote on
®. 5. Thus algso the Targums and
the Syriac have the paraphrase “kings
and priests.” But 8t Peter, if we may
Jjudge by the careful parallelism of his
four clauses, is not likely to have used
Bacgihetoy and iepdrevua as separate
and independent designations: other-
wise in combining and arranging
phragses from different sources he

1 The only extant O.L. rendering of
Excd. Le. (Lucif. De Sancto dthan. 1. 3,
p. 69 ed. Hartel) has : vos autem eritis
mihi regnum sacratissimum et gens
sancta.

could hardly have failed to write
Baoihetov kai iepdrevpa. This dif-
ficulty might be avoided without loss
of the original substantival sense of
Baciewor, if we might transiate the
phrase “a kingdom [which is also] a
priesthood”: but the apposition is too
harsh and obscure to be probable.
There remains the adjectival sense
agssumed in the Old {European and
Italian) and Vulgate Latin regale
sacerdotium, in both Syriac versions,
ag also by at least Clement of Alex-
andria (Cok. iv. p. 52), Origen {Cels.
iv. 32; v. 10; Ezh. Mart. 3), and
Theophylact; while Didymus (Cramer,
Catena, and Mattheei, Epist. Cath. p.
199, give the Greek, the authorship
being fixed by the Latin, Migne, P. G,
xxxix. 1763) distinctly takes Baciicior
as a substantive. The resulting sense
is virtually the converse of that of
the Hebrew: a kingdom of priests or
priestly kingdom (regnum sacerdo-
tale Vulg.) becomes a royal priest-
hood. In Exodus “kingdom” is little
more than a synonym of “people” or
“nation” (cf. 1 Kings xviii. 10; 2z Chr.
xxxii. 15; Ps. Ixxviii. (Ixxix.) 6; civ.
{ev.) 135 cf. I1 Is. Ix. 12, &c.) with
the idea of government by the Divine
King added: and Israel was a king-
dom of priests because its relation to
the other kingdoms or nations of the
world was that of a priesthood within
a nation to the rest of the nations,
having a special consecration, a special
nearness to God, a special service to
be rendered to Him. Under the
Exile the prophetic spirit (11 Is, Ixi. 6)
saw this function of Israel recognised
by the nations of the earth, evidently
as a function destined to be for the
blessing of those who thus recognised
it, “ Ye shall be named the priests of
Jehovah, men shall call you the minis-

! Compare Philo, De Abrahamo 19,
vy TO BeouNéoTatov, § por Soxel TIY
Omep dwavros dvfpdmwy yévous lepwodrmy
kal wpogmrelay Nayeiv.
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ters of our God” {for “ministers” see
the same word in Joel i. 9, 13; ii. 17):
cf. IT Is.1x. 3—14; lxvi. 18—23; Zech.
viii. 22f. This language answers ex-
actly to a part of the office which the
Christian Church, the new Israel, was
to exercise towards mankind. St Peter
doubtless meant by iepdrevua not a
mere aggregate of individual priests
but a priestly community. Such a
priesthood is doubtless shared by
each member of the community in due
measure, but only in so far as he is
virtually an organ of the whole body;
and the universality of the function is
compatible with variations of mode
and degree as to its exercise.

It is less easy to see in what sense
St Peter termed the new Israel a
royal priesthood. It would certainly
be unsafe to attribute to him the idea
of the kingship of Christians which in
the Apocalypse (i. 6; v. 10; xx. 6: cf.
iii. 21; xx. 4; xxii. 5) is associated
with priesthood; this interpretation
or adaptation of Exodus having been
apparently suggested by Daniel vii.
18, 22, 27. Far more probably the
kingship of Him to whom the priest-
hood here spoken of is consecrated is
intended and alone intended. It was
to God speaking as King that the
original saying was implicitly referred
in Exodus; and an apostle, present
with the Lord during His Ministry,
could not but remember the emphasis
and comprehensiveness with which He
had respected God’s Kingship. Priest-
hood to Him was essentially priest-
hood to a King and service to a King-
dom. Thus in this one pair of words,
in which alone the substantive stands
in the place occupied by the emphatic
adjectives in the other pairs, the em-
phasis is practically shared by both
words,

Compare Clem. Adumb., “Regale
antem dixit quoniam ad regnum vo-
cati sumus et sumus Christi” (doubt-
less ypiorol, not Xpiorov: cf. Strom.
ii. 4, p. 438, where xptoroi must be
read for ypnoroi); Ecl. Proph. 44.
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Didymus (Cramer and Matthei, as
well as the Latin) explicitly deduces
the doubie character of the éx\exriv
yévos a8 Baoiieov-and iepérevpa from
Christ’s union of the two offices of
King and Priest, distinct till then.
He is partiaily followed by Theophy-
lact and by Beda.

"Efvos dyov is the next phrase here
as in Exodus, where it is joined on by
xal. The people of God was also one
of the nations: its “holiness” was its
distinguishing feature. The holiness
here spoken of is consecration, but
consecration to a holy God, ie. One
perfectly spotless, perfectly flawless,
and counsecration involving the obli-
gation to strive after likeness to this
His character. See oni. 15,16. This
combination #dpos dywor is unique;
elsewhere, viz. in Deut. (vii. 6; xiv. 2,
20; xxvi. 19; xxviii. 9); II Is. Ixii. 12;
Dan. xii. 7, we have Aads &yeos. "E6-
vor for the most part represents M3, a
word rarely applied to the Jewish na-
tion (the predictions of its greatness
in the Pentateuch and the usage of
the early chapters of Joshua are the
most considerable exceptions), and
commonly (especially in the plural)
applied to heathen nations: such ex-
amples however as Ps. xxxiii. 12; Is.
xxvi. 2; lviil 2; and still more Ps. evi.
5; Zeph. ii. 9, shew the danger of as-
guming, as is often done, that it was

" applied to the Jewish nation in its

gecular aspect only. In the Epistles
of the N.T. and the Apocalypse, this
one passage excepted, it is never used
of Israel. In the historical books it
is so used only in sentences spoken to,
by, or of persons of another nation
(Luke vii. 5; xxiil. 2; Acts x. 22;
xxiv. 3,10, I7; XXvi. 4; xxviii. 9; John
xi. 48; xviil. 35) and that chiefly with
personal pronouns in the genitive, ex-
cept in John xi. 5o, where it seems to
denote the population as distinguished
from the community (cf. Is. ix. 2 Heb.;
xxvi 15 Heb. and the Pentateuchal
passages noticed above), and John xi.
51 £, where the Evangelist repeats the
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word from the lips of Caiaphas in
place of Aaés with a significance de-
rived from subsequent events. For
8t Peter’s purpose its use in Exodus
was a sufficient justification: but it
had further a propriety as thus ad-
dressed to the Christians of Asia
Minor, who were like a foreign nation
in the midst of their heathen neigh-
bours (cf. i. 1, wapemidipois Biaomopas ;
il. 11, és wapoikovs xai mapemBiuovs).
haos els mepimoinoer, “a people for
God’s own possession” (R.V.), comes
substantially but not literally from the
same passage, the preceding verse,
“then ye shall be a peculiar posses-
sion unto me above all peoples, for
mine is all the earth” (Ex. xix, 3).
The word s‘lf)JD {see Dilimann on Ex.
xix. 5), a special, personal, private, or
exclusive possession, stands herealone:
but in three similar passages of Deut.
(vii. 6; xiv. 2; xxvi. 18) it is preceded
by b, people, the Lxx. rendering be-
ing \aos mepiovoios, and the same full
phrase the Lxx. have introduced here.
This is the form employed by 8t Panl
in writing to Titus (ii. 14). Another
allied word, mepiovoraopds,is employed
Ps. cxxxiv. (cxxxVv.} 4; Ecel.ii. 8; while
in the two remaining passages recourse
is had to & mepumemoinuar (1 Chr. xxix,
3) and els mepemoinow (Mal. iii. 17 xai
&oovral por, Aéyer Kipios Havrokparep,
«ls fuépay Ny éye moid els mepimoinow).
This last passage was doubtless at
least one source of St Peter's phrase.
Not only is it the single passage in
which the rxx. render NP3D by eis
mepuroinaw, but its true sense is closely
related to St Peter’s sense. Of those
who feared Jehovah and regarded His
name it is said, “And they shall be
to me, saith Jehovah Sabaoth, in the
day which I make, for a special pos-
seasion,” ie. “in my great appointed
day they shall be to me for a special
possesgion”; where the Greek like the
Hebrew is ambiguous as to the refer-
ence of els mepimoinow, but the con-
struction is rightly understood by
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Jeromel. But a second source, con-
taining both Aads and the verb wepiro:-
éopat, was undoubtedly IT Is. xliii. 20 £,
which furnished the first phrase yévos
éxhexrov. There, after morioas To yé-
vos pov 76 éxhecrév, the next words are
{o. 21) Aadv pov ov mepiemomaduny Tis
dperds pov 8upyeicbai. The last words,
compared with St Peter's fmos ras
dperas éfayyelyre, leave mo doubt
that he has taken the exact phrase of
the nxx. in Malachi to express the
substance of the phrase of the Lxx. in
Igaiah, Btrangely enough eis wepumoi-
now occurs likewise (but in other
senses) in 1 Th. v. 9; 2 Th, ii. 14;
Heb. x. 39; cf. eis dmoddrpecw tis
wemmotjoewns in Eph. 1. 14. A nearer
connexion of sense may be found in
Acts xx. 28, Tjv éxkAnatay Tob Beod, Hy
mepierojoare (made a special posses-
sion for Himself) 8it o5 alparos Tod
idiov. In Isaiah wepiemomordunv itself
rests on some confusion of text (pos-
sibly of ‘MI¥* with *N), for the
original means “I formed or fashioned
for myself” : but practically the Greek
sense is implied in the Hebrew, the
people which God forms for Himself
becomes His own possession. The
sense of St Peter’s phrase at all events
is plain, plainer than it would have
been had the somewhat uncouth and
ambiguous word mepiwodoos been re-
tained. He calls the Christians “a
people for [God’s own] special posses-
sion”; literally perhaps rather “for
gaining in special possession,” but the
distinction was probably not contem-
plated, the phrase being analogous to
e.g. eis caracyeaw (Gen. xvii. 8; Ezek.
xxxiii. 24, &c.), els rAnpovepiar (1 Ki.
vili. 53; Ps xxxil (xxxiii.} 12 &c.).
He is anxious to claim afresh for
Christian use the idea, which in vari-
ous forms is so prominent in the O.T.,
of & community of men who do in a
special sense belong to the Lord of
the whole earth, who not only are

1 [Erunt in die judieii in peculivm et
parcet eis, Jer. in loco (Migne, P, L. xxv.
1574).]
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holy to Him but are emphatically His
own,

No special stress lies here on Aads.
It is the usual representative of DY,
which is indeed rendered by €fvos
above a hundred times, but by Aads
more than twelve times as oftenl
Though often difficult to distinguish
in sense from "3, and employed
freely in both singular and plural for
foreign and heathen peoples, DY is
the more dignified word of the two,
and by usage is more suggestive of
organisation and constitution. It
thus naturally became (1) the word
which iu the mouth of Jews could
be used without further definition
than the article as the designation
of their own people (“the people”);
and (2) the word used in speaking of
their relation to Jehovah as their
God by covenant (“the people of Je-
hovah,” “My people”). In the Gos-
pels, Acts, and Hebrews ¢ Xads fre-
quently denotes the Jewish people (so
also z Pet. ii. 1: cf. Jude 5). In the
other books it naturally has this use
only in quotations: but it is remark-
abte that, with the exception of two or
three transitional instancesin Hebrews
(iv. 9; xi. 25; xiii. 12), its transference
to the new Israel is likewise through-
out the N.T. confined to quotations
and {Tit. ii. 14; Apoc. xviii. 4) bor-
rowed phrases.

Smws Tas aperas éfayyeiknre, that ye
may tell forth the excellencies] These
words correspond to ras dperds pov
Buryeiofar in the LXX. rendering of
II Is. xlifi. 21. Awmyobua: is the com-
monest rendering of 2D to “re-
hearse,” “declare”; while éfayyéAdo,
best rendered to “tell forth,” seven
times represents the same verb in the
Psalms, and occurs similarly three
times in Ecclesiasticus, and that in

1 Comparing Gen. xxv. 8; XxXV. 29,
Philo, De sacr. 4b, et Caint 2 (I. 164)
makes hads inferior to yévos.

parallelism to Suyyéopas or éxBuyyéopat.
Both verbs frequently denote mere
narration : but éfayyéAha is the more
vivid word, and has often the acces-
sory force of declaring things un-
known.

rds dperds stands in Isaiah for
’D%UJEI “my praise” (sing.). It stands
thus for the same Hebrew wordin three
other places of Isaiah (xlii. 8, 12 for
the singular; lxiii. 7 for the plural),
and dpersj twice in the Minor Prophets
for M7, “glory” or rather “majesty.”
These are all the instances for the
O.T.; in the O.T. dpery is thus not
used at all in the sense of “virtue.”
In the Apocrypha it is freely used for
“virtue”; but in one place (Bsth. xiv.
10)itisused asin the LXx.,dvoifa: erépa
€0véw els dperas paraiwr, “to open the
mouth of the Gentiles with the praises
{(to sing the praises) of vain [idols]”
Moreover Ecclus. xxxvi. 19 has in the
best MSS. (as Dr Field haspointed out')
mAijoor Siwdr dperahoyias cov, “Fill
Zion with thy praise (|l ‘“with thy glory
thy people”). Similarly in Ps. xxx.
(xxix.) 5 Symmachus has dperatoyia for
n37, the song of joy. (This curious
word dperaloyia is also found in
Manetho, Apotel. iv. 447, and in some
MSS. of Strabo xvii, 1. 17, in a sense
connected with the obscure term dpe-
rakéyos?, applied both in Greek and in
Latin to wandering story-tellers (see
reff. in Mayor on Juv. xv. 16), perhaps
originally as the encomiasts of great
houses or great men: cf. Auson. Epist.
13, 'Pupaiov vmaros dperaldyg f8¢ mor-
np Aveonoes Havhe: ameide Pidlovs
18éew.)

This peculiar use of dper7 ceases to
be anomalous when the word is traced

! [Vetus Test. Graece, Oxon. 1850,
Collatio p. 204; cf. Hezapla, ii. p. 130
(note on Ps. xxix, 6).]

? Aretalogiae, 7s dmodelfews, gloss as
restored by Nettleship, Class. Rev. iii.
p. 129.
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through its early history, as is ad-
mirably done by Leopold Schmidt,
Ethik d. alten Griechen,i. 25— 301.
He shews that originally it denoted
“whatever procures for a person or a
thing preeminent estimation, whether
of a practical, a moral, an intellectnal,
or a material nature,” being thus ap-
plied by Homer (as was partly seen by
Plutarch, D¢ audiendis poetis6,il. 24¢)
toeverykind of conspicuous advantage,
beauty, swiftness, cleverness, martial
or gymnastic prowess,and even success
granted by the gods. Hence came
the verb dperdw, to prosper, and hence
(as frequently used by Philo) to be
fruitful. Schmidt points out, after
Nitzsch, that in the early time the
conception of an eminent quality or
advantage is inseparably blended in
dper with that of the impression
which it makes on others, that is, with
praise, renown, or prestige, sometimes
the one conception predominating,
sometimes the other, The Homeric
poems and hymns, Hesiod, Tyrtaus,
Theognis, Simonides, Pindar (with
whom dpersj is a favourite word) amply
illustrate the twofold usage, which in-
deed is sometimes perceptible in the
prose literature of the fifth and even
the fourth century. The rise of ethical
reflexion in the days of Socrates and
the Sophists gradually caused the word
to be exclusively applied to intrinsic
eminence of various kinds, and espe-
cially moral eminence, i.e. virtue; and
the Stoics gave fixity to the limitation
found in their predecessors. Hence
the term dperadéyos (-hoyla) and the
-usage of dper, assumed by the trans-
lators of the Prophets and the author
of the additions to Esther, may safely
be regarded as local survivals, pre-
serving exclusively one side of the
comprehensive sense universal in early
times, a8 the familiar usage belonging
to the later literary language has ex-
clusively preserved the other,

But, as in the case of &ripos, the
word may have been welcome here to
St Peter because to most Greek ears

H.
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it would suggest intrinsic cxcellencies,
and both senses would be equally ap-
propriate with éfayyeiinre: indeed
here too the one sense involves the
other, for all praises of God must be
praises either of His excellencies or
of His acts as manifestations of His
excellencies. Although neither the
apostle nor any other early Christian
was likely to have chosen independent-
ly such a word as dperal in its common
Greek sense in speaking of God, its
accidental consecration in the current

_version of the Prophets might easily

seem to justify a secondary applica-
tion in this sense. 8o understood, it
is nearly equivalent to vd peyaieia roir
Oeot, the term employed by St Luke
for the subject of the praises uttered
on the day of Pentecost (Acts ii. 11
after the Lxx. and Ecclus.). The con-
text suggests that Rom. xi. 33—36,
perhaps with viii. 28—39, may have
been present to St Peter's mind as
summed up in the one word. (Phile
several times speaks of the dpem} or
aperai of God in the sense “virtues”
or “excellencies”: Quis rer. div. 22,
p. 488; De nom. mut, 34, p. 606; De
somn, 1. 16, p. 635; 43, p. 658;—all
cited by Loesner én loco) “HExcel-
lencies” (R.V.) is the best English
rendering: to a certain extent it
represents both senses.

The manner in which the Asiatie
Christians were to tell forth the ex-
cellencies of God is left undefined.
Doubtless this office of theirs was
meant to be as comprehensive as the
command in the Sermon on the Mount
(Mt. v. 16), of which the image in the
next clause reminds us. Every dpery
which was seen shining in them would
be the manifestation of a correspond-
ing dper in God. How much the
evidence of the lives of Christians as
seen by the heathen was in St Peter’s
thoughts is shewn at once by the next
passage (ii. 12), as well as by others in
the Epistle.

The iritial éwros must refer to all
the preceding part of the verse. Its

9
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purpose is to shew that the various
prerogatives there set forth, as ex-
pressed in éxhexrov, Bao ihetor feparevpa,
dyiov, and els wepuroinaw, had not been
bestowed on the Christians for their
own sake, but to enable them to dis-
charge the office of telling forth the
excellencies of God.

Tob éx okéTovs Upits xakécavros eis
76 Bavpacrov avrov pas, who called
you out of darkness into kis marvel-
lous light] No direct antecedent for
these words can be found in either
O.T. or N.T., though the transition
from heathenism as a passage from
light to darkness is much dwelt on in
Eph.v.8—14(cf. Col. i. 12 f., where the
reading «akégarvre for ikavdgavrt is
Western only). Yet the phrase was
probably suggested by Eph. i. 17—19
(ef. Col. i. 26£). At all events a simi-
lar thought must be contained in av-
pagriy, which cannot but mean much
more than marvellously bright or
marvellously pure. God’s marvellous
light is not so much the object of
vision as its medium (“in thy light
shall we see light”). It is marvellous
not only by its own glory or its quick-
ening power, but by the marvels which
it brings to view and the marvellous
powers for beholding them which it
calls forth and educates. Clement of
Rome's famous words (c. 36) are there-
fore a just paraphrase as far as they
go, “Through Him (Jesus Christ) et
us gaze into the heights of the heavens;
through Him we behold as in a mirror
His spotlessand supernal countenance;
through Him the eyes of our heart were
opened; through Him our dull and
darkened mind burgeons anew into
the light” (favpacréy avroi probably
not original). The Divine calling
spoken of in i. 15 included in its scope
various purposes (ii. 21; iil. 9 v. 10).
Here it is spoken of as a calling by
God to a sharing of His marvellous

light, an admission to some power of
reading the mysteries of life aright by
seeing them in a measure in the same
light in which they are seen by Him
who created them and disposes them.
This calling into God’s light is thus
analogous to the new life received
through the word of the living and
abiding God (i. 23). Tt is thus fitly
chosen as the characteristic act of Him
whose excellencies the Christians were
to tell forth, because it was on their
use of the realm of vision thus opened
to them that their power of exhibiting
Him to men in grateful praise would
depend.

10. of more ov Aads viv 8¢ Aads Heod,
ol o0k fhenuévor viv 8¢ éhenbévres, who
gforetime were not a people, but now
are a people, of God; who had not
obtained mercy, but now have ob-
tained mercy] All the salient words
here come from Hosea i, ii.: o¢ Acos
Oeol from ov Aads pov in i. g bis and ii,
23; hads Beod from Aade pov in ii. 1, 23;
ovk Aenuévor from ol fAenuéim in i. 6,
8(and ii. 23 AQ); and e\epbévres from
fAenpérn inii. 1 (and Aefoe il 23 AQ).
In Rom. ix. 25f St Paul makes up
four lines, partially of direct quota-
tion, from the same passage of Hosea,
placing at their head xa\éow, perhaps
derived from Hos. i. 4 &c., kddegor 7
Svopa adrob (avriis), but in the same
stronger sense in which St Peter used
kahégavros in ¥, 9. At all events
there can be little doubt that St
Paul’s quotation suggested St Peter’s
allusion. In Hosea the subject is
the return of rebellious Israel to alle-
giance to its true Lord: whereas St
Paul appropriates the prophetic lan-
guage as expressing the admission
of the Gentiles. 8t Peter’s reference,
taken by itself, is capable of either
interpretation, but (apart from the
probable dependence on Romans) it
is more appropriate as addressed to
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former Gentiles than as addressed to
former Jews. All the words selected
for quotation suggest not a repentauce
but a transition from an evil state not
preceded by an anterior allegiance.

