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INTRODUCTION

The letters of the New Testament represent one of the distinctive forms of biblicd literature. Asa
genre, the letter isthe larger classification for the group of numerous component parts which compriseit.
These dementsinclude the generic categories of introduction, body and conclusion, yet the lettersillus-
trate more specialized, obscure sub-units which impact the structure, meaning and significance of the
overarching form.*

This paper will explore the role of the proem, the prayer of thanksgiving, in the early Chritian let-
ters, with specific focus on 1 Peter 1:3-12. Thefirst chapter will provide further Tdefinition of the form
and examine comparable examples of it in Hellenidtic letter-writing. In addition to this, primary attention
will be given to the existence and importance of the form in the Pauline corpus. The second chapter will
employ these foundations with a particular emphasison 1 Peter 1:3-12 in an attempt to determine the
sgnificance of the proem on the subsequent themes and structures surfacing in the letter. Thefind chap-
ter will serve asa summary and find conclusion on the function of proem throughout the New

Testament.

A practicd garting point for the discusson of "letter” is David E. Aune, The New Testament in
Its Literary Environment (Philadelphia: Westmingter Press, 1987), 158-82, "L ettersin the Ancient

World," and 183-225, "Early Chrigtian Letters and Homilies."
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CHAPTER ONE
PROEM: DEFINED, TRACED AND ILLUSTRATED
Introduction

Thereviva of scholastic research in 1 Peter in the last two decades? has underscored time and
again the problems surrounding the literary structure of 1 Peter, particularly in terms of the relaionship
of its component parts.® One of the units of greatest contention has been 1 Peter 1:3-12, with reference
to its preceding introduction (1:1-2) and the subsequent main portion of the letter (1:13-5:11).# In order
to pinpoint its function and significance here, it is necessary to define the formulaand ligt its characteris-
tics, examine background studies pertaining to it, and to juxtapose the formulawith comparable New

Testament and extra-biblica examples.

2John H. Elliatt, "The Rehabilitation of an Exegetica Step-child: 1 Peter in Recent Research,”
Journd of Biblica Literature 95:2 (1976): 243-44, evidences the "benign neglect” of 1 Peter (aswdl as
Hebrews, the other Catholic Epistles and the Johannine apocayptic materid) in the brevity of New Tes-
tament introductions and theologies and in the paucity of articles and monographs, citing the date and
the question of its dependence on Pauline sources as contributors to the neglect. While crediting spe-
cific commentaries with having greater respect for 1 Peter, by the mid-1970's such primary trestments
had failed to change prevailing scholagtic currents, see E. G. Sdwyn, The First Epistle of St. Peter
(London: Macmillan, 1946); and Francis Wright Beare, The Firgt Epistle of Peter (Oxford: Basil Black-
wdl, 1947).

3See David W. Kendall, "The Literary and Theologica Function of 1 Peter 1:3-12," in Perspec-
tives on Firgt Peter, ed. Charles H. Tabert (Macon, GA: Mercer University Press, 1986), 103-104; El-
liott, 243-54; R. P. Martin, "The Composition of 1 Peter in Recent Study,” in Vox Evangelica: Biblicd
and Higtorical Essays by Members of the Faculty of the London Bible College, ed. R. P. Martin (Lorn+
don: Epworth, 1962), 29-42; and Dennis Sylva, "1 Peter Studies: The State of the Discipling” Biblica
Theology Bulletin 10 (1980): 155-63.

“Kenddl, 104.



Definition

1 Peter 1:3-12 is digtinguished as a proem, a sub-unit of the larger epistolary convention. The
proem is basicaly a prayer of thanksgiving which is positioned after the prescript and prior to the body
of the letter.> Despite this basic description, the proem should not be construed merely as such, since it
employs avariety of themes and syntactica expressons within its confines, even in the New Testament.

The Pauline proems themsdves exhibit a degree of these variations. The primary ditinction of
"thanksgiving" in these proems has been attributed to the frequent gppearance of eucharigein in the let-
ters (e.g., Rom. 1.8-17; 1 Cor. 1.4-9; Phil. 1.3-11), yet achange in idiom occursin the Pastords (cha-
rin+ theverb "l have'; 1 Tim. 1:12-17; 2 Tim. 1:3-5). A further divergence in formula surfacesin 2
Corinthians and Ephesians, where a benediction replaces or is added to the thanksgiving.6 This device
mirrors that of the proem in 1 Peter.”