It is not obvious whether o0 Aads
should be taken absolutely, or whether
the final deot should bhe taken with
both o Aads and Aads. Both are free
from difficulty as to the Greek. The
former interpretation throws however
a degree of stress on the supposed
distinctive meaning of Aads which is
not justified by evidence elsewhere,
and involves a gratuitous departure
from both Hosea and 8t Paul. Itis
at least safest to understand the
words as meaning “ which aforetime
were not & people of God, but now
are a people of God.” There is again
nothing in the context to suggest that
the omission of the article in the
second placeis insignificant. St Peter
was more likely to treat the Chris-
tians of Asia Minor as & people of
God than as t%e people of God : com-
pare xal ajroi Aaoi avrei &oovrar (ac-
cording to the more probable reading)
in Apoc. xxi. 3.

The contrast of tense between ovk
fenuévor and é\enfiévres, lost in the
ruder LXX., is that between the long
antecedent state and the gingle event
of conversion which ended it. Here
St Peter departs from St Paul's mp
ovx fyamnuémy fyamppémy (a modifi-
cation of part of Hosea ii. 23)in order
to retain Hosen’s earlier language in
i 6, 8; ii. 1: but in so doing he
brings out the more clearly the force
of St Paul’s own teaching at the con-
clusion of his argument {Rom. xi. 30),
Somep yap Upeis woré fmedijgare TH
bed, viv 8¢ fheifpre xr.\. The mercy
and the withholding of mercy are of
course named ounly in reference to the
signal mercy of the gift of the Gospel.
That either heathen or unbelieving
Jew was at any time unvisited by

God’s merey is a thought that could
have found no access to the mind of
either apostle.

11, 12. We now begin the moral
teaching resting on the religious foun-
dation of the previous verses, and
frequently making appeal to the same,.
These first two verses deal with per-
sonal as distinguished from socizl
morality ; first (o. 11) in its purely
personal aapect, as affecting the man
himself, and secondly (z. 12) in respect
of its influence on others who behold
it. This second aspect leads naturally
to social morality proper.

11. ’Ayamyrol, Beloved] The word
begins the second as it does also the
third or remaining section of the
Epistle (iv. 12), occurring nowhere
else in the Epistle. Not St Paul only,
but all the other writers of Epistles
in the N.T. make use of it. It refers
back to our Lord’s test of discipleship
to Himself, the mutual love of those
who believe in Him (John xiii. 34 £ ;
xv. 12, 17); and is thus eombined
emphatically with mworei, faithful, in
1 Tim, vi, 2 (q.v.): cf. Col iv. 9. It
is doubtless also meant to imply the
antecedent love of God as shewn forth
in Christ.

The construction of what follows is
not quite clear. Both readings amwéy-
eabau and dméyeabe are well sup-
ported ; and the great similarity of
sound diminishes the relative weight
of documentary authority. The in-
finitive is the more likely to be right,
because St Peter shews a very strong
preference for the aorist in impera-
tives (see p. 10g). This on the whole
outweighs the consideration that the
imperative renders the omission of
Juds slightly easier (“I speak words
of exhortation as unto strangers &c.”:
cf. 1 Cor. x. 15): Eyorres in o. 12 goes
best with dréyerfe, but the return to
the nominative participle would be a

Q9—2
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quite natural irregularity after dméx-
eafa. The sense hardly differs.
waparald ws mapoikovs kai wapemedi-
povs, I beseech you as sojourners and
pilgrims] The double phrase catches
up the mapemdrpors of i. 1, and the
mapoikias of i. 17. It comes from two
passages of the O.T. The two Hebrew
words of similar sense are 2¥MR,
literally “a dweller,” but by usage “a
sojourner,” and 73 (the stronger word),

“a gtranger.” The former is commonly
rendered wdpowkes, the latter mwpog-
BAvrog: but in three of the places in
which both Hebrew words occur to-
gether mdpoikes replaces mpoailuros
for M3, making another rendering

necessary for 3¢AR, and in two of the

three the word chosen is mapem(Snpos.
These two are (Gen. xxiii. 4, where
Abraham uses the words in their first
or literal sense, saying to the sons of
Heth, “I am a stranger and a so-
Jjourner with you: give me a posses-
sion of a burying place with you?”;
and again Ps. xxxix. 13 (=xxxviil, 13,
LxX.}, where the words are used figura-
tively of man's life on earth, being
probably in part suggested by the
same two Hebrew words (Lxx. wpoaj-
Avros, mdpowcos) in Lev. xxv. 23 (where
they refer io the land as belonging to
God in true ownership); and likewise
suggested in part by Jacob’s words
to Pharaoh in Gen. xlvii. 9 (“The
days of the years of my life ds map-
oks”), which again are echoed in
Ps. cxviil, (cxix.) 19, mdpowos eiue
é&v i yj. The two words have vir-
tually the same sense, & sojourner in
e land not his own. IaperiSyuos is
iteelf rare, but the verb and sub-
stantive (-ia) are not uncommon in
late classical literature and in inscrip-
tions, expressing rather more strongly
the sense which émdnpéw has likewise
in late classical writers. Neither word
would ever be used of a man dwelling

in his own city or land. Both the
O.T. applications of the two words
are reflected in the Epistle. The
Agiatic Christians were sojourners
both as being scattered among a
population of other beliefs and stan-
dards of life than their own; and also
because, while living on earth, they
belonged to a present Commonwealth
in the heavens, of which they hoped
to become visibly and completely
citizens hereafter. The two applica-
tions coalesce hcre, the ways of the
heathen society being essentially ways
of the earth. Here the two words,
as wmapoxia in L 17f, are associated
with dvaorpogij, i.e. behaviour among
other men. The Christians had to
live among Gentiles whose habitual
instincts were rooted in that lower
order of things above which St Peter
wag exhorting them to rise. It was
only by thinking of themselves as
mere sojourners, not citizens, in the
midst of such a fleshly order of so-
ciety, that they could escape being
dragged down by its usages. Com-
pare Heb. xi. 13, oporoyijoarres &r¢
£cvor xal maperidnuol elow émi mic yis,
followed in the next verses by mention
of a heavenly marpis, and a city pre-
pared by God.

dméxeafar TGy gaprikdy émbumidy,
to abstain from the fleshly desires]
The article must not be slurred over.
Its force is to group the desires here
called fleshly emphatically together,
probably in contrast to other desires
not having this character. From the
nature of the case desires are spoken
of in the N.T. from several points of
view ; and these different modes of
speech must be taken as complement-
ing and correcting each other, Some-
times desires as such, without any
further justification, are implied to
be evil; as in this Epistle, iv. 3 (doeA-
yeiais, émibupims, olvePrvyias; cf. iv.
2; i 14). Sometimes they are im-
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plied to be evil in so far as they are
individual and so separate and ulti-
mately selfish: so James i, 14,vmd iis
i8las émBupias éferxduevos kat Selea-
{opevos : ef. 2 Pet. iii. 3; Jude 16, 18
(éavrdy); Rom. i 24 (rév kapdidy av-
rav); 2 Tim. iv. 3 (i8ias) (ef. Num. xv.
39). Sometimes a desire is called
“evil” (émiBupiay kakir, Col. dii. 3),
implying that other desires might not
be evil; and so, as here, we have
Tit. ii. 12, Tas koopwkas émbupias, and
again Eph. ii. 3, év ols xal yjueis mdvres
dveaTpdnpuéy more &v taie émibupius
Tijs capxés nudy, this last being the
probable source of our passage, as
the context suggests. Other passages
where desires and odpf are associated
are Rom. xiii. 14; Gal v. 16, 17, 24;
1 John ii. 16; and, more nearly re-
sembling our passage in form, though
in a totally different context, z Pet.
ii. 18, dehed{ovow év émbupiais Tapkds
daelyeias Tovs k.T.A.

This is the only place in the Epistle
where St Peter uses gdp{ or gapxixds
strictly in the Pauline or ethical
sense. Two points specially need
attention with respect to it. On the
one hand “the flesh” according to
8t Paul includes much more than
sensuality, as a glance at Gal. v. 19ff.
is enough to show; for there such
things as hatreds, factiousnesses, and
envyings are members of a list which
begins with fornication and ends with
drunkennesses and revellings. On
the other hand the term “flesh” is
not applied to any part of human
nature absolutely and in itself, but
as placed in a wrong relation, that
being allowed to rule which was made
and meant to serve. Exceptin implied
antithesis to “spirit,” this sense of
“flesh” has no meaning,

The rather peculiar phrase dwéyouas
émbumdy was already established in
Greek. In a well-known passage of
the Phaedo (820) Plato bas it, oi
Spbds pthogodoirres dméyorrar TEw
kard 76 odpa émbypudy dracay: also
in Leg, viil. 835 E, ddpéfovrar Tév mok-
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Movs 8y xal wolhds émbumiy els Eo-
xara Balovady; cf, Diod. xxxi. p. 587
(Wetst.). The more obvious dnéyouar
8ovdy (cf. Tov fdovar in James iv. 1)
oceurs in combination with it just
below in the Phaedo (83 B), 7 toi s
dAglés Pdoadpov Yuyn obtes dwé-
xetar Téy fdorav e ral émbupdy kai
Avmdy kai poBwv. Compare Schmidt,
Synonymik iii. 594 1.

airwes, the whick] There aresome
places in the N.T. in which foris can-
not be distinguished from ds; ulti-
mately the distinction quite broke
down in usage. In most places how-
ever of the N.T. 3eris apparently
retaing its strict classical force, either
generic, “which, as other like things,”
or essential, “which by its very na-
ture” ; and this last is doubtless the
sense here: it is no accidental fact,
but part of the present condition of
human nature that the fleshly desires
make war against the soul.

orpareorTas kara Tis Yruxfs, make
war (take up war) against the soul)
Two earlier passages of the Epistles
contain the verb orparedouar, and that
in similar contexts: Rom. vii. 22f,
“I consent with joy (suvjdouat) to the
law of God after the inward man, but
I see a different law in my members
taking up war against the law of my
mind (dvriwrparevdpevoy T vopw Tob
vods pov)”; James iv. 1, “ Whence
come wars and whence come fightings
among you? Come they not hence,
even of your pleasures that take up
war in your members (ék Tav ndovav
Ypdy Tdov oTpaTevopivoy év Tols péleow
vuav)?” In Romans the warfare
spoken of is a rebellion of o lower law
in the members against the true law
of the mind, which is the law of God
ratified by the inward man. In St
James the image i3 more obscure:
but apparently the pleasures are re-
presented as in hostile oceupation of
the members, resisting a lawful au-
thority which is not named. Here
too the warfare is not waged by
foreign invaders but by rebellions
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subjects, as the word itself was pro-
bably meant to indicate: the forces
divinely ordained to serve under the
soul rise up in mutiny against it
to destroy it. Thus Josephus (B. J.
iii. 8. 5) speaks of the hands of
suicides as the instruments by which
they took up war against themselves
(ale éorparcloavro kaf favrdv); and
conversely Plato (Rep. iv. 429 B: cf.
Leg. ix. 878 ¢) speaking of a class in
the state says, 6 wpomolepel Te kal
oTpareverar Umép avrijs.

What then is meant by the ““soul”
against which the fleshly desires make
insutrrection? It is by this time suffi-
ciently recognised that the modern
religious sense of the term “soul,”
as the highest element in man, is
founded on a misunderstanding of
the N.-T. On the other hand there is
considerable exaggeration in the sup-
position that the word has in the
N.T. a definitely depreciatory sense.
That sense is undoubtedly latent in
the N.T. use of the adjective yruyixés,
but probably only through antithesis
to mvevparwds, This whole class of
words has in truth a variable force in
accordance with the context; and it is
dangerous to attempt to build an
absolute psychology on such passages
as I Thess. v. 23. Pvyj (=¥'8))is in
both Testaments first the individual
being or his or its individual life
(Gen. i. 20 &e.; il 7), and then by a
natural transition whatever is felt to
belong most essentially to man’s life
when his bodily life has come to be
recognised as a secondary thing. It
answers very nearly to our modern
word and conception “self”’; and it is
curious how often its force is well
brought out by substituting “self” as
a paraphrase. Neither in this Epistle
nor elsewhere is there evidence that
the “soul” was regarded as 2 ruling
power (1o fyepowxdr in the Greek

phrase); so that we must not be
tempted to force into St Peter’s
language here 8t Paul’s meaning when
he wrote (Gal. v. 17): 4 yap odapf éme-
Buuei xara Tob wrevparos, v4 8¢ wyelpa
kara Tis capkds, though St Peter can
hardly have forgotten the phrase.
(The two passages are curiously mixed
in Ep. Polyc. v. 3, xaAov yap 16 dvaxém-
reafat dmd Téy émbupor év TG kéope,
3re wioa émbupia kard Tob mvelparos
orpareverar.) He has in view rather
the newus in which all powers find
their unity, that which is at once most
individual and most permanent in us.
In so far as the mutinous desires have
their way, destruction is wrought to
the very self: their action is the un-
doing of that which is called in i 9
campia Yuyir.

12. St Peter now passes from the
inner purity to its visible fruits.

v dvagTpodny...kakiy, kaving your
behariour among the Gentiles fair to
8¢6] ’Avaorpodhij, as before (i. 15, 18;
dvagtpagmre i 17) and later (iil. 1, 2,
16), is behaviour in converse with
other men: év rois €fvecww goes with
dvacrpopry, not with xaigrv. It does
not limit the behaviour to such things
as concerned direct relations with the
Gentiles, but dcootes all behaviour
which was in their midst, and so
could not fail to be sooner or later
known to them. The participle &yox-
tes in this context can hardly mean
“ag having” or “by having,” but
rather “and so having”: that is, the
fair behaviour is regarded as follow-
ing naturally from the inward absti-
nence, though it is likewise part of
the subject of exbortation.

xahijy is doubly marked as predica-
tive, not only being without an article
while dvasrpogriy has iz, but placed
as far from its substantive as possible,
at the end of the clause.

KaMds, usually a hard word to trans-
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late, denotes that kind of goodness
which is at once seen to be good,
goodness as an object of direct con-
templation, beauty being the obvious
type of such goodness ; while dyafds
denotes what is good in virtue of its
results. Hence in iii. 16 dyefijy is
the word used, because the goodness
is there spoken of with reference to
the present scorn which it provokes,
not admiration. Compare James iii.
13, Serfarw éx Tis kaki}s dvacrpopis rd
&ya adrol év mpadmyre coias, and
Heb, xiii. 18, év miow xa\és Hédovres
dvaoTpédeatar

a év @& xarahahobow Sudy ds kaxo-
wody, that in the very matter in
which they speak against you as evil-
doers] ’Ev ¢, owing to the generality
of its form, takes various semses in
different contexts. The temporal
sense, which is the commonest, while
(Me. ii. 19} Le. v. 34; Le. xix. 13;

- John v. 7), has little force here, It is
simplest to take év ¢ as in the very
matter tn which, as in Rom, ii. 1;
(probably viii 15;} xiv. 21; 2 Cor. xi
12 ; the closest parallel however being
a very similar passage of this Epistle,
iii. 16, va év ¢ karahaheiofe kararyur-
fbaw oi émnpedforres Spdv TV dyadiy
€v Xpuwrrd dvearpodrr. The more
difficult év & of iv. 4 (& ¢ Eevitorra
B gurtpexdrrov Tpov els Ty adrip
Ths dowrias dvdxvew) probably like-
wise means tn which matter, i.e. in
the matter of behaviour; but without
an attraction.

Karakakéo, in Aristophanes to blab,
in the later historians (sparingly) and
in the LXX. is to speak evil of; in
the N.T. it is confined to this and the
parallel passage just cited (iii. 16) and
James iv, 11 (thrice); cf. xarahohid
1 Pet. ii. 1; 2 Cor. xii. 20; kardialos
Rom. i. 30.

ws kakomroidy, Kaxomwoids and its
derivatives are rare in classical litera-
ture, where they always (even in Xen.

QOecon. iil. 11) denote the doing of mis- -
chief or injury, either to a specified
person or other object, or else abso-
lutely. It is the same in the Apocry-
pha (Ecclus. xix. 28 perhaps excepted).
But in the 1xx. this restricted sense
passes sometimes into the wider sense
of evil-doing from a moral point of
view. In Me. iii. 4|/ Le. vi 9 the
stricter interpretation is favoured by
the context ; but in 1 Peter (here; ii.
14; iil. [16 2. {.,] 17; iv. 15) it cannot
safely be maintained. In iii. 17 xaxo-
wowivras (opposed to dyafomotoivras)
is manifestly a repetition of mowtrras
xaxd {(opposed to mouodrwe dyafdv)
from Ps. xxxiii. (xxxiv.)) 135, 17, a8
quoted in 2. 10—12; and this cardinal
passage determines the usage through-
out the Epistle. The same wider
sense is required in 3 John 11, where
the first clause of the verse is ap-
parently founded on 1 Pet. iil. 13.
Attention has rightly been called
by several critics to the coincidence
of this word with the language of
Suetonius (Ner. 16), “ Afflicti suppli-
ciig Christiani, genus hominum super-
stitionis novae ac maleficae”; and in
1 Pet. iv. 15 maleficus (corrupted to
maledicus in the Vulgate) is the ren-
dering of xakomoiuds in Tertullian and
Cyprian. The further inference, that
we have here an allusion to accu-
gations of seditious or otherwise
illegal conduct on the part of the
Christians, is not borne out by the
usage of maleficus any more than by
that of xaxowoiuss. Hxcept as a popu-
lar nickname for wizards (see pas-
sages quoted by Rinsch, ftalo u.
Vulgata p. 316 f, and Goelzer,
Latinité de Saint Jéréme p. 133),
maleficus was not more definite in
sense than xakomoids; mnor is there
any evidence of a restricted sense
of the much rarer word malefactor,
known only from the Latin versions
of the N.T. and a single passage of
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Plautus. But St Peter’s four times
repeated use of xaxomoiss does sug-
gest the probability that he was ac-
customed to hear either this epithet
or its Latin equivalent flung at the
Christians at Rome. If he heard it
only in Latin, the precise force must
remain ambiguous ; that is, it might
consistently mean either wizards (in
accordance with what in later times
was certainly a popular charge a-
gainst the Christians), or quite vague-
ly “mischievous,” “ pestilent”” The
latter sense alone is attested for the
Greek kaxkomotds. In either case St
Peter, in repeating it for his own
purpose, might easily intend it to be
taken with the literal sense “evil-
doer,” which could hardly be other-
wise than familiar to his readers from
the Lxx., and which at all events (as
the relation of iii. 10 to iii. 17 implies}
was in accordance with etymology.

It may however still be asked
whether the abusive epithet, as popu-
larly applied to the Christians, was
meant to point to scandalous moral
offences, such as were imputed to
Christians in the second century. The
supposition receives some plausibility
from the phrase used by Tacitus
(Ann. xv. 44), “quos per flagitia in-
visos volgus Christianos appellabat,”
for such offences would certainly be
included under Aagitia. But Aagi-
tium, more a term of contempt than
of reprobation, is applied to things
disgraceful from any point of view,
not merely on moral grounds {as
in a famous passage of Tacitus, Germ.
12, the fagitia of ignavt of imbelles
are contrasted with the scelera of

proditores et transfugae); and would
" mnaturally be applied without definite
meaning to the ways of a despised
and vaguely distrusted sect. That
shameful immoralities were not in-
tended may be gathered pretty cer-

tainly from the generality of St Peter's
language in all places, and especially
by the collocation of xaxomoiss after
s oveds # kAémrps and before os
dAAorpeeriokomos in iv. 15.

ék Téy xaldy Epyov émomrelovres
Sofdowat Tov Bedr, by reason of your
good works they beholding may
glorify God] We here come at once
on a manifest allusion to our Lord’s
saying reported in Mt. v. 16: the
coincidence between rév xakéy &pyor
émomrevorres Sofdrwa: and Boow...Td
kaha &pya...8ofdowoer cannot be acci-
dental. The details of interpretation
however are difficult.

*Emomretovres Iust certainly beread,
not émonredoarres (the more obvious
tense, likely also to be introduced
from iii. 2). ’Endmrys is in the first
instance an eye-witness or an inspec-
tor, and émomrevw the corresponding
verb. Neither word occurs in this
sense in Attic prose. In poetry both
are common, specially of the gods as
keeping watch over this or that ter-
restrial object. In late Greek prose
they were freely used, without limita-
tion of reference, the verb being
almost always transitive. St Peter’s
use in iii. 2 is exactly normal. The
heathen husbands are spoken of as to
be won over by having been eye-wit-
nesses of the pure behaviour of the
Christian wives, émomreboavres Ty
dvacrpodijv. Here however the forms
of language are very different. It
would have been easy and obvious to
say ra xahd épya émomrevoarres, had
St Peter meant no more than these
words would convey. Both the pe-
culiar construction with ¢éx and the
present participle have to be ac-
counted for. The commonest inter-
pretation (A.V. and R.V.) “that by
your good works which they shall
behold they &c.,” (literally that
they, by your good works, beholding



1L 12]

them”) is very harsh and improbable,
being in fact only a tortuous para-
phrase of & xaka éya émonredoarres.
There can, I think, be no reasonable
doubt that, while éx rér kakév épywr
belongs to the present, éromredorres
no less that doédowo: must belong to
the future. The present seeing of the
good works, not now recognised by
the heathen as good (xa\d), is not
expressed but taken for granted; on
the other hand it is taught that here-
after under the pressure of a day of
visitation, the recollection of those
works will open their eyes that they
may be beholders indeed, and so come
to glorify God. Thus é« receives full
force: not the direct sight of the
works, but its result (éx). The me-
mory of it was to be the agent in the
future change of mind. This sense
would not have forbidden the use of
émomrevoavres: but the aorist parti-
ciple might so easily be taken to refer
to the time when the works were
performed, that the easiest way to
indicate briefly the true sense was to
employ the present participle.

It remains to consider how far the
object of émomrevorres can be defined.
One tempting construction is to take
it with rév fedw, of course in combina-
tion with the verb. This idea would
not be foreign to the passage, for God
must be in some sense contemplated
before He could be glorified; and
Clement of Alexandria several times
has the identical phrase érorreto rov
fedv (Strom. iv. 152, p, 633; vil. 57,
p. 865) or 76 Betov (Paed. . 28, p. 114;
Strom. v. 67, p. 686). But the con-
text of the last cited passage suggests
that the phrase came from Neo-Py-
thagorean literature. Its ultimate
source is doubtless the special or
technical sense of ¢mdmmps in Greek
religion, as applied to one who has
reached the last stage of ipitiation in
the Greek mysteries, probably as be-
ing then admitted to behold the
sacred symbols, whatever they may
have been. 'Emomreve, in the sense
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to be an émdmrys, was then by a
natural transition applied by Plate
to initiation in Divine mysteries of
philogsophy; and it would need but
another step to combine this use with
the common late transitive use of the
verb and so to apply the word to
the beholding of God or of things
Divine (see A. Jahn, Methodius
Platonizans p. 39, n. z50). But it
would be rash in the absence of
corroborative evidence to suppose
8t Peter to have followed so peculiar
a usage. It is simpler to take émom-
TevoyTes a8 a transitive absolute, “that
beholding they may glorify God.” (So
in the sense of “observing,” “watch-
ing,” Babrius lxxxviii. 5, ¢ & t#s
dpovpns deamérns émomredov s Enpov
eiBe T0 Bépos.) If we are to ask what
8t Peter thought of them as behold-
ing, no single answer will suffice ; the
memory of the good works would
remove the veil which hid the Chris-
tians themselves; the good tree would
be known by its good fruits; and the
God whom the Christians served
would then be known likewise, and
homage be done to His true glory.
It is not necessary to this interpreta-
tion to give (with Hofmann) érorrele
the sense “to recognise,” which un-
doubtedly it does not possess; all
that the word denotes is actual vision,
but ir this context the vision spoken
of is one that has been preceded by
blindneas.

dofdowot Tov fedv, 2 phrase much
used in both O.T. (723 Pi, Hiph)
and N.T. for all forms of human
recognition of God’s true character
and work, rendered by word or by
act. It probably here includes both
praise to Him for the “good works”
of His despised servants the Chris-
tians, and thankful acknowledgement
of His merciful justice in now afflicting
themselves. For the former cf, 11 Is.
xlix. 3; 2 Th. i. 10; for the latter
Apoc. xi. 13; xiv. 7; xV. 4; xvi. g,

év nuépa émoxomis, in o day of
wigitation] The absence of the article
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is not accidental: in this and other
simjlar phrases the indefiniteness is
essential to the meaning.

Formally the whole phrase comes
from Is. x. 3 (cf. Hos. ix. 7 Heb.) or
from Jer. xxvil. (xxxiv.) 22 Heb.
{omitted altogether in rxx.); but its
force depends on a considerable stream
of O.T. usage. ’Emoxéntopar vsually
represents 22 (and émigxomy NINB)
with the fundamental sense “visit”
or “ingpect.” In the O.T. the “ visit-
ing” of man by God is the general
expression of His ways of making
His presence felt, especially after a
period of seeming quiescence and
indifference. Thus He “visits” His
people to bring them out of their
Egyptian bondage (Gen. L 24£; Ex.
ifi. ¥6; iv. 31; xiii. 19; c¢f Ruth
i. 6), or their Babylonian exile (Jer.
xxvii, 22, referred to above; xxix.
10; xxxii. 5; cf. Zeph. ii. 7; Zech. x.
3; and 1 Esdras vi. 5); or again
individuals, as Hannah in her barren-
ness (I Sam. ii. 21). On the other
hand He “ visits ” sinners and enemies
with judgements in the midst of their
fancied impunity (Ex. xxxii. 34; Ps.
lix. 5; Is. x. 3; Jer. vi. 15; vili. 12;
x. 15 &c.). Both these senses recur in
the Apocrypha, and the former in the
N.T. likewise (Wisd. iv. 15; Ecclus.
xxxii. 21; xbvi. 14; Judith viii. 33;
Luke i. 68, 78; vii. 16; and on the
other hand Wisd. xiv. 11; xix. 15;
EBeclus, xvi. 18; xxiil. 24); while a
sense of the ambiguity is shewn in
Judith by the insertion of eis ayafiy,
év dyafois (iv. 15 ; xiil. 20). There is
no clear case of the term “visitation ”
being applied to judgements as at
once penal and corrective (the diffi-
cult passages Is. xxiii. 17; xxiv. 22
can hardly be brought under this
description): but on the other hand
a ““visiting ” for the purpose of trial
and probation is recognised in Ps.
(viil. 4;) xvil. 3; Job vil. 18; xxxi
14 ; and this sense is rather common
in the Apocrypha (Wisd. iii. 7 [ef ii.
20], 13, ¢ kapmov év émaxomy Yruxov;
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Ecclus, ii. 14; xviil. 20, év dpg émeoco-
miis evprices éfhaouov; (cf xxxi, 63)
3 Macc. v, 42). In our Lord’s words
over Jerusalem (Lec. xix. 44) this
sense appears to blend with that of
vigitation for blessing (vii. 16). Here
the visitation must be one of judge-
ment, but of judgement recognised as
corrective, and so having the nature
of trial or probation : that is, St Peter
looked to a future opening of the
eyes of men who were now despisers
or persecutors, and to Divine judge-
ments as the instruments of it, operat-
ing through the memory of the lives
of Christians. Such an expectation
implies his recognition of a conscience
or voice of God within the heathen,

-enabling them at last to discern the

moral truth which was contradicted
by their habitual principles.

13. St Peter now passes to the
Christian doctrine of social relations.
The warfare which he waged against
heathen principles of living was easily
capable of being represented as hos-
tile to the necessary bonds of society;
and it was by no means impossible
that ill-instructed Christians might
similarly misinterpret the Gospel, and
become conscientious apostles of social
disorder. In the Sermon on the
Mount the Lord Himself, foreseeing
how easily both opponents and dis-
ciples might misunderstand His atti-
tude towards the sacred institutes of
Jewish society and religion, had ut-
tered the warning “Think not that
I came to undo the law or the pro-
phets; I came not to undo but to
fulfil”; and then had proceeded to
expound by a series of examples
what He meant by fulfilment. In
the same spirit His Apostle here

expounds the chief social relatious

common to civilised mankind in the
light of Christian faith and morality,
and each exposition tends to shew
that the Gospel was a power for their
more perfect fulfilment, not for their
undoing or dissolution.

“Yworaynre, be subject] The leading
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idea of the next few verses is here
enunciated sharply without a conjunc-
tion or other verbal link to the pre-
ceding verses. The odv of the Re-
ceived Text is certainly spurious. In
Romans (xiii. 1—6) subjection ($roras-
oeobai, ©. 5) is also prominent, in so
far a8 it concerns political authorities,
the subject of ¢p. 14—17 here; in
Ephesians (v. 21—24; vi. 1—3, 5—8)
it is set forth only in so far as it
concerns family and household rela-
tions, the subject of ii. 18—iil. 7 here,
but apparently as founded on a gene-
ral principle of subjection (dmorac-
aéueror dAMfAuis & Pdfo Xpiorad),
laid down at the outset in v. 21, which
likewise corresponds in drift to 1 Pet.
v. 5 as well as to this verse. In
ancient society subjection was taken
for granted as a necessary condition
for the wellbeing of the community;
but, as a universal principle of per-
sonal life, subjection is characteris-
tically Christian. It consists not in
the sacrifice of the individual to the
community, the weakness of the
ancient social life, but in the recog-
nition that the individual attains his
own true growth and freedom only
through devotion to the community,
and submission to the various forms
of authority by which society is con-
stituted.

wdoy dvfperivy krivey, to every (di-
eine) imstilution among menr] A
difficult phrase. Put briefly, the
main question is this,—does drépw-
iy krigis mean here a xrioes by men
or a «ricis by God among men?
There is no doubt that in Clas-
sical Greek «rio:s i8 ascribed to men
far oftener than to God, and the
most obvious sense of dvfpemivy is
“proceeding from men.” But the
former of the two interpretations,
though thus prima facie natural,
cannot without straining be recon-
ciled with the context.

Wide as is the use of xrioes, to
speak of the supreme ruler or sub-
ordinate rulers, or their office or
function, as a kriews on the part of
men is without example or analogy in
Oreek usage (the secondary sense of
creo being unknown for xrifw); and
thie strangeness of language is much
increased if the other relations noticed
in the next few verses are included.
That they were meant to be included
seems to follow naturally from the
use of wdoy: the purely political
authorities could hardly be called
(either as human or Divine) kricers in
any sense which would not be too
wide of application to allow any force
to mdoy. Moreover, human author-
ship, put forward without qualifica-
tion as here, and yet more emphasised
by the addition of mdoy, is not likely
to have been laid down by an apostle
as a sufficient reason for subjection :
he could not but remember for how -
many evil customs human authorship
was responsible,

If however we take xrigis as imply-
ing Divine authorship, as in every
other place where krifw or any of its
derivatives occurs in the O.T. or N.T.
(or in the Apoerypha, 1 Esd. iv. 53
excepted), all these difficulties vanish.
The effect of dvfparivy is accordingly
to limit the xrige:s spoken of to such
elements of God's universal xrigis
as are characteristically human, Com-
pare (at alower level) Ecclus. x. 18, ovx
&kriorar dvfpomors vmepndavia; Xl 1,
doyohia peyaly éxniora mavri dvfpd-
mel; also vil. 15, p3) piefops...yewpylay
Sro ‘Yyriorov ékriopémy: indeed the
general usage of xrife by this writer
illustrates indirectly St Peter’s use
of «kriois, both probably instinctively
employing the Greek diction of Pales-
tine. The force of the word «rimes
itself as here used probably comes

1 [The Hebrew is: % pbn 5173 poy.]
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partly from Hebrew, partly from
Greek associations, The Hebrew N)2

v TTY
though the metaphysical notion of
creation out of nothing is foreign to
it, apparently carries with it some
implication of newness (cf. Num. xvi.
30; and see Dillmann on Gen, i. 1),
and at all events has in the O.T. no
other subject than God. In Genesis
always and sometimes in Isaiah it is
rendered woiéw (ie. it is not distin-
guished from nPY), but in Deut.
(iv. 32), the Psalms, the Prophets
generally, and Heclesiastes it becomes
kri¢w. The most common Greek sense
of krifw (etymologically “tomakehabit-
able”) is “to found a city,” and thence
generally “to found,” “institute.” This
Greek force of the word is empha-
sised by Philo (De mundi opif. 4,
I. 4) who treats the Creation as the
founding of a city (éredav wohis Tis
kri¢grad), and so involving a planning
out of the several parts of the city.
(1t is in connexion with this idea that
we find in Philo the first hint of
kricis as creation out of nothing,
when in D¢ Prov. ii. 55 [Armen.] he
compares it to the founding of Athens
or Alexandria [de novo magnam is-
tam urbem mundum creavit]: cf. De
Somn. i. 13 fin, 1. p. 632.) Here then
we have an adequate explanation of
St Peter’s meaning. Biblical associa-
tions defined the founding spoken of
to be the founding of the common-
wealth of mankind by God Himself,
and the Greek usage suggested that
the founding implied a plan on which
mankind were to be organised. By
an dvfpwrivy ericis then St DPeter
means a fundamental institution of
humsan society. Before Christ came
into the world, maukind already
possessed 2 social order of which the
chief elements were the state, the
household, and the family; and here
St Peter declares that they were not
to be slighted or rejected because
they were found among heathen.
On the contrary, they had a Divine
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origin, and they were distinctively
human: without them man would
sink into savagery. It wasneedful to
say this after the previous verses,
which might seem by contrast to
condemn heathen society absolutely.
S1d Tov xipiow, Jor the Lord’s sake]
By “the Lord” St Peter almost cer-
tainly means Christ. The phrase (6
xUpeos) oceurs independently but once
elsewhere in the Epistle, ii, 3 (an
adaptation from the Psalm), where
Christ is meant: and in iii. 15 the
true reading is kdprov 8¢ Tév XpiarTov
dydoare €v rais kepdiais vuody, Nor is
Si1d with the accusative ever followed
by Tév Bedv (or an equivalent) in
similar phrases elsewhere (Rom. viii.
20; [1 Cor. viil. 6 v.l.;] Heb. ii. 10
are manifestly irrelevant); while we
have 8wt ‘Inooty 2 Cor. iv. 5, 11; it
Xpwwrév 1 Cor. iv. 10; 8ua Tov ypoTér
Phil, iii. 7, followed (e. 8) by Xpioroi
Ingol Tob kvpiov pov &' v. In all
five passages the sentence refers to
some kind of voluntary humiliation or
suffering, and suchk is evidently the
case here: subjcction was to be “for
the Lord’s sake,” as being rendered
in loving imitation of Him, and will-
ing participation of His ministries.
St Peter doubtless did not forget
such sayings of the Lord as are re-
corded in Matt. xxii. 21 (and par-
allels); xvii. 27, which have a direct
application to the subject of the next
verse : but here he seems to have in
view the farther reaching principle
unfolded by act and word in John xiii.
12—17; cf. Mt. xx. 28 (and parallel);
Le. xxii, 261f.; the popdn doddov of
Phil. ii. 7. The passages of Le. and
John illustrate the special force of
tor xvpiov. This interpretation, which
harmonises with the strain running
through. the Epistle, is nmch more
probable than a merely retrospective
reference of 84 tor xiUpiov, in the
sense “for the sake of Him” who
ordained every human institution.
St Peter now comes to the chief
types of Divine institutions among
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mankind, and naturally speaks first of
the state or civil government. Here
he beging by summing up St Paul’s
teaching in Rom. xiii. 1—6.

eire Bacikel, whether it be to the
king] 8t Peter doubtless had in
mind the chief ruler of a country or
wider region, whatever the precise
nature of his office, but specially the
ruler of the Roman Empire. In the
Greek East for a long while before
the Christian Era the successors of
Alexander in their several lines were
the typical Baod\eis, and from them
the title was freely applied to the
Roman emperors by Greek lips, not-
withstanding the Roman hatred of
the title rex. Tt is a striking thought
that the emperor under whom St
Peter wrote, and who was thus the
living representative of kingship at
the time when kingship, or the autho-
rity of the supreme magistrate, was
thus consecrated in an apostolic
Epistle, was Nero. If St Peter's
language was to be accepted as true,
there could be few rulers indeced
whose claims on loyalty would be
sustained by less personal merit.

ws vwepéyorri, as supreme] The
last word was probably suggested
by éfovaiais Umepexovoms in Rom.
xifl. I. “Ywepéyw means nothing more
than to be higher than, or in advance
of, others in any respect, but is speci-
ally used of those in the highest
authority in a state (cf. 1 Tim. ii. 2,
Baoi\éwv kai mdvter TGv év Ymepoxn
dvrov). Here it is probably wused
relatively to subordinate magistrates,
not to ordinary subjects. The force
of it, as brought out by the more
elaborate language of the next clause,
geems to lie in marking the true
nature of the supreme ruler’s claim.
Many would recognise him on account
of some supposed peculiar sanctity at-
tached to his office, while they would
have no obedience or respect for sub-

ordinate offices which the -popular
imagination invested with no such
incommunicable sacredness. St Peter
on the other hand deduces the claim
of both alike from the purpose which
they serve in God's order for the
good of subjeets, and rests the higher
claim of the supreme magistrate solely
on his higher and therefore more
important function in the same work,

14  elre fyepdciy, o unto gover-
nors] ‘Hyepdr is a word of very
various application, but was specially
applied about this time to governors of
provinces, whether legati Augusti or
proconsuls, or anything else. In Jer.
xlv. (zxxviil) 17; xlvi. (zxzxiz} 3,
where it stands for %, we have the
combination 7jyendves Baciléws Bafv-
Aavos. In Mt. z. 18 (and paraliels)
fyepdves and Baoikeis are coupled
together without indication of their
relation, and the Bac\evs and ryepdy
of Acts xxvi 30 have no such relation
a8 is expressed here.

ws 8 adrel mepmouévors, as sent
through him} Add has of course its
proper meaning, expressing the in-
strument or agent. The king appears
here not as the source of the gover-
nor’s authority, but as the channel by
which Divine authority is conveyed
to him, The Divine source is not
mentioned here, any more than with
kricer, but it is distinctly indicated
by 8ud: ef Mt xi. 2 (right reading),
and (with dmooréAhe) Apoc. i. 1. In
Rom. xiii. (1, 2, 4, 6) it is explicitly
declared, as it was also by our Lord
Himself (John xix. 11).

els éxdixpow kakemwoidy, for wven-
geance on evil-doers] In both nxx.
and N.T. éxBiknoic stands both for
“avenging ” or “vindication” and, as
here, for “vengeance” “requital”
This sense is specially abundant in
Eeclus. On «aroroéy enough has
been said (p. 135f.). The whole phrase
condenses St Paul's feod yap Staxovss
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éorw, &dicos el dpyp TG T kaxiw
mpdeoorty (Rom. xiii. 4), which in its
turn seems to be an echo of ’Euoi
édiknais, éyo drrameddee, quoted
from Deut. xxxii. 35 Heb. (not 1xx.)
just above (xii. 19). With both a-
postles the retribution on crime in-
flicted by the magistrate is an in-
strument of the Divine retribution.
Grammatically els éxdikpeaew is depen-
dent on wmepmopévors only, not on
dmepéxorre: but the words 8 adrod
mark the king and his subordinates
as sharers in a2 common fanction, so
that practically both ranks of office
are eis éxdiknow kT

Erawor 8¢ dyaborordv, and. for praise
of well-doers] Here a.gain we have
an echo of Romans xiii. (3, 4), Ge)ms-
8¢ un qSo,Bew'ﬁaL Y E&oumav ™ aya-
Bov moler, xai éfeis Emawov é£ avriis’
Beob yip Bidxovés foTiv ooi els TO
dyafov. St Paul does not define the
senge in which the Christian would
have praise from (éx) the political
authority. Obviously the bestowal
of praise is not one of the usual
functions of magistrates, though pub-
lic spirit, especially as shewn in mu-
nificence, was often celebrated in
laudatory inscriptions which might
often have originated with magis-
trates. But this kind of praise suits
St Paul’s tone very ill, and his last
cited clause (feot ydp x..A.) points
rather to such a praise as would at
least not be discordant with the
praise bestowed by God. Hence é¢
avrijs (rijs éfovaias) must mean, as it
may quite naturally mean, that the
praise spoken of was a result of the
civil government, not that it was in
any sense pronounced by the civil
government. The human justice ad-
ministered by the magistrate and the
holy life of the Christian, however far
apart they might seem to be, bad
alike 16 dyafov as their goal. The
sense of right and wrong, which the

public administration of justice kept
alive, was a powerful, though often
overlooked, factor among the influ-
ences which protnoted individual holi-
ness, and the life and mind which
were according to God’s will and
received His praise. This interpreta-
tion gains in force when it is remem-
bered that &rawes, émawéw (see on
i. 7) in the best Greek usage include
moral approbation. It is equally ap-
plicable to St Peter’s more condensed
language, since &rawor 8¢ dyaboroiiy
comes after, not before, elc éxdiknow
xaxorowdy, The retribution, at once
human and Divine, which is an im-
mediate purpose of God’s sending of
the magistrate, is itself designed by
Him to call forth on the other hand
(8¢), as a positive result, a human
approving recognition of well-doers,
which again is an utterance of the
approval pronounced by the Judge
above,

15. &re olrws éoriv 70 GéAnpa Tob
Beots, because afier this manner is the
will of God} Tt is not at first sight
obvious to what 47 refers, to the
primary words of the sentence (dmord-
vyre waoy dvBpemivy kriced), or to s 87
avTo? meumopérors k7. either with all
that follows or specially with the last
clause (érawov 8¢ dyabomoisv). The
first of these interpretations is for
geveral reasons improbable:—{r) it
detracts from the appropriateness of
the contents of ». 15; (2) it adds a
superfluous and subordinate motive to
what has beeu already fully sustained
by the comprehensive 8id rov «ipiov ;
and (3) it brings harshness into the
trangition from the accusative dya-
Gomowotrras to the nom. éxedfepo:, by
making them both to belong equally
to the persons addressed. It is easier
to take ». I5 a8 a parenthetical state-
ment, general not personal in form, in-
tended to explain what has just been
said about the praise of well-doers.
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Next ofrws requires consideration.
Is it prospective, i.e. does it refer
only t0 dyafomototivras prpoiv k.1, OF
is it retrospective, and to be inter-
preted by the preceding verse or
verses? In favour of the former
reference 1 Thess. iv. 3 has naturally
been quoted (rotiro ydp éorer Hénua
tob Beod, 6 dywaopos vpov, dréyecba
Juas amd tis mopwelas): but the sub-
stitution of ofrws for roiro makes a
serious difference, as well as the ¢
with 8éinpa. The only other place in
the N.T. where @é\yua is combined
with ofres is Mt. xviii. 14, where
ovras is certainly retrospective: but
in this case likewise the parallel fails,
as St Peter has nothing answering to
the preceding parable, whicl is the
subject of comparisor. As regards
general usage, odres iz habitually
retrospective. The only exceptions
are where it (@) is followed imme-
diately or almost immediately by a
correlative particle, @s ((John vii.
46 ».0.;] James ii. 12; 1 Cor. ifi. 15;
iv. 1; ix. 26 bis; 2 Cor. ix. 5; [? Eph
v. 28, 33]), kafss (Phil. iii. 17), dore
(John iii. 16; Acts xiv. 1), [xaf] &»
Tpémwoy (Acts i 11; xxvii. 25),—but
not with &a 1 Cor. ix. 24 (see Meyer);
or (b) introduces spoken or written
words (Mt. vi. 9; Le. xix. 31; Acts
vil. 6; xiil. 34, 47; Rom. x. 6; 1 Cor.
xv. 45; Heb. iv, 4); or (¢) lastly intro-
duces a complete narrative headed by
a single descriptive phrase (Mt. i
18; John xxi. 1). There is there-
fore a strong presumption against the
direct reference of ovrws to the follow-
ing ¢epoty .. The only real obstacle
to taking it as retrospective is a mis-
interpretation of ré fehnpa rov Geot,
which is commonly assumed t0 mean
here the will of God which has to be
obeyed, His will considered as alaw
or commandment. This use of OéAnua
is of course common enough: but
St Paul employs 8éAqpa likewise for

particular acts of God’s will, as parts
of a providential scheme, in reference
to his own selection for apostleship
(1 Cor. i. 1; 2 Cor. i 1; Eph. i. 1;
Col. i. 1; 2 Tim. i. 1), his hope of
reaching Rome (Rom. i. 10; xv. 32),
the coming of Apollos to Corinth
(1 Cor. xvi. 12), and the special devo-
tion of the Macedonian churches (2
Cor. viii, 5). Similarly in two out of
the three other places where St Peter
has @éAnua, both of them places
closely connected in subject with this
verse, it expresses not a will to be
obeyed but a will to be recognised,
namely God’s permission of the suffer-
ings of the righteous for the sake of
high ends of His own; iii. 17, xpeirrov
yap dyafomowetvras, €l §édor 16 Bélqpua
Tov feot, maayew i} xaxomwowivras ; and
iv. 19, dore kai of wdoyovres kara To
Oéxnua Tov Beot mioTH kricTy mWapart-
Oéolwaav Tias Yruxds (adriv] év dyabo-
woig. In each of these places a
derivative of dyafomoids occurs, as
here; and in the second the reference
to God as a faithful Creator recalls
kricet in 0. 13, the reference being in
each case not merely to creation in
the modern sense, but to creation
with a purpose. So also here St
Peter is not laying down a law of God
for men to obey, but expounding one
of the ways of God’s own working ;
“because,” he says, “after this man-
ner is the will of God,” Le. after the
manner implied in His using civil
magistrates for “the praise of well-
doers.”