Some Hellenigtic persond |etters contain prayers of thanksgiving, often mixed with or subsequent

to the conveyance of best wishes or hedth wishes. The sgnificance of these "wish" formulas for proem

SAune, 185; Paul Schubert, The Form and Function of the Pauline Thanksgiving, Behefte zur
Zatschrift fir die neutestamentliche Wissenschaft 20 (Berlin: Tépemann, 1939), 1-4; and John L.
White, "Introductory Formulae in the Body of the Pauline Letter,” Journd of Biblical Literature 90
(1971): 91.

5Aune, 185-86, calls 2 Cor. 1:3-7 and Eph. 1:3-14 "eulogies’ rather than thanksgivings. Since
the latter passage is followed by athanksgiving (1:15-23), Ephesians actudly employs both blessng and
thanksgiving conventions.

A driking feature of proems of thanksgiving in Colossians and 2 Thessalonians and the bene-
dictions of 2 Corinthians, Ephesians and 1 Peter is a concluding reference to the return of Christ, which
in the latter form is believed to be an indication of aliturgica setting; see John L. White, "New Testa
ment Epistolary Literature in the Framework of Ancient Epistolography,” in Aufdieg und Niedergang
der rémischen Wt 11.25.2, ed. Hildegard Temporini und Wolfgang Haase (Berlin: Wdter de Gruyter,
1984), 1753; and Troy W. Martin, Metaphor and Composition in 1 Peter, Society of Biblicd Literature
Dissertation Series (Atlanta: Scholars Press, 1992), 48.
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dudiesliesin their common position between the salutation and the body of the letter aswell asther in-

herent, intercessory overtones:
The hedth wish, dong with related expressons of good will and statements of intercesson on
the recipient's behdf, are common in familiar letters but are not used in petitions or lega docu-
mentsin letter form. When the wish for hedlth is stated independently of the opening sdutation,
it commonly conveys concern about the recipient's welfare and offers assurance regarding the
sender's own well-being. Though the phraseology is Smilar in intent within each period, and
from one period to another, there is considerable variety and texture to the diction.®

While the "wish" formulas demongtrate smilarities of postion and persona concern with proems, the lat-

ter convention is predominant in the New Testament.®

Proem Studies
Proem research for most of this century has been focused primarily on the Pauline thanksgivings,
beginning with general assessments of his recorded prayers.:® One of thefirg of these was Alfred

Juncker, who, a the turn of the century in his brief sudy Das Gebet bel Paulus, discovered severa fun-

8White, "Epigtolary Literature," 1734-35. Francis Xavier J. Exler, "The Form of the Ancient
Greek Letter: A Study in Greek Epistolography™ (Ph.D. diss,, Catholic University of America, 1923),
101, identifies three types of "wishes' in Greek letters: (1) those expressing joy, (2) good-will wishes,
and (3) those conveying a greeting or welcome. Exler dassfies these a the beginning of the letter bodly;
cf. Aune, 163, who subsumes them under the sdutation or the body of the letter. Contra White, Light
from Ancient L etters (Philadelphia: Fortress Press, 1986), 198, who regards them as independent for-
mulas which, like the salutation and conclusion, "serve the same broad purpose of enhancing the corre-
spondents relationship”; see dso Martin, 47-48. Heikki Koskenniemi, Studien zur 1dee und
Phraseologie des griechischen Briefes bis 400 n. Chr., Soumaaisen Tiedeskatemian Toimituksa An-
nales Academiae Scientiarum Fennicae 102.2 (Helsinki: Akateeminen Kirjakauppa, 1956), 156, up-
holds White's assessment.

°lbid.