Then comes the clause with the
infinitive, best taken as in apposition
to 76 @éAnua Tob feot, and explicative
of these words. It is doubtless pos-
sible, without violence to grammar or
sense, to omit the comma after feov
and translate “ because by well-doing
after this manner it is the will of God
that men put to silence” &c,: but the
order of the words and the presence
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of the article (ro fernpa) render the
other construction more natural,

dyaBomotovvras, that men by well-
doing] The word must not be nar-
rowed down in sense so as to cover
no more than subjection to civil
authority: that sense goes with the
wrong interpretation of the whole
verse. Just as in ». 20; iil. 6, (11,)
17 ; iv. 19, St Peter here has in mind
well-doing in the widest sense, subjec-
tion to civil authority being only that
particular form of well-doing which
most conspicuously exhibited the
Christian life in harmony with the
ordinary meehanism of human society,
while the principle of Providence
declared in this verse is of much
wider application. The participle is
quite general: the Alexandrian text
supplies duas, which is also the inter-
pretation of at least the Latin and
Syriac versions, but by misunder-
standing of T 6éAqua: the principle
here declared is of universal truth.

oty Ty Tov adpiver dvlpdmwy
dyvaciay, should silence the pur-
biindness of the senseless sort of men]
dupoiv (30 X7, doubtless rightly; com-
pare xaracknratv and dmedexaroiv [see
Intr. § 410; App. p. 166b]). Tindale
(ed. 1525 or 1526) and the Great
Bible well render ¢uoiv by *“stop the
mouths of,” but have to paraphrase
dyvooiav by “ignorant men.” The
Bishops’ Bible tries in vain to mend
this flaw by translating “stop the ig-
norance.” ®iudw literally, “to muzzle”
or “gag,” is figuratively “to restrain”
or (much more commonly) “to silence.”
So Mt. xxii. 34, besides passages where
the passive cceurs.

*Ayvodia, from the ancient adjective
dyvws, must not be confounded with
dyvaa, though they cannot always be
rcndered differently. Here dyrwgia
might be rendered “purblindness.”
It is related to dyvoa a8 ywdowe to
#yvoxa. It expresses not ignorantia,

the absence of knowledge, but igno-
ratio, the failure or inability to take
knowledge. Its commonest (active)
use is for failure or inability to recog-
nise persons or places, whether from
darkness or for any other reason: but
it is also applied to any lack of per-
ception, causing an object to be either
totally ignored or seen in a wrong
light. Thus 8t Paul says in 1 Cor.
xv. 34 (the only other instance in the
N.T., but of Wisd. xiii. 1), éxmjfrare
diwcaiws kai py) dpaprdvere, dyvooiar yap
Beoi Tovés Eyovaw, “some have no sense
of God’s presence,” “do not perceive
Him to be there.” So also here St
Peter means to express by it an in-
ability to recognise the frue meaning
and worth of the lives of Christians.
Tov dppover dvbpsrer. Again the
article cannot be otiose. 1t must
mean either “those senseless men,”
ie. the men spoken of in ». 12; or
‘““the senseless sort of men,” and this
is the more probable mearning; i.e.
“that dyvwoia which is characteristic
of those men who may be best de-
scribed as senseless.” Thus on the
one hand the dyvwoia is marked as
not confined to scattered individuals;
it was a common property of an evil
public opinion: and on the other hand
it was not universal; there were
heathens, be it few or many, who had
too much sanity of mind to be thus
blinded. Perhaps it was also meant
to be distinguished from the darker
and more hopeless dyvwgia, due not
to senselessness only but also to in-
veterate wickedness. "A¢pwr cannot
be well rendered by any single English
word. It expresses (Schmidt, Syn.
fii. p. 647) want of mental sanity and
sobriety, a reckless and inconside-
rate habit of mind. The combination
of ¢upoty with dyvwcriay, “putting pur-
blindness to silence,” shows that St
Peter had in view such an dyvocia as
expressed itself in words rather than
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deeds. That is, he is not here speak-
ing of persecution but of calumny.
The manner in which he regarded
well-doing as silencing purblind ca-
lumny is not explained. Probably he
meant the restraint imposed by the
perpetual presence of conduet mani-
festly governed by the sense of right
and wrong. This restraint of course
falls far short of the recognition and
celebration- of God’s glory spoken of
in ». 12, though in due time it might
lead to that higher result, when the
slanderer should himself join the
ranks of the slandered.

16. &s éedfepor, as Jfree] This
reappearance of a nominative after
the accusative of the preceding verse
has led some to place a comma only
between v2. 16 and 17; “as free and
not &c., but as servants of God,
honour ye all men.” The verse be-
longs in sense however much more
closely to ». 13 than to ». 17, and the
return to the nominative presents no
difficulty as soon as the strictly paren-
thetic character of ©. 15 is recognised.
*Elevfepos (with its derivatives) in
most places of the N.T. has either an
expressed or an implied antithesis to
gome definite kind of bondage. In
gsome of the most familiar places the
bondage is that of the Jewish Law;
but that has probably no place here.
An analogous bondage however, that
of inherited heathen custom, is indi-
cated in the only previous passage of
the Epistle which throws agy light on
the nature of the freedom here spoken
of. In i 18 8t Peter has implicitly
referred to a: freedom by speaking of
a redemption; and that redemption
was from their vain manner of be-
haviour received from their fathers.
In submitting then to the institutions
of heathen society, St Peter means to
say, the Christians were not bowing
their heads afresh to the old yoke, but
were approaching them from adifferent

H.

point of view altogether, regarding
them as ordinances of God’s own in-
dependent law, which it was their joy
and pride to fulfil. It is possible that
St Peter has also in mind the remark-
able language twice used by St James
(i. 25; ii. 12) respecting “a law of
liberty,” by which he apparently con-
denses the teaching of the Sermon on
the Mount as to the perfectness, the
righteousness exceeding the right-
eousness of the Scribes and Pharisees,
by which the old law is at once set
aside in the letter and fulfilled in the
spirit: bus there is no clear indication
of that sense here.

kal pn os émxdlvppa Exovres Ths
xaxias Ty éhevbeplav, and not as men
that have their liberty as a cloke of
their malice] 'EmicdAvppa is a not
uncommon word, nearly answering to
our “pretext” The articles before
kaxias and éhevfepiav suggest that
we must not supply vueis with éyovres,
but take the clause guite gemerally,
““and not a8 men that have their
liberty as a cloke of their xakie” (com-
pare v. 3, un8’ ds xarakvpievorres THOY
qpev); the &s after pj belonging
to éyovres, not to émikdhuppa; their
liberty is to some men actually a
cloke of their xaxie. The clause is
not in opposition to dis ékedfepos, but
guards it from possible misunder-
standing. The éievfepia spoken of is
not a wrong liberty, but a wrongly
used liberty.

s kaxias. In ii. 1 we have already
had dwoféuevor oly macav xakioy fol-
lowed by xai wdvra Sokor xr.A. (See
note). Here too the word seems to
retain its usual N.T. limitation.
There is no indication that St Peter
is contemplating antinomian license
in general, as 8t Paul does in a pas-
sage of Galatians (v. 13) which re-
sembles this, but only such misuse of
élevdepia (cf. 2 Pet. ii. 19) as would
interfere with subjection to the insti-

10
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tutions of society; and the temper of
mind which would lead to this might
be described in general terms as «axia,
a bitter and acornful feeling towards
heathen and towards everything found
among them. In the same spirit in
which St Peter writes here, St Paul
proceeds in the place just quoted
(Gal v. 13), d\a 8ix tis dyamys
dovhevere aAAnAos.

dA\’ o5 feoi doidoi, but as bond-
gervants of God] This is the con-
stantly recurring paradox. The true
definition of an éAevfepos in the
apostolic sense is one who is Xpiorod
Soihos. Compare 1 Cor. vii. 22. The
key to the paradox lies in the fact
that the freedom of self-will is not
merely an evil freedom but an illusory
freedom: it is only the entrance into
a new slavery.

I7. mdvras Tipfoare...rov Baciléa
ripare, Honour all men; love the
brotherivod; fear God; honour the
king] The change of tense after the
first imperative is very remarkable
here. The true explanation seems to
be this. St Peter begins with the
aorist imperative as the most forcible
tense for the exhortation on which it
was his special present purpose to in-
sist. The other exhortations had to
be added, to prevent misunderstand-
ing, but the first two of them were
more familiar, and might be taken
more a8 a matter of course; and a re-
turn to the aorist in the final clause
would have given it a false kind of
emphasis. Ilderas ryujoare stands in
contrast to rijs xaxias. It expresses
the opposite of the churlish and con-
temptuous feeling the indulgence of
which would pervert all the relations
of the Christians to the heathen.
St Peter had spoken already of sub-
Jjection to theking and themagistrates:
but here the exhortation in extending
more widely goes also deeper. Every
heathen soul, by the mere title of

humanity, had a right to be regarded
with honour, and all that that werd
suggested. This exhortation is in the
spirit of Rom. xiii. 7——10, which has
no limitation to Christians only: but
the definite form is 8t Peter’s own.

St Peter doubtless had no in-
tention of suggesting that leathen
were to be objects of honour, not of
love: but his present purpose is to
mark that the duty to the heathen
was compatible with a duty of yet
closer relations to the Christian com-
munity. Here therefore he says dya-
mare only with reference to the latter,
and ¢ofieiede only with reference to
God, though St Paul had enlarged on
the love of a neighbour as of uni-
versal obligation, and spoken of men
(doubtless rulers) to whom fear was
due (. 7).

Both here and in v. g d8eAgorns has
the concrete sense of a band of
brothers. The word docs not earlier
occur in this sense (indeed it is rare
even in the abstract sense), but was
speedily taken wup into Christian
literature, Latin as well as Greek.
The special dydmn of the dSengpirps
i8 ¢uhadedpia, which has occurred
already in i 22.

Then comes tov feov PoBeicde an-
swering to the last clause of #. 16, and
at the same time supplying the sanc-
tion under which the previcus duties
had their meaning. It is quoted from
Prov. xxiv. 21, ¢ofoil Tow Beaw, vié, kai
PBaciéa: and the addition there made
could not well be neglected by St
Peter while he was still on the theme
of eivil government, and so he borrows
7ov Baodéa from Proverbs, lest his
readers should forget the cire Sagi\et
os vmepéyovry With which he began.
But as he had subordinated the
honouring of all to the loving of the
brotherhood, 8o to the feariug of God
he subordinates the honouring of the
king. The word, this time more
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TILATE,

directly borrowed from Rom. xiii. 7
fin, is the same that had been used
at the beginning of the verse, but
with a modified sense: cf. Plut. 11
8164, iepdv 8¢ xpiipa kal péya wioay
dpxv odgav kai dpxovra 8ei pdhiora
ripgv. The honour due to all men

is akin to love, the honour due to the
king is akin to fear: yet both spring
from a common root, even that
reverence which is the spiritual basis
of Christian subjection. On this word
“Honour” the first part of St Peter’s
social exhortations emphatically ends,

10—2
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ADDITIONAL NOTES.

L

THE NAMES oF ST PETER.

St PETER in the opening salutation uses only the name given
him by Christ, the translation of Kypds (John i. 42; cf. Mt
xvi. 18). It is the prevalent name in Mt., Mc., Le., while St John
has usually S{uwv ITérpos ; and it is the only name used in the Acts
except in a few passages where the name Simon (x. 5, 18, 32,
xi. 13) or Symeon (xv. 14) is put into the mouth of speakers.

.8t Paul has it in Gal. ii. 7, 8; elsewhere (1 Cor.*; Gal.®) he

uses Kn¢ds, never Zipww,

The facts as to the use of the names of St Peter in the N.T.
are as follows:

Sipwv, used quite absolutely, is in narrative confined to Me.!
and Le.” previous to the Mission of the Apostles, and is found
nowhere afterwards [on Le. xxiv. 34 see below]; in speeches it
occurs Mt.! (xvil. 25: not reckoning xvi, 17), Mec.! (xiv. 37), Le.2
(zxii, 31; xxiv. 34 [virtually a speech]): cof. Z{pwr Bapiwvd, Mt.
xvi. 17 ; Zipev 'lodvov, John xxi. 15, 16, 17; Sfpwr & vids Twdvoy,
John i 43. _

2ipwy, joined to Iérpos by 6 Aeydpevos, 6 émwadlodpevos, Ss
émalétrar, occurs Mt.2 Acts?; and the two names are brought
into the same context in reference to the naming, Mec?! (ili. 16),

Le.! (vi. 14), John! (i. 40; v. 42, 7ov dderpov Tov I8ov Bpwra).
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Zipwv Hérpos is confined to Mt.! (xvi. 16, where it intro-
duces the confession), Le.! (v. 8, mpooémerey Tois ydvagw ’Ingod),
John' (in which Gospel it on the whole predominates), and 2 Pet. i. 1
(where however many authorities read Sypesv Ilérpos). :

Iérpos is the greatly predominating name in Mt.%%, Mc.”® (after
iii. 16 ; including xiv. 37, Aéyer 7¢ Ilérpw Bluwv), Le.'® (after vi 14),
Acts®; it occurs in John'® (xiii. 8, 37; xvill. 11, 16 bis, 17, 18, 26,
27; XX. 3, 4; Xxi. 7, 17, 20, 21); also in Gal.? (ii. 7, 8), 1 Pet.!. In
speeches (not counting Mt. xvi. 18 [Jo. i. 43]) it occurs in Le.! (xxii. 34,
warning of denial), Acts® (x. 13; xi. 7). Probably among Christians
in his later days St Peter bore no other name than that consecrated
by our Lord.

Kn4ds is confined to John' (i. 43), 1 Cor.%, Gal.*,

Svpedy is confined to Acts! (xv. 14); on z Pet. i. 1 see above.

The name Kn¢as apparently is not elsewhere used (unless as
Kawddas, see below) as a Jewish name, Aramaic or Greek {cf. Keim,
Geschichte 1i. p. 550). The Greek IIérpos occurs in Joseph. Ant. xviii.
6. 3' for a freedman of Berenice, mother of Agrippe L, cited by
Keim Z.e. The substantive %2 (D'B3) appea.i's only twice in the O.T.
(Job xxx. 6; Jer. iv. 29), both times in the plural. In the Targums
(Buxtorf, Lexicon Chaldaicum 1032) it occurs as '3, KB'3, for a rock,
or a stone (e.g. gems, hailstones, thunderbolts), or a shore. The same
senses recur in the Talmud and Midrashim (Levy-Fleischer, Newhebr,
u. Chald. Worterb, ii. 321 f.), where the word has also the meaning

“ring " ; apparently the sense “rock” is rare. The corresponding
4
Syriac forms are \Eb, l2lo. The derivation is wncertain (see

Ges. Thes. 706). The Syriac Versions of the N.T. have |2]o as the
representative of Kueas. '
The name Kaideas is on the whole probably a twin form of Kxq¢ds,
taken from NB'J as Kyeis from KBDND, The only difficulty is that
the Syriac (including Syr. vt. in Le. iii. 2, the only extant place®)
[} There is however another reading The same form is found in Syr. Sin.

Iipdror, which Niese adopts.] in Mt. xxvi. 57; Le. iii. 2; John xi.
[® That is, in the Curetonian text. 49; xviii. 13 f., 28.]
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has © (p) not 2 (5). Keim's (Gesch. iii. p. 238) derivation of
the name from %2 (part. of the verb M3) in Targ. Ps. lvii. 7
“bowing down” (trans.) or (¥) 8!3, the subst, “humiliation,” in
Targ. Prov. xvi, 26 (for both words see Buxtorf, Lex. Chald. 10241.)
is very improbable; and the supposition that NB*3 is a duplicate
form of RBEND explains the Jod equally well Jost’s derivation
(Gesch. des Judenthums i. p. 332) from the town Chaipha (rather
Haipha with n, cf. Reland Pal. pp. 667, 783) is still more im-
probable ; though it is curious that a Joseph of Haipha occurs two
centuries later {Jost, #b. i. p. 404, but without a ref.), Joseph being
also the name of the high priest according to Josephus (Antig.
xviii, 2). The Onomasticon explains Kawdgas by Ixvevrjs and
wepiepyos (De Lagarde, Onom. Sacr. pp. 175, 203 ; cf. pp. 60, 67).
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II.
THE BIBLICAL TERMS FOR SOJOURNING.

THE sojourner in a land is distinguished in the Old Testament
from the inbabitant, strictly so called, and also from the stranger,
strictly so called. The term is applied chiefly to Gentiles sojourning
in the midst of Israel; but also to Israelites sojourning in foreign
lands, as Egypt; and again to Abraham and his descendants as
sojourning in Canaan, the land which they were afterwards to
“inherit” and inhabit (Gen. xvii. 8; xxviil. 4; Ex vi. 4; Ps
ev. 11 £).

In the original a sojourner is designated by two words, W (with
the verb M1) and 2R, The former, which is much the commoner,
expresses the idea of turning in as a guest. It is usually rendered
in the Lxx. by wpooyAvroes, a word unknown in classical literature’,
but in what seems to be its original sense hardly distinguishable
from the classical émplus, émpAdrys. The adoption of the Jewish faith
by many sojourners in the land of Israel led ultimately to a natural
extension of the term, so that 7 and wpoorjAvros came to mean what
we now call a proselyte®. Through this modification of sense mpooj-
Avros apparently superseded a curious word by which the rxx,
renders W in Ex. xii. 19; Is. xiv. 1 (Lev. xix. 34: "ANor yetdipat,
wapowor, Origen Hewapla), yrdpas or yewpas, a mere transliteration
of the Aramaic form (NT'3) of the original word, doubtless devised

1 Unless the Scholium on Apollonius s a vivid expression of the transition:—
Rhodius i. 834 (xafdrep peralkovs dia-  God mpoohhvror wposehedaorral gou 8¢
Tplew Kkal mpoophbrous) be an ex- éduel kal wapodcoveiy oot kal éml od
ception. xaragpebforrai. But the Massoretic

% The Lxx. rendering of 11 Is. liv. 15  text has quite another sense.
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as a new term for a new object’. Not to dwell on solitary
renderings by £évos and yelrwv in the exceptional Lxx. of Job, i is
represented eleven times in various parts of the Old Testament by
wdpowos, a classical word with an unclassical sense®, being here
almost equivalent to the classical pérowkos. In like manner mapoucéw
stands for the verb M, and that in a large majority of places; other
Greek equivalents (besides xatowéw®, é&vowéw?, olkéw® &c.) being
mpdoxeapal, wpoayloper, wpoamopesopat, and mposépyopar, all of
which, but especially the last? are attempts to repeat the etymeo-
logical force of mpoonAuros*, with which they are invariably joined.
The other word for a sojourner is 2¢AR, derived from the verb
AP, o sit,” and thence ““to dwell” or “to inhabit.” The limitation
of the substantive o sojourning or temporary dwelling probably comes
from the original sense “to sit”; it may be compared to “settler,” or.
still better perhaps to “squatter.” Apart from etymology, the
precise force of M as compared with 93, apparently a more
generic word, is difficult to determine®. It occurs but thirteen times®
not being used in Deuteronomy or the prophetic books; and is
invariably coupled either (eight times) with 13 (M3) or (three times)
with V3P, « hired servant,” or (twice) with both words. In the Lxx.
(and in the later Greek versions, so far as they are known) the

rendering of 3¥7P is always wdpowos, except in three places, in which

1 The scanty ancient evidence as to
yiwspas menifestly resolves itself into
conjecture; even what remaina of
Origen’s aceount, if, as seems probable,
he is ultimately responsible for the
comments of Basil (Migne, P. G. xxx.
608) and Procopius (Migne, P. G.

- Izxxvii. 2093) on Is. xiv. r. The
allusion in Justin, Dial. 122, is to
Is. xiv. 1, and in Juliug Africanus
(Eus, H.E. i. 7. 13) to Ex. zii. 19,
A vestige of the word may survive
in the apparently Gerasene proper
name Gioras found in Josephus (B.J.
iv. 9. 3, vids w Tuwipa Zipwy 75,
Tepaonrds 16 yévos: cf. ii. 19. 2; 22. 23
vii. 2. 1; 5. 6; 8. 1), cited by Schiirer

(Geschichte d. Jiid. Volkes p. 52r, of.
PP- 532 534).