10A brief historical sketch of proem studiesin the Pauline materia can be found in Peter Tho-
mas O'Brien, Introductory Thanksgivingsin the Letters of Paul (Leiden: E. J. Brill, 1977), 4-15.
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damentals of Paul's prayers: (1) the influence of the book of Psaims; (2) the focus of prayer on God the
Father; and (3) the multi-faceted reasons for his thanksgiving (savation, hope, religious activity of the
early Chrigians).** Juncker's centrd contribution in his examinations was the ditinction among "prase’
and "thanksgiving" in these prayers, the latter being more persond and less ovationd in nature.*?

In the early 1930s two additiond studies highlighted rudimentary elements of Paul's prayers. J-A.
Eschlimann concurred with his predecessors on the recurring theme of thanksgiving in the letters, noting
joy, humility and confidence as inherent characteristics of his gratefulness. Gunther Harder explored the
role of the Old Testament and Jewish sources in the prayers, underscoring the smplicity and specificity
of the thanksgivings*®

The mogt extensive criticd treatment of the Pauline thanksgivings emerged at the hands of Paul
Schubert, who studied the form and function of the passages through cognate comparisons of their
"thanksgiving" vocabulary with that of the Hellenistic and Jewish materid. Schubert discovered two ba-
gc syntacticd forms of thanksgiving in Paul, eech employing an initid "thanksgiving" dause. The differ-

ence in the forms was the use of subsequent, modifying participles in one type, while the second utilized

1Alfred Juncker, Das Gebet bel Paulus (Berlin: 1905), 4.

2]pid., 4-5; cf. E. von der Goltz, Das Gebet in der dtesten Chrigenheit (Leipzig, 1901), 105.
Other subsequent trestments note the terminologica variety as well as the prominence given to the activ-
ity of giving thanks, see eg., G. H. Boobyer, "Thanksgiving" and the "Glory of God" in Paul (Leipzig,
1929), 1-4. Boobyer moves away from the idea of thanksgiving as a public offering to God occasioned
by the reception of a benefit and atempts to determine the place of thanksgiving in increesng God's
glory; idem, 84. In this connection, Ernst Lohmeyer, "Probleme paulinischer Theologie. I. Briefliche
Grussiiberschriften, Zeitschrift fir die neutesamentliche Wissenschaft 26 (1927): 158-73, credited early
Chrigtian worship as the source of the Pauline thanksgivings.

13See J.-A. Eschlimann, La Priére dans saint Paul (Lyon, 1934), 109; and Glnther Harder,
Paulus und das Gebet (Giterdoh, 1936), 4-129, 163-214. Harder concluded that the LXX Psater
played asgnificant rolein the three-fold emphads ("in the Spirit," "through Chrigt" and "to the Lord") of
Chrigtian prayer.
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acausd clause. Schubert found the former type to be the slandard in most of Paul's introductory sec-
tions, though some passages represented a combination of these forms.*4

Schubert's functiona conclusons were equdly as crucid as hisform determinations. In spite of
the unique stylidtic qudity of each of the thanksgivings, he argued that the proems had a distinct rolein
each letter and were not "negligible . . . meaningless devices." That basic function was to reved the oc-
cason and contents of the main body of the letter.1®

Though the contributions of Schubert have received wide acceptance among scholars,® some
have taken issue with his proposds, while others have modified them. To the charge that Paul was an
indigenous Hellenigt, Robinson and McFarlane have argued that the exchange of ideas and formsin the

firg-century world would not necessarily condtitute such a concluson.'” Along these lines, Fitzmyer and

14Schubert, 1-25, cdled these exceptions "mixed types'; cf. Rom. 1:8f.; 1 Thess. 1:2f.; 2 Thess.
1:3f.; see d'so O'Brien, 6-8.

15Schubert, 25-27. One of the functions of the proem highlighted by modern scholarsisitsindi-
cation of Paul's rdationship with the various congregations. The presence of athanksgiving and its
lengthiness may illustrate a cordid association with a group, whereas the absence (Gdatians) or modifi-
caion of athanksgiving (2 Cor. 1:3-7, to ablessng), may signa strained reations, see Aune, 186; Wil-
liam G. Doty, Lettersin Primitive Chrigtianity (Philadel phia: Fortress Press, 1973), 31; and White,
"Epigtolary Literature,” 1742. An additiona conclusion of Schubert's was that Paul "was not just a Jew
who was 'exposed' to Hellenigtic 'influences,' but was an indigenous Helenist™"; Schubert, 184.