2 Yet see the references to Inserip-
tions collected by Hicks, Classical
Review 1. p. 6.

3 Bee note on ii. 4 (p. 105).

4 Aquila has the verb mpospAvreder
(Ps. v. 5; exix. (cxx.) 5: of. Lev. xix,
34; Xxv. 6) and wporyhiTevas (Gen.
xlvii. g), doubtless in the late or
technical sense.

5 Dillmann’s note on Ex. xii. 45 is
worth consulting.

8 1 Kings xvii. 1 is left out of
reckoning, the pointing which sub-
stitutes a proper name being doubtless
right.
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wdpoixos is transferred to the associated " : in two of these (Gen.
xxiii, 4; Ps. xxxix. (xxxviil.) 13) it is rendered by rapemidnuos,
and in the third (1 Ohr. xxix. 15) by xarowodvres (B) or more
probably wapoikotvres (A). The form waper{dymos iz very rare';
but rapemdypén and maperdnpia are not uncommon in late Greek
literature and inscriptions, and are mere synonyms of émdnuén and
the (in this sense) rarer émdypin (éridnpos in this sense is rarer,
still), by which from the fourth century B.c. onwards the sojourning
in foreign cities or countries is often expressed.

The belief in a present heavenly méAw supplied the positive
background which neutralised the negative character of the old
(heathen as well as Jewish) thought of life as a sojourning; and
also effectually replaced the distant earthly wdéhis for dispersed

Jews.,

1 1t occurs in Polyb. xxxii. 22. 4, =zlso (from Callixenuz of Rhodes) in
kdN\aroy Oéapa waow Tois "ENApge Tofs  Athen. v. 23, p. 196 4; cf. Kuhn, Die
wapemdipos (se. at Rome), called a  stidiische w. biirgerliche Verfassung
fow lines lower ol wapemidnpuolvres;  des Rim. Reichs 1. pp. 6 1.
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IIL

THE PROVINCES OF ASiA MINOR INCLUDED IN
ST PETER'S ADDRESS.

TuE dispersed Christians to whom St Peter wrote his Epistle
were sojourners in certain specitied regions of the land now
called Asia Minor. These regions are designated as ¢ Pontus,
Galatia, Cappadocia, Asia, and Bithynia.” The list of names

deserves careful study, both as to its contents and as to its order.

Each of the names in the list admits of different interpretations,
according to variations of political or other usage and to successive
changes of geographical limits. But the five names coincide pre-
cisely with the five names that make up the titles of the four'
provinces of the Roman empire into which Asia Minor, the
southern littoral eventually excepted *, was divided in and after the
reign of Tiberius®; and it would need strong positive evidence to
refute the consequent presumption that the territory denoted by
the list in the Epistle was the territory of these four Roman
provinces. This presumption is strengthened by the change from
compactness to inexplicable dispersion which takes place when the
names in the list are interpreted by their national or popular
instead of their Roman sense. No stress indeed can be laid on the
absence of the names Mysta, Caria, and Lydia, the three regions
which made up the Roman province of Asia according to its
original constitution of B.C. 129*: the. Acts of the Apostles, which

1 Bithynia and Pontus formed one province on the death of Archelaus

province: see below, pp. 169, 172. in a.p. 17; the other three provinces
? On this exception see below, pp.  were older than the Empire.
162 ff. ¢ See Marquardt, Romisches Staats-

3 Cappadocia became & Roman verwaltumg i. p. 334 (ed.z).
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habitually uses the national names in Asia Minor, twelve times
designates this long established provinee by its Roman name 4sia’,
though it also speaks of Mysia® in a single passage where it was
But this

explanation will not account for the absence of Paphlagonia®

necessary to distinguish the northern part of Asia.

between Bithynia and Pontus, the very district which was more
likely to contain Christian converts than any other on the northern
coast®, or of Phrygia® between Galatia and Asia, or of Lycaonia® and
Pisidia’ between Cappadocia and partly Phrygia, partly Asia, these
three regions being known scenes of St Paul’s missionary activity.
The three southern regions of Asia Minor, Cilicia, Pamphylia,
and Lycia, require separate consideration. The true or eastern
Cilicia, Cilicia Campestris, St Paul’s native land, has a somewhat
In the

distribution of provinces made B.c. 27° Cilicia fell to the emperor.

obscure history after the close of the civil war in B.c. 29.

Cyprus is supposed® to have been then, as formerly, combined with

1 Compare Lightfoot, Galatians p.
1g, 1, 6.

% xvi, 71. See also Joseph., B. J.
i, 21,115 iv. 10.6; 11, 23 Vil 4. 35 5. 3.

3 Named by Josephus, 4. J. xvi. 2. 2
(in Herod’s time).

4 See below, pp. 176 if.

5 Three districts of Phrygia must
for this purpose be distinguished.
The south-western portion, the Ciby-
ratic <“diocese”, annexed since B.c. 49
to the province of Asia, included
Colossae, Laodicea (Col. ii. 1; iv. 13,
15f.), and Hierapolis' (Col. iv. 13).
The next district, Phrygia Major,
annexed to the province of Asia at
the same time, probably contained
some of the ¢ disciples’” spoken of in
Acts xviii. 23 (cf. xzvi. 6).
Paroreios, which belonged to the pro-
vince of Galatia from its first con-
stitution in B.c. 25, included at least
the ¢‘Pisidian’ Antioch (mentioned
Acts xiii. 143 xiv. 21; see note 7),
and probably other places visited by

Phrygia

St Paul on one or both of the journeys
briefly noticed in Acts xvi. 6; xviii.
23. Some would add the ¢ Galatians”
to whom St Paul wrote : but Lightfoot
(Colossians, pp. 23~28; Galatians, pp.
18~22) has fully proved that they were
true Galatians, not Phrygian, Pisidian,
or Liyeaonian inhabitauts of the Roman
provinee called Galatia. Phrygia is
named by Josephus, B. J. iv. 11. 1.

% Acts xiil, sr—xiv. 21; xvi. 2-§
(Iconium, Lystra, Derbe).

7 In Acts xili. 14 els "Avmibyeiay
rip Iliwridlav (the right reading) the
adjectival form (found salso in some
MSS. of Aelian De Nat. dnimal. xvi.
7) was probably a simplification of
the form used by Strabo (xii. 6. 4,
p. 569 ; xii. 8. 14, p. 577; and probably
xii. 3. 31, P- 557), "Arribyeta i mpds [T4]
Ilirdig : contrast Iépype Ths Ilau-
¢uMas in the preceding verse.

8 Dion Cass, liii. ra.

9 Kuhn ii. p. 17g; Marquardt pp.
3861, 300f.
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it, and to have so remained for five years, after which the island is
known to have been transferred to the Senate!: but the other
regions formerly combined with Cilicia Campestris were at this
time otherwise assigned. How the little district thus left was
administered between b.c. 22 and some time in Hadrian’s reign
(o.D. 117-138), is as yet but imperfectly known. For at least a
considerable part of this period it was governed by the imperial
legate of Syria, as was undoubtedly the case in B.C. 3—2, A.D. 17-21,
36, 52, and 72 1In A.p. 74 Cilicia Campestris was reunited by
Vespasian to the various mountainous districts of Cilicia (see below,
p. 160), which had been detached from it in Augustus’s reign or yet
earlier and Cilicia as a whole was apparently formed into a separate

province®: under Hadrian and his successors* this was certainly its

condition.

1 Dion Cass. liv. 4.

? The evidence, best exhibited by
Marquardié p. 387 (see also Zumpt,
Commeni. Epigraph. ii. pp. 97 1., 143;
Kuhn ii, pp. 144, 151, 179; Mommsen,
Res Gestae Divi Augusti p. 172 f.;
Rsm. Gesch. v. p. 2971, consists of
the expedition of the legate Quirinius
against the Homonadenses in Cilicia
Trachea (Tac. Ann. iii. 48 ; Strabo xii.
6. 5, p. 569), for the first date; various
indications that Piso, another legate
of Syria, administered Cilicia (Tac.
Ann. ii. 78, 8o}, for the second; wars
waged by the legate of Syria against
the Clitae, a Cilician tribe (Tac. Ann.
vi. 41; xil. 55), for the third and fourth ;
and an exercise of authority by Caesen-
nius Paetus, the legate of Syria (Jos.
B. J. vii. 7. 1-3), for the last date.
The only evidence for a different
arrangement is the oase of Cossu-
tianus Capito in a.p. 57, accused by
the Cilicians of maladministration ‘“in
the provinee” (Tao. Ann. xiii. 33; xvi.
21; ef. Juv, viii. g3), the nature of his
office not being however recorded:
Marquardt suggests a possibility that

Cilicia had a governor of its own in
AD. 57, though previously and sub-
sequently united to Syria. A story in
Philostratus (V. Apoll. i. 1) likewise
suggests that Cilicia may bhave had in
some sense a ruler of its own in a.p.
17; but Marquardt points out that, if
80, he was probably only a procurator,
certainly not an imperial legate.

3 Bee Marquardt pp. 384 f.; and
especially Kuhnii.p.152f. Theyearis
fized by the era of Flaviopolis (Eckhel,
D.N.V. iii. p, 56, cited by them).

4 For the varied evidence see Mar-
guardt p. 388. Marguardt himself (p.
387 n. 10), relinquishing a former
opinion of his own, held in his last edi-
tion that Cilicia cannot have been inde-
pendent before Trajan’s or Hadrian’s
reign, because an inscription set up
under Domitian or Trajan (CIG 5806;
better as re-edited by Henzen in the
Roman Bull. dell’ Instit., 1877, p. r10)
refers 10 games celebrated at Antioch
by *Syria, Cilicia, Phoenice’ in com-
mon. But Mommsen (Res Gestae D.
Aug. p. 173 n.) argues that this is
unsafe evidence, as joint games estab-
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Cilicia Tfa.chea, the wild home of the pirates who gave Rome so
much trouble, was under the early emperors assigned to one or
other of the “client” kings whom it was at that time found
convenient to uphold near the eastern frontier of the empire.
Throughout Nero’s reign, and till 74, it belonged to Antiochus of
Commagene®. TUnited in 74 to Cilicia Campestris, it shared the
fortunes of the more civilised district till the time of Diocletian.
Two similar wild but smaller distriets within the limits of eastern
Cilicia had a similar history. Mount Amanus was apparently
committed to the king of Commagene at the same time as Cilicia
Olbe,
entrusted in like manner to the king of Pontus from a yet earlier
time, made the fourth constituent part of the reunited province

Trachea, and was included in Vespasian’s settlement of 74.

in the same year®. _

It follows that till at least the year 74, with the possible
exception of a short interval about 57, no part of Cilicia, so far as
we know, belonged in the apostolic age to any Roman province but
Syria® such districts as were not subject to the legate of Syria
having been outside the empire; and that after 74, or possibly
a later date, the whole of Cilicia was an independent Roman
province. The political connexion of Cilicia with Syria under the
early emperors gives special force to the association of the two
names in the Epistle to the Galatians and in the Acts® “Then I

lished at the time of union might con- '
tinue to be celebrated after separation

had taken place.

1 See Kuhn ii. p. r52f.; Marquardt
p- 386.

? See Kuhn Le. ; Marquardt p. 385 f.

8 No inference on this point can
safely be drawn from the terms of
the question asked by Felix about 8t
Paul (Acts xxiii. 34), émepwrioas éx
wolas émrapxelas éoriv kal wubbuevos Gre
dmd Kduxlas. Even if it were necessary
to take émapyele here as a “‘province”
in the strictest sense, there is no
reason why the answer should mnot
have been more preecise than the

question : if the informant knew St
Paul to be from Cilicia, it would have
been pedantic for him to name ** Syria.”
But érapxela (-ia), when not employed
technically to represent praefectura,
appears in popular usage %o have
considerable latitude of application,
Thus in xxv. 1 it stands for Festus’s
procuratorship; just as Josephus gives
the title Erapyxos to Festus and at
least two other procurators of Judea
(4.J.xix, 9. 2; xx. 8. 11; B.J. vi. 5. 3),
though habitually he uses the correct
terms, éwirpomos, émirpors), émrpometw
(see Krebs, Obs. in N.T. ¢ Jos. p. 257 1.).

4 Gal.i, 21, &recra GA0op els Té kM ipara
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The
circumstantial account in Acts ix. 3o; xi. 25 renders it morally
certain that St Paul went straight to Tarsus. But this visit to

Cilicia, whatever may have been its length, and howscever it may

came,” says St Paul, “into the regions of Syria and Cilicia ..”

have been interrupted, was followed by a year of important work at
Antioch (xi. 25 £), the primary capital of the whole province of
Syria, including both Cilicia and (till after a.p. 66} Judea.
St Paul therefore, describing in a summary manner the regions
in which he had spent a considerable time, at a distance from
Jerusalem and the earlier apostles, naturally places first the central
portion of the province, and then the less important district of
it to which he himself belonged by birth, and in which he
had apparently laboured independently until he was invited to
Antioch. So again, when the infant church of Antioch deputed
Paul and Barnabas to visit Jerusalem on account of the question
which had arisen about circumecision, the answer of the church
of Jerusalem is addressed “to the brethren in Antioch and Syria
and Cilicia®” that is, to the capital and to the two northern
districts of the province which looked to it as their capital. Once
more, after the separation from Barnabas, St Paul with Silas * goes
through Syria and Cilicia, confirming the churches®”; and the

Tis Svplas kal[r5s] Kchixias. The second
Tis i8 omitted by &* and at least three

about,” as in Plat. Menex. 242 E] 1d
xar’ alrdv kAluara...dexalelofac; Vil

cursives {1y, 47, 120), two of them
good, as also by Chrysostom once
(quoting a second time he retains
T#s) ; and it may perhaps be spurious.
If so, the two names become drawn
still closer together.

1 The phrase & xMpara i8 assuredly
meant to have a comprehensive sense,
as also in the other places where
St Paul uses it, Rom. xv. 23 (& rois
xMpace TodTois, probably Achaia and
Macedonia: cf. ». 26) and 2 Cor. zi.
10 {00...¢8p Tols KMpase THs Ayalas="*in
no region of Achaia™: cf. i, 1 év 8Ap
79 "Axalg): it seems with St Paul to
replace 7& uépy. So also Eus. H. E,
vi. 27, ws Toré pdv alrdv duepl [“all

H.

32. 28, 7ols xard Ilahawrivmy xhipas:
dedidpdoxorTa.

2 Acts xv. 23, Tols kard Thy "Arrib
xetay kol Zvplay xai Koy ddehgols.
The colligative force of the single
initial article is the more {0 be recog-
nised because "Avribxea hag no article
in the twelve other places in which it
occurs in the Acts.

3 Actsxv. 41, duipxero 8¢ v Suplav xai
[r3w] Kihextav émwsrypifwy Tis éexhpoias.
Again there is doubt about the second
r#v, which i3 omitied by NACE, as
well as the inferior MSS., though sup-
ported by BD and 36, a good eur-
sive.

I1
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manner in which this portion of the journey is spoken of ' suggests
that the two districts had some closer bond of association than the
accident that both had to be traversed before Lycaonia could be
reached from Antioch by land.

Two cther small maritime districts remain to be accounted for,
Pamphylia and Lycia. In a.D. 43 the Lycians, hitherto allowed to
remain independent, were brought into subjection by Claudius and
joined to Pamphylia®. Whether Pamphylia, or rather the part of it
retained by the Romans® had hitherto since B.c. 36 been in-
dependently governed?, or appended to a more important province,
which would probably be Syria® is immaterial for our purpose.
Now at all events a province was formed called Lyeia, including
both Lycia proper and the whole of Pamphylia. The names of two
legates of “Lycia ™ are recorded®, the first for about the years a.D.
54—356, and the other apparently for the immediately following
years. The new arrangement cannot however have lasted long, for
we find Galba (o.D. 68) entrusting the government of Galatia and

Pamphylia to the same legate’.

1 The statement quoted in the last
note is immediately followed by xards-
Toey 8¢ Kal els AépBny xal els Avorpar.
As xarartdw elsewhere in the Aects
(eight times) alwayg retains its proper
sense, ‘‘arrive,” ‘“attain,” it can
hardly be devoid of a similar force
here. Taken in conjunction with xal
(which cannot naturally here mean
“both ™}, it marks the entrance into a
distinetly different region from that
which was formed by Syria and
Cilicia together.

2 Dion Cassius 1x. 17, &dovAdears
76 xal & Tov Ths Hapgvilas vouor doé-
ypaipev. Cf Suet. Claud. 25. InDion’s
peculiar use vbuos is, I think, shown
by the aceompanying language (xxxvi.
33; xlii. 455 li. 22; lii. 26; and here)
to be not so much a territorial as a
political term, meaning ** jurisdiction™
(distinctive law), and so practically
‘‘commmunity” ; it has probably nothing

This arrangement was probably

to do with the nomes (usually accented
vouol) of Egypt or Persia.

8 Certain portions had been made
over to Amyntas of Galatia in B.0. 64
(Dion Cass. xlix. 32): inB.0.25Augustus
restored them to the ** jurisdiction” to
which they properly belonged (id. liid.
26, T L8l véuy dmedbon).

4 Mommsen, Rim. Gesch. v. pp. 298,
3og; of. Res Gestae D. Aug. p. 165
n. 1.

§ Kuhn ii. pp. 151, 179; Marquardt
PP- 375 1. §, 417 B. 4. The evidence
is as'yet indecisive.

8 Eprius Marcellus, accused of op-
pression by the Lycians at Rome a.p.
57 (Tac. Ann. xiii. 33), and Licinius
Mueianus, on the date of whose Ly-
cian legateship see Borgbesi, (Buvres
iv. 349 f. See also Zompt, Com.
Epigr. ii. pp. 147#.; Marquardt p.
375.

7 Tac. Hist. ii. ¢, “Galatiam ac
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due to an unrecorded restoration of Lycia proper to independence,
and the smallness of the remaining territory of the province. Lycia
again became Roman under Vespasian', who once more combined
the two districts into a province under the name ZLycia [¢f] Pam-
phylia. This settlement remained unchanged for some sixty years;
and, as regards the territorial arrangement, till the time of
Diccletian.

It follows that at the beginning of Nero's reign the two
districts together formed a Roman province entitled Lyeia ; that in
the latter years of his reign either the same arrangement continued,
or Pamphylia was governed with Galatia and Lycia was independent
of Roman rule; and that in and after Domitian’s reign the two

districts again constituted a Roman province, but under a title

which ineluded both names®.

This sketch will supply materials for considering the question

how to interpret the absence of the three southern names, Cilicia,

Pamphylia, Lycia, from the list in the Epistle.

Pamphyliam provincias Calpurnio
Asprenati regendas Galba permiserat,”
Unfortunately the language used does
not decide whether this arrangement
was introduced by Galba or adopted
from Nero.

1 Tt occurs in & list of regions which
Vespasian *libertate adempta...in pro-
vinciarum formam redegit” ({Suet.
Vesp. 8). The previous independence
of Liyeia here implied is confirmed by
Pamphyliam in the quotation in the
last note: Lycia had given its name
to the province when it ineluded both
regions. The precige date is unknown.
The date for Cilicia Trachea, one of the
regions in the list, is 4.p. 74 (see ahove,
p. 150 1. 3): but Clinton, F. R.1i. p. 62,
points out the precariousness of assum-
ing that all the regions named by
Suetonius became Roman in the same
year. Schoene’s iext of Jerome’s
Chronicle likewise places at 4.p. 74 8
sentence founded om the words of

During the whole

Suetonius: but one of his MSS. places
it at 73, the first year of the second
Olympiad of the reign, and two others
(i. App. L. col. 153) at the head of the
Olympiad itself, which may well re-
present Jerome’s intention; for it may
be doubted whether he found a year
recorded, and the first Olympiad of
the reign was already overfull. Mar-
quardt (p. 376} does not notice the
variations of Jerome’s text.

2 The three dates here referred to
have been chosen as approximations
to the only times to which the com-
position of the Epistle has been
assigned on any tangible grounds:
they severally represent the views that
the author was St Peter writing before
St Paul (so Weiss), that the author
was St Peter writing after St Paul,
and that the author was an unknown
Christian writing during Domitian’s
persecution or not very long after it.

II—2
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of St Peter’s later life, a short time about 4.p. 57 possibly excepted,
Cilicia belonged to Syria, and would not naturally be associated in
On

the hypothesis of a later origin for the Epistle this reason for the

men’s minds with the provinces to the north and north-west.

absence of Cilicia from the list is less decisive, but still sufficient :
the association with Syria would doubtless more or less continue 2,
The omission of Lycia proper is in any case unimportant, for there
is no evidence that it contained Christian converts till a much later
time®. In Pamphylia on the other hand, a yet smaller region, St
Paul and St Barnabas unquestionably preached. On their way
from Cyprus to the Pisidian Antioch and Lycacnia, on their ¢ first ”
missionary journey, they crossed Pamphylia, making a halt at
Perge®; and on their return they lingered there again, Perge being
If the

Epistle was written in the latter years of Nero’s reign, and if the

specially named as a place where they “spake the word”*.

arrangement by which Lycia was set free from Roman rule and
Pamphylia placed under the same government as Galatia had al-
ready come into force, no further reason for their absence from the
list need be sought: the list we have seen to be a list of Roman
Pprovinces, and nothing would be more natural than that Pamphylia
should be thought of as an insignificant margin of Pisidia, if the
authority of the legate of Galatia extended over both. If on the
other hand this arrangement was first introduced by Galba, or if
the Epistle belongs to either the first or the third of the times here

1 The same of course may be said
as to the short possible interruption
of the earlier political subordination
to Syria.

2 Patara(xxi. 1) and Myrrha (xxvii. 5 ;
also a Western interpolation in xxi. 1),
are named in the Acts only as ports
for changing ship. Theletterin 1 Mace.
xv. 23 sufficiently attests the residence
of Jews in Liycia either (if it be genuine)
about the middle of the second cen-
tury B.c. or (if it be spurious) about
half a century later. There is appa-
rently no other trace of their presence
there. Its trade was unimportant

(Bliirnner, Die gewerbliche Thétigkeit
der Volker des klassischen Alterthums
- 34).

3 Aects xiii. 131,

4 Acts xiv. 24f., SieNfbrres Thy ILi-
oiblar hOar els Tiv IapdvMar, kal
Aakdoartes év Ilépyn 100 Nbyov xaré-
Byoar k.7.\., not Sceh@bvres Tiw Iigudlay
xai iy Hapguriar.. karéBpoar. Attalia
is also named, but only as the port
from which they embarked for Syria.
Pamphylia occurs as a resort of Jews
in the letter in 1 Mace. xv, 23 (see
above, n. 2} and in Philo, Leg. ad
Gai. 36: see also Acts ii. ro.
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taken into account’, the exclusion of at least Pamphylia from the
list needs to be explained.

A simple and adequate explanation is easily found. The country
which we call “Asia Minor?” had for the ancients a much less
To a

scientific geographer, describing the configuration of land in the

distinet individuality than it now conventionally enjoys.

midst of water, it was simply a great ¢ chersonese” or peninsula
without a name®; and from this point of view the Gulf of Issus
was almost of necessity the starting point of the ¢isthmus” which
divided it from the countries to the east®; so that even Cilicia
would be included.

natural features of greater practical moment.

In common usage however regard was had to
Herodotus speaks
In the days
of the Greek kingdoms and under the early Roman empire we find

merely of “those who dwelt within the river Halys®”

1 See above, p. 163 n. 2.

2 It is well known that the name
does not occur before Orosius (Hist. i.
2. 26) AD. 417, “Asia regio vel, ut
proprie dicam, Asia minor.” Perhaps
it was suggested by Ptolemy’s 7 peyd\y
*Acla (arg. praef. libris v. vi), which
meant the continent as distinguished
from the single Roman province (7 é3{ws
kaNovuéry *Adia, v. 2. 1). Orosius’s dsia
minor excludes Cappadocia, as does
also Strabo’s ‘‘chersonese™ (xii. 1. 3,
P. 534), the eastern limit of which was
fixed by the *‘isthmus” (see n. 3). It
i8 worth notice that Strabo once speaks
of the whole “chersonese” within
the isthmus as called dsia (ii. 5. 24, p-
126, kai 8% xal xa\ofuer "Aglav TavTyy
idlws xal Spwrdpws 77 6\y). Another
name, Lower Asia, oceurs in Appian
(De Bell. Civ. ii. 89, kal Sra dM\a
#0v Thy peydAgy xeppbvyaor oikobot, kal
xahobow alre évi érbuar. 'Agtar Tiv
xdrw); the enumeration of these nations
inhabiting ‘‘the great chersonese” in
his Preface (¢. 2) includes the Pam-
phylians and the Lycians, but neither
the Cilicians (Zvpwr é&xbuevar, just
above) nor the Cappadocians (répos

'Apperiwy, also just above).

3 Strabo ii. 5. 24, p. 126; xi. 1. 7,
D. 492 (9w xeppbmoov...dy woel ©
Selprywy lobuds v Te IHovrikip xal iy
Kixlar 8dhagoar); xil. 1. 3, P. 5343
xiv, 3. 1, P. 664; besides occasional
allusions. For Appian see above, n. 2.

4 Strabo often speaks of this
“isthmus,” apparently after Erato-
sthenes and Hipparchus, observing
that some placed its northern extre-
mity at Sinope, others more correctly
at Amisus ; see especially, besides the
passages just cited; ii. 1. 3, p. 68; 5,
p. 69; 10, P. 70; XL 11. ¥, P. 5I9; XiV:
5. 24, D- 678 ; also Ps.-Seymnus, Perie-
gesis g22-932. It so happens that
Issus and Amisus, approximately the
nearest point of the Euxzine coast,
hardly differ in longitude. Herodotus
(iv. 38), to whom Asia Minor was not a
“chersonese” with an isthmus but an
dxrs, with equal fitness makes his gers
begin at Phasis, that is, not much less
to the E. of Amisus than Amisus is
to the E. of the Bosporus.

5 i. 28. Strabo (xii. 1. 3, p. 534)
cites Herodotus for this term, and
occasionally uses it himself.
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in use the descriptive designation * Asia within the Taurus',” sug-
gested by the great mountain barrier on the south-east. Any more
or less level tracts that might occur between Taurus and the sea,
together with the southern slopes and spurs of the mountain range
itself, would thus be reckoned as part of * Asia without the Taurus,”
that is, of the southern Asia to which Syria and Arabia belonged®.
Accordingly Strabo always speaks of Pamphylia as well as of Cilicia

an

as “without the Taurus®” About Lycia his language wavers:

at first he more or less distinctly places it * within the Taurus*”;

! Strabo ii. 5. 31, . 129, 70 uév wpos
Tds dpkrovs veveukds ThHs fmwelpov pépos
xalobaw ol "BEN\yves évrds Tor Tadpov, Td
0 wpds peonPplay éxrds ; Xii. 1. 3, P. 534,
o 8¢ viv {contrast Herodotus] riw évrds
Toi Tatpov xakobow ’Aciay, duwripws 7§
Ay fmelpy Tadry Aclay mpooayopesov-
res: of. xi. 1. 2, p. 490; I2. I, P. 520.
This designation oecurs first, I believe,
in Polybius (iii. 3. 4 f.; iv. 2, 6; 48.3. 7,
1off.; xxi. 11, 8; xxii. 7. 7}, and nearly
always in the form [4#] émi rdée 7ob
Taipov (7 "Agia being prefixed only
In xxi. 14. 3), and therefore in Livy
(xxxVii. 35. 10; 45. 14; §5. 53 XXXViil.
8. 8 [Polybius defective]; 38. 4 [ditto])
the form is eis Taurum montem (with
or without 4sia). So also Appian, De
Rebus Syr. 29, 38, and Dion Cass. Ixxi.
23 (rd évrds Tof Tadpov) for the reign of
M. Aurelius, Sometimes the Halys
reappears with the Taurus as forming
the boundary: so Strabo vi. 4. 2, p.
287 (t%s "Acias of évrds “Alvos kal 7o
Tadpov); XVii.3. 25, p. 840; Appian, De
Bello Mith. 6z (éteNdoavres & adrby
[Antiochus], xal 7é» "AXvw rai Taipor
abr Qépevor THs dpxis dpow, Sylla being
the speaker).

2 The evidence given above sufii-
ciently attests the importance which
general usage assigned to the Taurus
as a boundary. In the scientific geo-
graphy of the Greeks the Taurus holds
a still more imposing place, forming
the central and dominant portion of

the physical line which was supposed
to divide the habitable world from E.
to W. (Straboii. 1. 1,p. 683 31,D- 84;
33, P- 86; 5- 14, P. 118; 5. 31, P. 129;
xi. 1. 2, p. 490} 12. 1 ff., p. 5201f.: of.
Diod. Sie, xviii. 5; PlinyH.N. v. §g71l.)
This peculiar function of the Taurus
appears to have been taught under
one form or another by Dicaearchus
(Agathemerus i. 5, in C. Miiller, Geog.
Graeci Minores ii. p. 472), Eratos-
thenes, and Hipparchus, as well as
Strabo. See Bunbury, Hist. of Ancient
Geography 1. pp. G627 ff., 641; ii. pp.
4, 2761.; who (i. p. 629) happily calls
the Taurus the ‘‘fundamental parallel
of latitude” for Eratosthenes.

3 i. 5. 32, P. 130, xai Ztpot k! Kilekes
of e EXhot kal ol Tpaxewdrar heybievor,
Tekevrator 8¢ [Bo. T&Y éxrds Tob Talpov]
Mduguoe: cf. § 31, p. 129; Xi. 8. 1, p.
510 ete. So also Diod. Sic, xviii. 6, éx
3¢ Garépov uépous [8c. on the 8. of the
Tauorus]...Zvpla % drw xalovpéry xal
al cuvexels TavTy mapafaddrrior Kiexla
xa! Maggviia kal % kofAn Zvpla xaf’
B Powlky wepielyrrar, Polybius xxii.
27. 11 {misread or misunderstood by
Livy xxxviil. 39. 1) mentions a dis-
pute between Eumenes and ambassa-
dors of Antiochus whether Pamphylia
was on this or that side of the Taurus.

4 il 3. 31, p. 129: of. xi. 8. 1, p. 510.
8o also Polyb. xxii. 7, 7 (=Livy xxxvii.
55- 5); Diod. Sie. xviii. 5 (% bt
xal TadTys éxouérn Avxla).
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afterwards! he describes “the littoral without the Taurus” as
“occupied by Lycians and Pamphylians and Cilicians”; and again?,
on finally leaving Europe and Asia Minor, he identifies * the remain-
ing countries of Asia” with “the countries without the Taurus
except Cilicia and Pamphylia and Lyecia”: but the inconsistency is
explained by intervening remarks® to the effect that the range of
Taurus does in fact extend westward, though at a lower elevation
and with much complexity of form, even to the promontory opposite
Rhodes ; and that a mountain ridge of Taurus shuts off the whole
of Lycia from the district to the north. It would accordingly be
only natural that, when Lycia and Pamphylia were united as one
province, the entire province should be regarded as “without the
Taurus.” Hence the provincial names in the list in the Epistle
make a complete whole ; and the addition of Cilicia, Pamphylia, or
probably even Lycia, except in case of temporary political connexion
with a province north of the Taurus, would have been as likely to
introduce an incongruity as to give greater completeness. The list
as it stands may to all appearance be truly said to include the
whole of Roman Asia Minor, if we may apply the later name to
the corresponding but not identical territory marked out by the

limits best known to the first or second century.

The order of names in the list has long attracted attention,
being supposed by many to supply an argument in faveur of
Babylon as against Rome, as the place where the Epistle was
written. Starting from the fact that Rome is in the west, Babylon
in the east, it is easy to elicit evidence from the order of names,
provided that no account is taken of any other geographical fact
relating to the two cities. The first name is that of Pontus, which
lies to the east, and the last names are those of Asia and Bithynia,
the westernmost of all the regions named. This collocation, so far
as it has force at all, is obviously adverse to the claims of Rome.
But similar geographical considerations are no less adverse to the

1xiv. 1. 1, p. 632: ef. 3. 1, p. 664. 3. 8, p. 666: cf. i. 2. 10, p. 21 (ri dxpa

2 xv. 1, 1, p. 683. ro Tadpov T4 wepl Thy Avklav).
3 xi. 12. 2, p. 520; Xiv. 2. 1, P. 681 ;
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claims of Babylon. Babylon lies to the south as well as to the east
of Asia Minor, and the northernmost region of Asia Minor is
Pontus. The next two names in the list add to the incongruity :
the order Pontus, Galatia, Cappadocia is an exact inversion of the
order which would present itself to a writer looking mentally
towards Asia Minor from Babylonl. The appeal to geography
therefore in this elementary form, that is, the appeal to mere
position on the map, condemns Rome and Babylon alike: in other
words, the arrangement of the list must be either accidental or
dependent on some different principle.

An absolutely fortuitous collocation, such as would be produced
by shaking up the names in a bag and drawing them out at random,
may be dismissed at once as impossible: in the absence of a
principle consciously followed, the arrangement would obey un-
conscious promptings of association, and in such a matter association
itself would be mainly the product of antecedent arrangements of
some intelligible kind. Now it is at once obvious that a writer not
following an order determined by some special intention would be in
the highest degree unlikely to set down the province of Asia where
‘Whether from an

external or a purely Christian point of view, Asia would under such

it stands in the Epistle, neither first nor last.

conditions assuredly demand a more dignified place, alike in its own
name and in that of Ephesus. A second difficulty arising out of
the position of Pontus and of Bithynia in the list will come before
us presently in another shape, There is therefore a presumption
that the very peculiar order of the list must have been dictated by
some definite motive or occasion.

What this occasion must have been, as regards its essential
point, has been divined by Ewald®. For some reason or other the

1 8o far as Cappadocia is concerned, 2 f.
this remark needs no comment. The

¢ Wahrscheinlich ging, nach der
1, 1 gewiihlten reihenfolge der 5 linder

interposition of Galatia is less obvious;
but it holds good for the first century,
and indeed to a certain extent for the
second century, as will be seen pre-
sently.

3 Sieben Sendschreiben des N.B. pp.

zu urtheilen, die nichste schiffsge.
legenheit mit welcher dies schreiben
befordert werden sollte, an eine hafen-
stadt in Pontos: von dort sollte es
dann weiter verbreitet werden, und so
schliesst sich r, 1 an Pontos richtig
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Epistle itself was to enter Asia Minor by a seaport of Pontus, and
thence to make a circuit till it reached the neighbourhood of the
Euxine once more. Nor can there be much doubt what the reason
Silvanus, “the faithful brother,” “through whom” the Epistle
was written', was charged, we may naturally infer, with the duty
‘We cannot tell why he

For all we know it may have been his

was.

of conveying it to its several destinations.
proposed to land in Pontus.
native land, or he may on other private grounds have had occasion
to go there, for his own affairs or those of others. Such an imme-
diate cause of his voyage would be quite compatible with his under-
taking a long subsequent journey to visit the principal congregations
of Asia Minor, for the sake of placing in their hands the circular
epistle from St Peter, and of cheering them under their trials by
his own presence as a representative of the apostle.

This explanation of the order of the list is remarkably confirmed
by a circumstance which has strangely escaped attention. Pontus
and Bithynia stand at opposite ends of the list, although they
together formed but a single province, the title of which combined
both names; and a separation of the two names in an enumeration
of provinces would have been highly improbable, unless it were

actually prescribed by some adequate external cause®; while an

nach siidwest Galatia, doch dann holt
die reihe Kappadokien im osten und
Asia im westen nach, um wieder mit
dem nordlichen kiistenlande Bithynia
westlich von Pontos zu schliessen.”
Footnote ; “wiredagegen das schreiben
nach der ganz grundlosen meinung
neuerer von dem wirklichen Babel im
tiefen siidosten in bewegung gesetzt,
go miisste die reihenfolge der 1, 1
genannten 3 linder eine ganz andere
seyn, mit Kappadokien anheben u.s.w.”
As Ewald (pp. 3, 73) refused to gee in
v. 12 any evidence that Silvanus was a
personal envoy and the bearer of the
Epistle, he naturally had recourse to
the vague suggestion that a ship going
to Pontus happened to afford the
earliest opportunity for transmigsion.

This suggestion fails to explain how
the Epistle, after being landed, was to
be made to travel round by a virtually
indicated route till it came back to a
region adjoining the region from which
it started.

1 ¢ Pet. v. 12.

2 The only instance of such a sepa-
ration which I have been able to find
is apparently due to a stonecutter’s
negligence. An inscription at Ancyra
(CIL iii. 249=Wilmanns rzgo=Le
Bas-Waddington 1794) to one L. Didius
Marinus describes him inter alia as
PROC « FAM « GLAD +» PER ¢ ASIAM » BITHYN «
GALAT + CAPPADOC » LYCIAM « PAMPHYL «
CILIC + CYPRVM » PONTVM » PA¥LAG. The
regions over which the proeuratorship
of the imperial school of gladiators -
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associated journey beginning with the one region and ending with
the other would exactly fulfil this condition. '

What then was the port by which Silvanus was to enter Asia
Minor with the Epistle? In order to answer this question we
must trace the chief variations of territorial arrangement in the
regions bordering on the Euxine to the east of Bithynia during the
time with which we are concerned. This is the more necessary,
because the “Pontus” of the early Empire, as it appears in most
books and maps, is a pure anachronism.

The Bithynian kingdom became & Roman province in B.C. 75 or
74 by bequest of Nicomedes III. This province received a small
but important augmentation by conquest in B.c. 65, when the retreat
of Mithradates left the greater part of the kingdom of Pontusin the
hands of Pompey and his army. It was thought prudent to make
over the regions east of the Halys, and also the inland part of
Paphlagonia, to various friendly local chieftains. But the maritime
part of Paphlagenia was annexed to the Roman dominions, and
under the name Pontus was added as a second department to the
recently formed province of Bithynia. In the designations of
Roman provinces it is always to this Paphlagonian littoral, slightly
lengthened to the east, or else to a part of it, that the name Pontus
exclusively belongs.

Other portions of the old kingdom of Ponfus did indeed even-
tually carry the name incorporated in their designations: but these
were not provincial designations, and the districts themselves had
nothing to do with the province ““Pontus and Bithynia.” The first
of these districts consisted of a short piece of seacoast in and about
the delta of the Iris, immediately to the east of the provincial

Pontus, together with a great extent of country in the interior to

extended are in geographical order, so
that Pontus and ‘‘Paphlagonia® (the
adjoining district inland, see p.r71) can
hardly have been intended to stand
after Cyprus at the end, while all the
other names are in natural sequence

« from W, to E, in a northern and a

southern series; they were probably
omitted in their proper place by acci-
dent, and inserted as a postscript
to the list when the stonecutter dis-
covered the omission. The monument
was erected by a financial procurator
BITHYNIAE » PONTI » PAFLAG,
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the south and south-west, with two important inland towns, Amasia
and Comana. In B.c. 7 it was annexed to the Empire under the
name Ponius Galaticus, being joined to the province of Galatia,
not to provincial Pontus: in the same year inland Paphlagonia,
that is the whole tract to the south of provincial Pontus, was
likewise annexed to the Empire and joined to (alatia under the
name Paphlagonia. Meanwhile all the remaining or eastern part
of ancient Pontus was left outside the Empire as a vassal kingdom
under Polemon and his family #ill A.D. 63, when Nero took posses-
sion of it, and made it an additional district of Galatia under the
name Pontus Polemoniacus: its most important towns were Tra-
pezus (Trebisond) on the coast and Neocaesarea in the interior.
The reason why these two districts were joined to Galatia rather
than to Cappadocia, which had been annexed and formed into a
province in A.D. 17, was doubtless that Cappadocia was for military
purposes dependent on the legate of Syria. Frontier troubles
however induced Vespasian in or about A.D. 70 to provide Cappa-
docia with legions of its own, and to place it under a consular
legate instead of a procurator. REither at this time or soon after-
wards it became the custom to entrust to the same legate the
government of both (alatia and Cappadocia; and this practice
lasted, though not without at least one interruption, till about the
end of the century, or perhaps later. Early in the second century
the two provinces were again separated ; and a rearrangement was
made, probably at the same time, by which Pontus Polemoniacus
and Pontus Galaticus were transferred to Cappadocia from Galatia,
which, as will presently appear, received some compensation on the
seacoast to the west.

This sketch will suffice to show the relations of the tract of
country familiarly associated with the name “Pontus” to the
Roman provinces of Asia Minor, at the three principal dates to
which the Epistle has been referred. At the beginning of Nero’s
reign Pontus Galaticus formed part of the province of Galatia;
while the region to the east was not yet Roman soil. In the latter
years of Nero’s reign, from 63 onwards, both regions were alike .
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within the Empire, and alike included in Galatia. At some early
year of the second century, perhaps not later than the third sup-
posed date of the Epistle, they were shifted to Cappadocia, another
province named in the list. Throughout they are treated as ap-
pendages to more important regions. It may be added that they
contain no towns that can be named with the towns of provincial
Pontus as likely places to contain Christian communities even as
late as Trajan’s reign, still less as likely ports for Silvanus to
land at.

‘We must now return to the province ¢“Pontus and Bithynia.”
Its eastern department called *Pontus,” as constituted in B.c. 65,
extended from Heraclea inclusive on the west to the Halys on the
east. A generation later, apparently in B.c. 33, it was lengthened
to the east, or rather south-east, to include the important town of
Amisus. No further change of boundaries, so far as is known, took
place for about a centuryand a half. At some time between Pliny’s
administration in A.D. 111-113 and A.D. 150 or 160, probably in
connexion with the transfer of Pontus Galaticus and Polemoniacus
to Cappadocia, about three quarters of the Paphlagonian littoral,
including such towns as Amisus, Sinope, and Abonoteichus, were
taken from ¢“Pontus” and added to Galatia. The remaining
or western fourth, extending from a point a little eastward of
Amastris to Heraclea, continued to form with Bithynia the province
“Bithynia and Pontus.” This arrangement appears to have
subsisted till late in the fourth century.

Provincial Pontus had an importance altogether disproportionate
to its area. It consisted virtually of a chain of Greek towns along
the coast, the most considerable of which were Heraclea, Amastris,
Abonoteichus, Sinope, and Amisus. Some of them, Sinope above
all, had taken a leading part in the commercial enterprise which
had been vigorously carried on in the Fuxine from very early
times ; and their names are of frequent occurrence in the confused
history of the centuries immediately preceding the Roman oe-
cupation.

After successfully resisting the designs of Mithradates IV. in
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B.C. 220°, Sinope was taken by his son Pharnaces I. in 183% and
thus became a valuable accession to the Pontic kingdom. The next
king, Mithradates V. or Euergetes, was assassinated there about
120°. Apparently he had made Sinope the royal residence*; for
his son, Mithradates V1. or Eupator, the best known of the name,
was born and bred in it, and himself “treated it with special

5

honour, and esteemed it a metropolis of the kingdom®” Amisus,
which stood next to Sinope in importance, received from him a
He adorned it with temples, and built an ad-

ditional royal quarter, named after himself Eupatoria® Heraclea,

similar distinction,

after a long and energetic independence, during which it had more
than once been the ally of Rome’, came into his power by treachery,
apparently in 73°. The two or three following years saw all three
cities besieged and at length taken by the Romans. They all
suffered severely, notwithstanding the efforts of Lucullus to spare
Sinope and Amisus: Heraclea found in Cotta a less merciful
conqueror. But prosperity scon returned. Sinope® doubtless
shared in the benefits of the restorative policy by which Pompey
When Mithradates

died in 63 at Panticapaeum in his Bosporene kingdom and his son

strove to heal the devastations of the war.

Pharnaces sent the body to Pompey, he received it at Amisus and

1 Polyb. iv. 56. See Clinton F. H.
iii. p. 425.

2 8trabo xil. 3. 11, p. 345, compared
with Polyh. xxiv. 10 (=Liv, xl. 2, 6).
See Clinton L.

3 SBtrabo x. 4. 10, P. 477. On the year
see Bunbury in Dict. G. R. Biog. ii.
p. 1096 a; Clinton 7. H. iii. p. 426.

4 If indeed it had mnot already re-
ceived thisdistinetion under Pharnaces.
Thus much is probably implied in the
statement that Mithradates Eupator
was buried ‘“at Sinope in the royal
tombs” (Appian, De Bello Mithr. 113),
though the plural is not quite decisive.

5 Strabo xii. 3. 11 (unrpbwoNiv Te Ths
Bushelas dréhafer). If genuine, imé-
Aafer here ean hardly mean anything
but ““esteemed.” Murena was advised

(in 83) to strike at Sinope as the royal
residence, on the ground that if it were
taken he would easily get possession
of the reat of the kingdom (Memnon
36 in C. Miiller, Fr. Hist. Gr. iii.
P- 544)-

8 Btrabo xii. 3. 14, p. 547 ; Appian,
De Bello Mithr. 78 (Edwaroplar...Bacl-
Aewr fyyefro) ; Cicero, Pro leg. Man, 8,
“8inopen atque Amisum, quibus in
oppidis erant domicilia regis, omnibus
rebus ornata atque referta.”

7 Kuhn ii. p. 140.

8 So Bunbury in Dict. G. R. Biog.
ii, p. 834n. The chronology of this
part of the Mithradatic War is very
confused.

® Btreuber, Sinope (Basel 18535) p.

99-
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gave it a stately funeral at Sinope’.
Pharnaces in the attempt to recover the Pontic kingdom: but his
defeat by Julius Caesar was soon followed by its cession to Rome;
Strabo,

writing under Tiberius in a.p. 18 or 19°% dwells much on the ad-

In 47 Sinope was captured by

and after two years Caesar made it a Roman colony?

vantages which nature and art had conferred upon it, its two
harbours, its dockyards and ‘“marvellous” equipment for the
fisheries, its excellent walls, and its adornment with gymmasium,
agora, and porticoes’. About a century later we find Pliny corre-
sponding with Trajan about supplying it with an aqueduct sixteen
To all appearance it continued wnder the Empire to
Though

much of the commerce with farther Asia which had once fowed

miles long®.
be the greatest emporium for the vast trade of the Euxine.

through Sinope was now diverted into other courses, the ioss must
have been far more than compensated by the increased commercial
needs and activities of the Empire.

Amisus must likewise have been a place of considerable wealth
and importance, if we may judge from some incidents connected
with its long siege by Lucullus about B.c. 3. His soldiers com-
plained at one time that he did not press the siege with greater
vigour, so that they might have the sacking of so ¢ prosperous and
rich a citys” When at last it was taken by stratagem, and the
governor set it on fire before seeking refuge in flight, and the torches
of the Roman plunderers caused fresh conflagrations, Lucullus ex-
claimed with tears that many times that day he had counted Sylla
happy for his success in saving &thens, while he was now himself
condemned by a cruel fate to bear the reputation of a Mummius”,
A city that could thus be named with Athens and Corinth by

! Appian, De Bello Mith. 113 ; Plut. 3 See Bunbury, Hist. of Anc. Geag.

Pomp. 42.

2 Buch legends as Colonia Julia
Feliz oceur on its coins. Compare
an inscription in Hamilton, 4sia Minor
App. no. 52-662. See also Streunber,
Sinope pp. 100-104; Marquardt pp.
11610, 1, 357; Mommsen, Rim, Gesch.
(ed. 7) ii, p. 5535

ii. pp. 272 ff.

4 xii. 3. 1.

® Plin. Epp. T'raj. go (according to
the order of the ed. princeps, as re-
stored by Keil).

& Plut. Luc. 14.

7 Plut. Lue. 19.



THE PROVINCES OF ASIA MINOR. 175

Lucullus must have been of no common dignity. The conqueror
did his best to repair the ravages of his army, restoring most of the
ruined buildings, welcoming back the fugitive inhabitants', inviting
other Greeks to settle in the city, and attaching to it a considerable
territory®. He likewise bestowed on it the privileges of a *free
city®” doubtless regarding this as the most effectual mode of
securing its fidelity to Rome. During the next forty years it
underwent various changes of fortune, succumbing to the rule of
several local potentates®, and twice restored to liberty, by Julius
But the Empire brought

lasting peace, and by Strabo’s time® Amisus had recovered

Caesar® and by Antony® or Augustus’.

prosperity. The reality of the freedom enjoyed by the city is
When
a petition on behalf of its benefit clubs was forwarded by him to

curiously illustrated in the younger Pliny’s correspondence.

Trajan, the emperor acknowledged the binding force of the terms of

alliance, notwithstanding his jealous hostility to associations in

general®.

A third town requiring consideration is Heraclea, in earlier

1 Among the inhabitants taken
prisoners was Tyrannion the gram-
marian, who was honourably treated
(Plut. ib.; Suidas s.».). Another ac-
complished man of letters who was a
native of Amisus was Hypsicrates,
geveral times qumoted by Strabo and
others: his fragments are to be found
in C. Miiller, Fr. Hist. Gr. iii. pp.
493 L.

2 Plut. . ; Appian, De Beilo Mith.
83; Memnon 45.

3 Such seems to be the meaning of
Appian b, (albrévouor fpler iy wéhv) :
he attributes to Lueullus a desire to
imitate Alexander, who was said to
have restored Amisus to liberty and
democracy, apparently on the ground
that it had once received a colony
from Athens. Plutarch ib, refers to
the connexion with Athens, but is
silent on the bestowal of liberty by
Lucullus; 8o is also Memnon ib. {at

least in Photius’s abridgement), who
merely says olxeibrepor éxpiro.

4 See the brief enumeration in
Strabo xii. 3. 14, D. 547.

5 Dion Cass. xlii. 48; Strabo Le.

8 So Marquardt p. 3350 (referring
to Eckhel D. N. V. ii. p. 349) on the
ground that the era of the city proves
its liberation tc bave preceded the
battle of Actium.

7 SBo Kuohn ii. p. 20, following
Strabo’s (l.c.) definite statement, <7
Hhevfepltn wdhiv perd T8 ' AxTiaxd dmwd
Kaloapos Toii Zefagroi.

8 Strabo Le.

¥ Plin. Epp. Traj. 92. Pliny’s letter
begins, *‘ Amisenorum civitas libera et
foederata beneficio indulgentine tuae
legibus suis utitur.” On civitates
Sfoederatae see Euhn ii. pp. 14-33;
Mommsen, Rim. Gesch. (ed. 7)ii. pp.
381 f.
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centuries a place of great importance, ruling over a large tract of
country. Little is known of its condition under the Empire: one

writer however calls it “a very great city'”;

and its harbour?
secured for it a large share in the extensive trade in cured fish
Three other

seaports, lying between Heraclea and Sinope, are specially named

which had sprung up on the shores of the Euxine?

with Heraclea in connexion with this trade?, Tium, Abonoteichus,
and Amastris, the last-named being a handsome and well-built
town® with two harbours®, and ¢ metropolis” of Pontus?.

Any one of these six towns may possibly have been the gate
through which Silvanus was expected to enter Asia Minor : but, if
a choice is to be made, there can be little doubt that Sinope stands
out before the rest.

respects, certainly in commercial activity®.

It was probably the most important in all
Its merchant vessels
carried not only fish and various vegetable products of the rich
slopes bordering on the Euxine, but iron, Sinopic earth, and not
least timber for shipbuilding; and ships were built in its own
docks®.

free intercourse with Rome.

As a Boman colony it would naturally have a specially

Jews from Pontus are included in the enumeration of those
who were present at Jerusalem at the first Christian Pentecost™.
‘With this exception nothing is certainly known of them except
They are the Aquila
of the New Testament, “a Jew, a man of Pontus by birth,” to

as regards two men, bearing the same name.

1 Marcianus, Epit. Peripli 8 (in.C. 3 See Bliimner, Die gewerbliche

Miiller, Geogr. Gr. Min. i. p. s6g). The
date of Marcianus himself is uncertain,
the limits being the second and the
sixth centuries; Menippus, the geo-
grapher, whose work he abridged, wasa
contemporary of Strabo. L. Schmitz
in the Dict. Geogr. i. p. 1049 gathers
that Heraclea under the Empire ““re-
mained a town of mo importance”
becanse the elder Pliny (H. N. vi. § 4)
ealls it an oppidum : but the usage of
Pliny does not bear out the inference.

2 Btrabo xii. 3. 6, p. 542; Arran,
Peripl. P. Euzx. 13.

Thiitigkeit d. Volker d. klass, Alter-
thums p. 42; Marquardt, Privatleben
der Rdmer p. 421.

4 Aelian, De Nat. Animal. xv. 3.

> Plin. Epp. Traj. ¢8.

8 Strabo xii. 3. 10, P. 544.

7 “At least from the time of Trajan”
(Marquardt, Rém. Staatsverwaltung i.
p- 355 L.).

8 See Blimner p. 4Iff.

¢ Polyaenus, Strateg. vii. 21. 2: cf.
Diog. Laert. vi. 20.

10 Aets ii. g.

11 Acts xviii, 2.
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whom we must return presently; and Aquila the translator, a
proselyte who lived in Hadrian’s reign and in some accounts appears
as the emperor’s kinsman, likewise called a man of Pontus, and
by one writer! said to come from Sinope. The presence of Jewish
colonies in this region may also be reasonably inferred from the
manner in which the epistle of Agrippa, as quoted by Philo?,
describes them as sent forth even “to the remote Pamphylia, Cilicia,
the chief parts of Asia as far as Bithynia and as the recesses of
the Pontus.” Although ‘ the Pontus” of the last phrase is doubtless
not a region of land but the Euxine, and its “recesses” must be the
eastern end of the FEuxine, with the Cimmerian Bosporus and
other inlets and bays on its northern side® it is most unlikely that
the intervening seaports would have no Jewish population, even if

1 Epiph, De Mens. et Pond. 14, D.
17op. He likewise (317, p. 172D)
deseribes Theodotion as ‘‘a man of
Poutus, of the succession of Marcion,
the heresiarch of Sinope” who em-
braced Judaism. Irensus (iii. 21, p.
215 ed. Mass.) makes him an Ephesian
proselyte.

2 Leg. ad Gai. 36.

3 This is Friedlinder’s ( Darstellungen
aus der Sittengesch. Roms iii. p. 611)
and Schiirer’s (Gesch. des Jiid. Volkes
ii. p. 499) interpretation of Tdw Tof
Iléwrov pwywr, sufficiently justified by
the Greek inseription (CIG 2114 bb) at
Panticapaeum (Kertch) and the famous
Jewish gravestones of the Crimea.
But indeed the phrase is in itself in-
approprinte to Pontus; and its true
sense can be established from other
passages ; as Strabo i. 2. 1o, p. 21,
Jason’s expedition & 719 prxg 7ol
Ilévrov; 3. 2, D. 47, Awckovpidda 73w
& 79 708 Ilévrow puyg (at the N.E.
corner) ; Dionys. Orb. descr. 688, mip
5¢ puxdr Iléwrroto..Kéhyot vaterdovot
(and his commentator Eustathius re-
peatedly, e.g. 7o 706 Iévrov puxe ot
rov Edfefvov); Val. Max. iv. 6, ext. 3,
quid latebras Pontici sinus scrutor 2 cf.

H.

Memnon 54, 8 &y mholwr Epevyor els
T8 éodrepa Tob Mdwron.

4 On the other hand there is no real
evidence for the supposed identity of
the enigmatic Zaupduy of 1 Mace. xv.
23 with Samsun, the name of a place
14 miles from Amisgus, still represented
by a Turkish castle (Hamilion, dsia
Minor i. pp. 28gff.}. A Samson in this
region is mentioned by Arab writers
of the thirteenth and fourteenth cen-
turies, as cited by J. D. Michaelis. It
may be added that the name appears
twice in Greek (Zappdw, in G. Acro-
polita, p. 14 [Migne P. G. cxl. 997];
Ephraemius, Caesares, De Theodoro
Lascari 7518) in reference fo a some-
what earlier fime, the first years of the
empire of Trebisond, about A.D. 1204—
1214 : with these two exceptions it is
absent from the Byzantine historians,
if the Bonn indices may be trusted.
Finlay however (Hist. of Greece [ed.
1877], iv. pp. 3221£.) deseribes Samsun
ag a fortified emporium built by the
Turks, having commercial relations
with the Greek town of Amisus. Fall-
merayer indeed (Gesch. 4. Kaiserthums
v. Trapezunt p. 57) seems to imply
that it had existed previously to

| ¥
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“ Bithynia” was not meant to include, as often, the whole double
province.

To Pontus probably belongs the most important notice of early
Those of
Pliny’s letters to Trajan which are concerned with the local affairs

Christianity which comes to us from an external source.

of Pontus, as distinguished from Bithynia, stand near together
towards the end of the correspondence!; and among them stands
the letter consulting the emperor about the treatment of the
“many ” Christians ‘“of every age, every rank, and both sexes,” not
in “the towns only but in the villages and the country,” through
whom the temples had come to be “well-nigh deserted,” and *the
sacred rites” to be “long suspended.” No certain determination
of the locality seems however to be possible. A letter referring to
Sinope®, and apparently written there, is followed by a letter
referring to Amisus®; and this in its turn, after the interposition of
a letter on a private matter, is followed by the long letter on the
Christians. Then comes a letter apparently written at Amastris®.
Among the remaining eleven letters the only one in which a local

reference can be recognised is about an application made to Pliny,

apparently a little time before®,

the Turkish oceupation, the earliest
possible date of which must be the
latter part of the eleventh century:
but, even if this were established, the
total silence of Greek geographers and
other writers would suggest that
Samsun was at least of late origin.
Moreover in the list in 1 Maceabees
all other names of places are in the
accusative with e!s; while all names
of men, personal or geographical
(Zraprudras), are like SauPéuy in the
dative. Doubtless therefore the older
critics (Grotius excepted, who [Op. i
p- y60] preferred the [Clementine]
Latin reading Lampsaco, for which
however the better MSS. have Sam-
samae) were right in their assumption
that the frue nominative was Zap-
wduns, which seems to be the perhaps

by a public official of Amisus.

corrupted name of a Spartan (ef. xii.
2-23; Xiv. 20-23): the want of other
authority is of little moment, for few
names are recorded out of the Spartan
history of this period, the second
century B.C.

[Codd. RV have Zapydup; Cod. A has
Zaupdky.]

1 For the evidence which shows the
order of letters in this book to be
chronological, see Mommsen’s essay
Zur Lebensgeschichte des jiingeren
Plinius in Hermes, iii. pp. 53-50.

? See above, p. 174.

3 Bee above, p. 175.

4 See above, p. 146,

% Ep. r10. The usual perfects and
presents of Pliny’s preambles are here
replaced by a series of imperfects,
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This order of the letters suggests that Pliny traversed the Pontic
department of his province from West to East?!, and that his letter
about the Christians was written either from Amisus, at its eastern
extremity, or from Amastris, almost at its western extremity, or
from some intermediate point of his return journey to Bithynia,
Sinope being by far the most probable of such intermediate
stations?,

The next glimpse which we obtain of Christianity in Pontus
It was the birthplace of

Marcion® whose father was a bishop®. The harbour and commerce

is distinetly connected with Sinope.

of Sinope supplied him with the wealth which enabled him in his

youth to make an offering of 200,000 sesterces to the Roman

church® for he was by occupation a ship-owner and ship-master®.

1 Mommsen, ib., p. 58, points out in
Ep. 67 an indieation that Pliny was
about to leave Bithynia for Pontus
{**quod ipse proficiscebar in diversam
provinciae partem, ita officii necessitate
exigente”); and in Epp. 85, 86 further
indications that he had just crossed
the frontier, having had interviews
with a commissioner employed in
Paphlagonia (Ep. 27) and then with
an official of Pontus. He had been
shortly before at Juliopolis in the 8.E.
of Bithynia (Ep. 77), and he probably
struck the coast at Tium, a liftle W.
of Amastris. .

2 Mommsen, p. 59, suggests that its
immediate reference was probably to
Amisus or neighbouring localities: buf
it seems to me that the arrangement
of the letters is equally favourable to
all the three alternatives mentioned in
the text. It is not even cerfain that
Pliny reached Amisus, for the language
of Ep. g2 would be equally natural if
the libellus of the Amisenes were sent
to him at Sinope. On the other hand,
the application reported in Ep. 110,
which seems to have been for some
reason delayed (see above, p.178 n. 5),i8
likely to have been made on the spot;
and Pliny’s progress was hardly likely

to stop short of soimportant a place as
Amisus. Renan (Origines v.pp. 475f.),
accepting Mommsen'’s suggestion with-
out his guarded language, thinks it
probable that Amastris was the scene
of the last incidents that had moved
Pliny to write; stating categorically
that Amastris ‘““was from the second
century the centre of Christianity in
Pontus.” The only evidence given is
the epistle of Dionysius of Corinth
described below (p. 180), together with
a reference to the Synecdemus of
Hierocles (p. 696, ed. Wesseling}, which
describes only arrangements three or
four centuries later, and which more-
over places not Amastris but Gangra
at the head of the eparchy: the turning
of a leaf reveals and explains the
mistake.

8 Epiph. i. 302 B; Philast. 45.

4 Epiph. Lc. ; Ps.-Tert., Adv. Omnes
Haereses 6 (ii. p. 762 ed. Oehler).
It is now recognised that these writers
and Philaster have the lost Syntagma
of Hippolytus as a common source.

® Tert. ddv. Mare. iv. 4; De praesc.
30.

% He is repeatedly called nauclerus
by Tertullian, a term apparently
borrowed from the unknown Greck
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One more notice meets us in the latter part of the second
century’. Among the letters which Eusebius describes as addressed
by Dicnysius of Corinth to foreign churches was one which he sent
“to the church sojourning at Amastris, together with the [churches]
in Pontus,” partly on marriage and continence, partly on the duty
of receiving back penitents after lapse and misconduct or even
heresy®. It was written at the request of two persons who.were
named : the bishop was not one of them, and his name, Palmas,
was mentioned only incidentally., These circumstances are suf-
The letter
was a reply to an appeal from individual Amastrians, though

ficient to explain the prominence given to Amastris.

Dionysius seized the opportunity to signify his opinion to the
neighbouring churches, in which similar questions of discipline were

doubtless agitated?,

These scanty testimonies respecting Jews or Christians in

Pontus at an early time! contain nothing at variance with the

authority whom Tertullian followed,
for it is unknown in Latin till a later
time except in Plautus and the
comedian Caecilius, whe doubtless
borrowed it in like manner from the
Greek comedies which they adapted.
That Tertullian understood the term
in its true sense ig shown by his
identifying it with navicularius, the
proper Latin equivalent, and con-
trasting it with the oceupation of the
first apostles (ddv. Marc. iv. g): his
reference to a collegium naviculariorum
is amply illustrated by inscriptions
(see the indiees to Orelli-Henzen,
iil. p. 174, Wilmanns, Ezempla Inscr.
Lat. ii. p. 635). When Rhodon (in Eus.
H. E.v.13. 3) calls Marcion a **sailor”
(vavTys), he is evidently speaking
loosely, perhaps not without a touch
of malice,

1 Alexander, the prophet of Abono-
teichos, half-way between Sinope and
Amasiris, is said by Luecian (dlez. 25:
cf, 38) to have declared that ‘ Pontus
wasg filled with atheists and Christians,
who had the audacity to uiter the

worst calumnies about him.” Liitle
stress however can be laid on a saying
intended to evoke popular animosity
against his Epicurean critics.

2 Bus. H. E. iv. 23. 6.

3 1t follows that we should not be
justified in drawing any conclusions
about the relative importance of the
Amastrian church. It was not singled
out by Dionysius, and its bishop was
not responsible for the local applica-
tion which came to Dionysius.

4 No fresh element would be added
by taking into account the slight and
nowise characteristic notices of Pontic
towns which occur in some legendary
narratives of the preaching of S
Andrew and St Peter; on which see
Lipsius, Die apokr. Apostelgeschichten
L pp. 557 I., 550-588, 6o4 fI., 610 fi,
The two most important as yet known
are by Epiphanins Monachus (Cent.
ix.: Epiphanii Monachi...edita et ine-
dita, ed. Dressel, pp. 45 f.) and by an
anonymous encomiast (Cent. viii. or
later [Lipsius, p. 574]: not yet printed
except a few extracts). It may here-
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presumptions suggested by what is independently known respecting
Any one of
several seaports might without any improbability be the place where
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the towns of provincial Pontus and their inhabitants.

Silvanus proposed to land; while the name of Sinope is that which
offers itself most readily if we wish to think of one rather than

another.

It may reasonably be assumed that the charge from St Peter
was not the sole occasion of Silvanus’s voyage to Asia Minor:
otherwise the choice of port would be hard to explain. The precise
nature of the purpose which took him into the Euxine cannot be
known: but indications of personal relations with which it may
naturally have been connected are not wanting in the apostolic
writings. The Aquila of the New Testament', a Jew before his
conversion to the Gospel, was by birth a native of Pontus. Rome
however apparently became his second home. When St Luke
describes him circumstantially as “having recently come from
Italy ” at the time when he was first found by St Paul at Corinth,
and proceeds to give the reason, namely, “that Claudius had decreed
that all the Jews should depart from Rome?®"” we may be sure that
he meant to mark him as having become in a strict sense a Jew of
Rome. If Aquila had been a mere visitor at Rome, a writer so

little given to superfluous detail as St Luke would not have wasted

after be found that Lipsius is right in
deriving the whole story from lost
“Gmostie” (I should prefer to say,
Encratetic) Acts, probably dating from
the second or third century: as regards
much of the legendary history of the
apostles hig arguments are unanswer-
able. But the Pontic part of the
story, as at present known, shows
none of the signs of such an origin;
and at all events it has beem manipu-
lated too freely and probably too offen
to afford evidence for our purpose.
Lipsius has apparenily not noticed
the coincidence of name between the
Palmas whom St Andrew is said by
the encomiast (as cited by him pp.

572, 579 the narrative in Epiphanius
is defective here) to have ordained
bishop of Amastris and the Palmas
bishop of Amastris mentioned in
Dionysiusg’s letter (Eus. H. E. iv. 23,
6). It is doubtless conceivable that
a piece of local knowledge from early
times is preserved here: but it is more
natural to suppose that the author of
the narrative, or of this incident in it,
had read BEusebius.

1 [On Aquila and Prisea (Priscilla)
see Hort’s Prolegomena to St Paul's
Epistles to the Romans and the Ephe-
sians, pp. g f.]

2 Acts xviiL 2.
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words in accounting for his being at one place of sojourning rather
than another. On the other hand, on the probable supposition that
many of his readers were already well acquainted with -Aquila’s
name, there were good reasons why his early settlement at Rome
should interest them. Having once left Rome, Aquila and his wife
apparently remained some years in the East. At all events they
spent & year and a half at Corinth, during which time St Paul
worked with Aquila at his handicraft® ; they accompanied St Paul to
Ephesus?; they were left by him there on his departure for Jeru-
salem ; and they were either still there or again there between two
and three years later, when he wrote the First Epistle to the
Corinthians®. About a year afterwards however we find them again
at Rome*; for assuredly to Rome, not to Ephesus, the last chapter
of the Epistle to the Romans is addressed no less than the rest of
the Epistle®. In the Second Epistle to Timothy they are found once
more at Ephesus®; but the manner in which they are saluted contains
nothing at variance with the supposition that they were paying a
temporary visit to a city where they must have left many friends.
This latest reference then does not interpose any difficulty in
the way of supposing not merely that Aquila and his wife returned
to Rome after their long stay in the East, but that Rome became
once more their habitual home. If they were settled residents in
the great city when they were driven forth by Claudius’s decree, it
was natural that they should return when the danger had blown
over ; not necessarily at the first moment of security, but when the
private circumstances of their calling and the needs of the churches
left them free to return. Nay, private and still more public con-
siderations of these kinds might well suffice to lead them to choose
Rome as their place of future habitual residence, even if they had
made it no more than a halting-place before. Enough is recorded

of their relations with St Paul to show how welcome to him would

1 Acts xviii. 3, 11. printed in Bp. Lightfoot’s Biblical
2 Acts xviii. 18. Essays (pp- 334 ff.); also Hort’s Pro-
3 1 Cor. zvi. 19. legomena to St Paul’s Epistles to the
4 Rom. xvi. 3. Romans and the Ephesians, pp. 51 ff.]
5 [See Hort’s article in the Journal ¢ 2 Tim. iv. 19.

of Philology, vol. iii. p. 51 fl.; re-
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be their presence in the great capital and their influence in the
church which interested him so warmly, but which he had hitherto
been unable to visit'.

In the long list of his salutations to Christians at Rome the
names of Prisca and Aquila stand first, with accessory language
from which their position in the Roman church can to a certain
extent be safely inferred. Not merely were they * fellow-workers”
of 8t Paul; not merely had they risked their lives for his; but «all
the churches of the Gentiles ” gave them thanks as he did, evidently
for similar acts of devotion; and they had a congregation in their
house. The thanks thus emphatically conveyed must have been
earned by services in which all the churches of the Gentiles had
some special interest; and this is just what could be rightly said of
services rendered to the church of the central city of the Empire,
the mother and queen of “the Nations”®. It is easy to imagine
how many perils the little Christian community might escape
through the devotedness of leading members having social influence
in the city, and how often such devotedness could not be exercised
without the gravest personal risks. The position of Aquila and
Prisca in, the Roman church is further marked by the fact that
there was a congregation in their house, no similar statement being
made as to any other of the many persons saluted in the following
verses ; they had in like manner had a congregation in their house
at Ephesus®

The inland route intended to be taken by Silvanus can within
moderate limits be conjectured with tolerable certainty. Of the
vast province of Galatia the part to be visited between Pontus and
Cappadocia_could be only Galatia proper, the Galatia of St Paul’s

1 Rom. i. 10; v, 22 ff.

2 The gratitnde of the Gentile
churches iz here commonly assumed
to be claimed by St Paul for the self-
devotion of Aquila and Prisca in the
preservation of himself ag the apostle
of the Gentiles. St Paul could magnify
his office on due occasion and he had
a true sense of his unique work for
the Gentile cause : but surely te make
a claim like this, in terms like these,

was not after his manner or in hig
spirit. On the contrary, having given
utterance to his personal gratitude, he
hastens to merge it in the universal
gratitude ; for the one spirit of seli-
devotion had been manifested in various
acts.

3 1 Cor. xvi. 19. Elsewhere in the
N.T. this language iz used only of
Philemon at Colossae (Philem. 2) ang
of Nympha at Laodicea (Col. iv. 15).



184 THE PROVINCES OF ASIA MINOR.

Epistles’. Ancyra its capital would be a convenient centre for
communication with the other Galatian congregations ; and it would
be reached without difficulty from any of the Pontic seaports by
one or other of the routes which traversed the Paphlagonian hills.
From Ancyra more than one road would lead to the Cappadocian
Caesarea, either directly, or through Tavium, another mercantile
town of Galatia proper’. Jews in Cappadocia are mentioned several
times in rabbinical literature (comp. Acts ii. g); and it is morally cer-
tain that Caesarea would be their chief place of resort: it was almost
the only town of any magnitude in Cappadocia? and it was the great
emporium for the products of the interior of eastern Asia Minor.
The proximity of Lycaonia on the 8.W. and Galatia proper on the
N.W. would ensure the speedy formation of a Christian community
in such a place. Having once reached Caesarea, Silvanus would find
himself on the great road which ran westward to Ephesus through
Apamea* (Celaenae). Reentering the province of Galatia he would
pass through the midst of the Lycaonian and Phrygian churches,

and so reach Provincial ¢ Asia”

and the shores of the Aegean.
He would then only have to pass northward through a region known
to contain many Christians till at length he reached Bithynia, and
either took ship at some Bithynian port or reembarked where he had
landed; and so the circuit would be complete. In thus following
by natural and simple routes the order of provinces which stands in
the first sentence of the Epistle, Silvanus would be brought into
contact with every considerable district north of the Taurus in which
there is reason to suppose that Christiah communities would be

found.

1 @al i 2; 1 Cor. xvi. 1; see above
p. 188 1. 3,

2 The importance of Ancyra would
naturally justify the slight divergence
to the West which would be required
in order to visit it. But if Silvanus
were satisfied to communicate with
the Western churches of QGalatia
through the medium of Tavium, a
local emporium (éumbpior 78» Tadry,
Strabo xii. 5. 2, p. 567) and a meeting
place of several roads, he would not

need to deviate from the most direct
route between any of the Pontic sea-
ports and Caesarea. The deviation
would be greatest if the port were
Amisus.

3 Tyana was evidently of lesz im-
portance. It lay too far to the south
to come naturaily into Silvanus’s
course.

4 This Apamea appears in Cic, pro
Flacco 28 as a place inhabited by
Jews.
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Abonoteichus, 172, 176

Acts, Book of the, ii. 36, 30; iii. 13, iii.
16, 843 v. 31, 85; X. 30, xi. 17, 31; X.
34, 73; xill. 14, 158 n.; xiv, 24 f,
1640.; XV. 23, 16I 0. XV. 41, 1611.;
xx1il. 34, 1601.; use of national names
in, 1

Adverb, Position of, 6g

Amastris, 172, 176, 1781., 180

Amisus, 172 ff., 1781.

Ancyra, 184

Angels, 62

Antioch, in Pisidia, 158 n.

Aorist, 96; with viv, 381.; ecorrespond-
ing to Hebrew perfect, 95; contrasted
with perfect, 131; imperative, 40, 1og,
131

Apamea, 184

Apocalypse, 1. 5, v. 6, xiv. 1 ., 78; date
of the, 2; theory of analysis of the,
zn.

Apocryphal histories of Apostles, 180 1.

Apostie, The title of, 13

Aquila, and Priscilla, 17, 176 ff., 181 1f.;
the translator of the O.T., 177

Article, Presence of definite, 47, 107,
132, 134, 144, 145; absence of definite,
15, 34, 47, 01, 02, 76, 84, 94, 96, 115,
119, 131, T34, 137; colligative foree of
common, 16on., 161 1.

Asia Minor, History of the term, 165n.;
its extent, 165

dyafbs, compared with xalés, 134; dya-
fomotéw, 144

dyerhidw, dyalhdopat, 39, 451,

dyamryrol, 131

dytos, 61, 70, 110, 120} dyacuds, 21

dayvifw (and kindred words), 87

dyvoa, 69

dyvwola, 144

dyopifw, 78

H.

ddehpbrys, 140

&doMos, 101

dxpoywviaios, 116

arplewa, 87

dpdpavros, 36

dutavros, 36

gupbs, 77

Guwpos (udpos), 77

dvayyéMw, 59

drayervdw (and kindred words), 33,
T

d.vg_{'cbwu,um, 64

dvacrpépouar (dracrpogi), 71, 74 £, 134

dragépw, 110

dvexhdAnTos, 46

dwfos, 95

dvfpumlyy (xrigis), 139 1.

drioTyu (drdoraos), 34

drurbepiros, 8

drelbéw, 122 éf. 22)

dméxouat, 133

dmwioctéw, 118

drodoktudiw, 100, 120

dmoxaldwromar (dmokdAvyis), 30, 44

droAdTpwots, 78

dworTéA\w (mépmw), 61

dwrorifeuat, 97

drposwrehfurTws (and kindred phrases),

73
dper, dperai (praise), 128f.; dperatoyia
(and kindred words), 128
dpTi, 41, 45
dpreyévryros, 99
domidos, 77
&pfapros, 36
dgpuv, 144
Babylon (=Rome), 2, 6, 14, 167f.
Bithynia, 17, 157, r7off., 184
Blood, The, of Christ, 23 ff., 76
Building. Metaphor of, 108 f.

13



186

N2 140
Bagilewor lepdrevpa, 124 1T
Baoikels, 141

Bpégos, g9 f.

Caesarea (in Cappadocia), 184

Cappadocia, 17, 157 0., 171

Chureh, The, 63f.; see also Gentiles

Cilicia, 1581., 160f. and notes, 166

Corinthians, First Epistle to the, 1. 1—
10, 32; XV. 34, 144; EVi. 19, 183 1.

Custom, The force of heathen, 76

Cyprus, 158

IR, jo

Kaudpas, 152

xoipbs, 50

xaxia, 98, 145

KaKomwoLos, 135

xaXéw, 69

kaids, compared with dyafés, 134

kard, 69

karafBohd, 8o

xatalaléw {-hakid), 99, 135

xaTeyTiw, 162 0.

xepary ywrlas, 120f.

Kneds, 152

KAnpovopla, 35

kAipa, 161 1.

xoplfouac, 47

xrigis, 1391

Kdpos (¢ xvpios), 30k, 96, 104, 140

xdpis, 25, 49, 66

X66708, 95

XpneTés, 103

Xpioravbs, 3; accusations against Chris-

tians, 135
Xpeords (& xptoTds), 25, 30, 32, 54 76 1.
xpbvos, 81

Date of the Epistle, 1., 99, 163n.
Dative (contrasted with &4 with gen.),

6o

Day, The, of the Lord, 44

Dionysius, of Corinth, Letter to Ama-
stris, 180

8¢, 42, 55, 142

déov (el), 41

Si\bw, sofl.

dud, with gen., 43, 39, 6o (contrasted
with simple dat.), 83, 113, 141; with
acc. 140

dakoréw, 36

Sudvowa, 65

Swaomopd, 15

3o, 64

dtbre, 72, 93, 114

Soxtpeov (Sbkipor), 42, cf. ro7; doxipdiw,

43
3bMos, 98, cf. 101
dbta, 44, 46, 55 (plur.), 84, 95
Jotd{w, 46, 137

INDEX.

Eleetion, 141., 20

Ephesians, Epistle to the, i. 3, 29; ii. 2,
67; iii. 10, 635 v. 14, 1115 Vvi. 7, go;
reminiscences of, in 1 Peter, s, 27,63,
6z, 67, 681., 75, 8o, 88, 91, 98, 102,
110, 111, 130, 139

Ewald, 17, 86, 168

Exodus, xix. 5f., 110, 124; xxiv. 3ff,,

23

&vos, 126

el, 103

eiphry, 20

€ls, 22, 33, 34, 37, 45> 49: 51, 54, 821,
89, 96

éx, 1301f., 142

ékdiknais, 141

ex{nTely, 48

éxhexrbs, 14, 107, 124

EKmimTW, 95

ékTerds, go

Bheos, 251, 33; EAeéw, 131

éNevfepos (Eevbepia), 145

é\wis, 34, 85; éAwifw, 66

v, 22, 37, 44 00, 79, 87, 103, 113L; év g,
I35

&vripos, 107

EfayyéNhw, 128

Etepavvdw, 48

Erawos, 43, 142

émapyela (Erapyos), 160n.

émfuplac, 68, 132

émcaléopal, 72

émurofén, 102

émoromy) (émokénropar), 137 f.

éromrebw, 136

épyor (76), 74

toxaros (katpds), 39; ém coxdrov, 81

edayyehifopat, 60, g6

eONoyyTds (eVhoyéw, edhoynuévos), 27 [,

edmpbodexros (Bexbs), 113

evploxopat, 43

Tryepaw, I41

Faith (in 0.T.), s0; in relation to hope,
851.; see also wiors

Fear, 74, 146

Foreknowledge, Divine, 19f.

Galatia (Galatians), 17, 158 1., 162, 171,

184

Galatians, Epistle to the, 1. 21, 160n.;
v. 3,53 .

Gentlles,h Position of, in the Christian
Church, 7, 15f., 22, 24, 331., 49, 55,
64, 66, 6g, 751., 81, 83: 105

Glorifieation of the Risen Christ, 53, 84

God, the Father, 20, 29, 84

M1, 75 132, 154 1.

~ydAa, 99, 101 f,

yetwpas, 154 0.

yévos, 124 -
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yivouat, 71
Ypadd, 115

Halys, The river, 165, 166 n.
Heracles, 1721., 175 1.

Holiness, The, of God, 70
Homnour, Duty of showing, 146f.
Hope, 34, 66, 851.

Hosea, i. ii., 130

10 (), 251

w0, 251, 95

Isaiah, I Isaiah, viil, 14, 121; xxViil.
13, 122; Xxvili, 16, 115 fi.; =l 6 ff,,
93 f.; xliii. 20f., 15, 124 ff.; zlix. 6
58; 111 13, 84; Ixi. 6, 125 f.

Israel, Position of, among the nations,
58, 71, 116, 123f, 125, I56; language
about, applied to Chrlstlans 75 T4, 10,
35, 124 £l

James St, Epistle of, reminiscences of,
in 1 Peter, 35, 15, 41, 87, 92, 98, g9,
1o2f., 145; ef. g4, 102, 133

Jeremiah, 1. 5, 19; iii. 19, 72

John St, G0<pel accordmg to, xiv. 1, 83;
coi.ncidence with, in 1 Peter, 45

lepdrevpa, 109, 124 1.

Tyoobs Xpiorbs, 13, 203 & kipios Hudw,
3of.

Lamb, The, an image of Christ, 77 {I.
Levitical legislation, its moral purpose,

70

Lord’s Prayer, The, possible reference
to, 73

Luke St, Gospel according to, xvii. 30,
44

Lycaonia, 158

Lycia, 162 ff., 1661,

Aads, 128; Nads els wepimwolnaw, 127

Aoyikés, 100 ff.

M—yos 92 f. (feoD), 122; compared with
phpa, 66 £,

Avrdopat, 41

Avrpéw, 75, 781,

Malachi, iii. 17, 127

Maleficus, 135

Marcion, 179

Matthew St, Gospel according to, v. 16,
136 V. 48, 70; xxviii, 19, 18

Mediation, Idea of, 114

Messiah, see Xpw"rbs, Glorification

papatvw, 36

papripouat, 53

wdTatos, 75

pévw, 96
Mecoaias, 6 Meoolas, 52
ui, with participle, compared with of,

45

187

mealvw, 36
puxos (ot 7ol Ilévrov puxoi), 177 0.

Nero, 141; persecution under, 2
Numbers, vi. 24 ff., 25

vigew, 65

viy, with aorist, 58

Order, The, of names in the Salutation,
17, 167 ff.

Abyor, 40

doTis, 133

ot, with participle, compared with us#,
45

ovpavol (ovpards), 37, 62

olTws, 143

"‘:’5'9 77, 95

do7e, 85

Pamphylia, 162, 164, 166 f.

Paphlagonia, 158, 170 £.

Perfect participle, force of, 36f., 87;
contrasted with aorist, 131

Persecution, 1 ff., 25, 41, 46, 1351{.

Peter 8t, First Epistle of, iii. 2, 136;
ill, 6, 71; iit. 16f., 135, 143; iv. 4
135; IV. 12, 131; iV. I4, 47; iV. 19,
1433 ¥- 12, 67

Phrygia, 158 n.

Pliny, Letters to Trajan, 178

Pontus, 17, 170 fi.

Predestination, Relation of, to Divine
foreknowledge, 20

Present, foree of, 109; participle, 37 f.,
47, 66, 74; imperative, 146

Prophets (prophecy), 7, 48—58

Psalm, xxxiii. (zx3iv.} 9, 103 £.; ev. 15,
§2; CX. I, 30; CXviil., 119f.

Purpose, The Divine, all-embracing, 123

mdgua, 54

wapakimTe, 62 .

wapemrtdnuos (and kindred words), 15 f.,
132, 1560

wdpokes, 16, 132, 155; mapokia, 743
Tapokew, 155

wds, 98

warpomwapddoeros, 76

TeLpacuos, 41

wepiéxer (Tepoxh), 114

wepimolnots (wepimrodopat), 127

IIérpos, 152

Iigideos (adjectival form}, 158 n.

TwoTelw, 45

wlamis, 38, 47, 81 il

mierhs (morol}, 14, 81 ff.

mvefua, v, Gyov, 21, 52, 61; 76 mu.
XpioTot, 52

ryevparikds, 11of.

roekthos, 41

moios, compared with ris, 51

mpbyrwats (rpoywdakw), 19, 8o

mpopapTipoual, 53
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wposépyopat, 1041, 155 Stone, Motaphor of the, o4 ff., 117
npogfihvres, 74 f., 154 L; mpoemvretw  Suffering, 25, 38, 41, 46, 51, 54; of

(mpoayrbrevets), 155 n. Measiah, 57; see also Xpiords
wpboroppa (Tpookérrw), 121 Syria and Cilieia, 159 ff,

wpoopépw, 111

davepbw, 8o ﬂ‘;?;D , 127

pépopar, 66 Zapdpuy (1 Mace. xv. 23}, 177 0.
plelpw (Stagf., xaradb.), 36 gapkikés, 133 . )

gbbvor, 99 odpt, 94, 133; wioa odpt, 95
¢haderpla, 89 Zlpwr, 151 f,

$rubdw, 144 trxévﬁlahov, 121

ppovpéw, 38 owopd, g1

yvxi, 38, 48, 87, 134 oTpaTEveual, 133

Svpedw, 152 |
Readers of the Epistle, Jews or Gentiles, ovoxquarifoua, 68
7, 16, 69, 75 ., 87 £., g4, 96, 105 cwrypla, 38, 48, 103
Readings, Various, 34, 36, 41, 42, , L }
55, 6%,’72, I 8’1?439? 9:, 9:, 9435,’ ;'57, Taurus, Asia within {without) the

98, 102, 103, 108, 109, 114, II5, 118, Taurus,” 166 and n.

110, 122, 131, 136, 130, 144; of. 158n,,  Testing, Metaphor of, 43

161 1. Theodotion, 177 n. ‘
Redemption, 78 1., 79 1. Thessalonians, Second Epistle ta the,
Resurrection of Christ, 34, 84 reminiscence of, in 1 Peter, 21

Romans, Epistle to the, i. 1 ff., 18; vii.  Tium, 176
22ff., 133; viii. 28, 18; ix—xi.,, 14, Irinity, The Holy, 17f.
123; iX. 33, 116, 121; xii 1 ff., 100, JTyana, 184mn.
1o f.; =iil. 1—6, 139, 41 fi.; xvi. 3P, 75, 132, 154 1.
3f., 183; reminiscences of, in r Peter, ré&wvea, 67
5 44, 04, 68, 74, 100, 110, 110, 121,  TéNos, 47
122, 123, 120, 130, 133, 139, [41, 142 rifnm, 116, 123

pavreouds, 22 ff. T, 44, 117 £,
pipa, compared with Aévyos, 93, 96 1. Thuos, 76, 107 f.

7is, compared with molos, 51
Sacrifices, Spiritual, 11z f. 70 8é\nua Tob feol, 143

Sepfuagint, Text of the, 93 f., 104, To7, fusta, 112
116 £, 117, 121, 123, 124, 127, I30,

154 . vraxoy, 22, 68, 87 f.
Servant of Jehovah, The, 84 Imepéxw, 141
Silvanus, 6, 17, 16g ff., 181-184 bmwéupiaus, 98
Sinope, 17, 172 ff., 176, 178, 179 brordsoopae, 139
Social duties, 138 ff.

Sprinkling with blood in O.T., 23 Enpalrw, 93
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