18Seeeg., J. T. Sanders, "The Trangtion from Opening Epistolary Thanksgiving to Body in the
Letters of the Pauline Corpus,” Journd of Biblica Literature 81 (1962): 348-62; White, "Introductory
Formulag" 91-97; T. Y. Mullins, "Petition asa Literary Form,” Novum Testamentum 5 (1962), 46-54;
idem, "Disclosure: A Literary Form in the New Testament,” Novum Testamentum 7 (1964): 44-50; and
C. J. Bjerkdlund, Parakal 6: Form, Funktion und Sinn der parakal 6- Séize in den paulinischen Briefen
(Odo: Univergtetforlaget, 1967), 20-23; OBrien, 10.

17 James M. Robinson, "Die Hodgj ot-Formel in Gebet und Hymnus des Frihchristentums,” in
Apophoreta: Festschrift fir Ernst Haenchen, ed. Wather Eltester and F. H. Kettler (Berlin: Alfred
Topemann, 1964), 194-235, derivesthis "interactive”" hypothesis from an examination of hodayah and
berakah forms and the hymns and prayers of early Chrigtianity and Judaism. In generd, he argues for

closer Jawish connections with the biblical materid (e.g., the Tefillah as evidence of a petition +
6




Ddling assume a mediating pogition, consdering the Pauline thanksgivings bascaly Hdlenidtic in struc-
ture, yet inherently Jewish in thought and content.8
In accordance with Schubert's functiond view of the thanksgivings, Fred Francis has suggested
that the formulae of thanksgiving / blessing seen in the New Testament represent certain stagesin the
overdl development of the phenomenont®:
Stage 1. The generd thanksgiving statement went through a period of successon in which

"blessing” and "rgoicing” became clearly demarcated from the thanksgiving (eg., Jo-
sephus, Philemon 4-7).

Stage 2: An dterndive form of thanksgiving emerged inl Macc. 10:25-45.

thanksgiving/praise); see dso D. J. McFarlane, "The Matif of Thanksgiving in the New Testament”
(Th.M. thedis, St. Andrews University, 1966).

18See J. A. Fitzmyer, "New Testament Epistles,” in The Jerome Biblical Commentary, ed. R. E.
Brown (London, 1968), 223-26, who concurs with Schubert concerning Paul's employment of Helle-
nistic letter style, yet without mimicking the literary form; cf. Gerhard Ddling, Worship in the New Tes-
tament (London: ET, 1962), 51; contra McFarlane, 20. John L. White, "The Structurd Andysis of
Philemon: A Point of Departure in the Forma Anaysis of the Pauline Letter," in Society of Biblicd Lit-
erature: 1971 Seminar Papers (Chico, CA: Scholars Press, 1971), 1-47, proposes the following Paw-
line modifications to the Hellenistic thanksgiving statement: (1) the occasion of the gratitude is dtered
from deliverance by the god(s) to the commitment of the recipient congregation; and (2) a prayer of in-
tercession (petition for the addressee) isincorporated into the thanksgiving. Furthermore, White agrees
with Schubert that the thanksgiving sections cagpsule the contents of the body of each letter. The con
cept and ddineation of intercession in generd in the Pauline prayers (the seven "authentic” letters) has
been explored by Gordon P. Wiles, Paul's Intercessory Prayers. The Sgnificance of the Intercessory
Prayer Passages in the Letters of St. Paul (London: Cambridge University Press, 1974), 17. He class-
fies Paul's prayersinto four categories: (1) intercessory wish-prayers, (2) intercessory prayer-reports,
(3) paranetic references to intercessory prayer (requests for and exhortations to such prayer); and (4)
didactic and speculative references to intercessory prayers. In thisrubric, the mgjority of the Pauline
thanksgivings are subsumed under intercessory prayer-reports. See also Beda Rigaux, The L etters of
S Paul, trans. Stephen Y onick (Chicago: Franciscan Herdd Press, 1968), who sees the Pauline
thanksgiving as awritten adaptation of his preaching.

1Fred O. Francis, "The Form and Function of the Opening and Closing Paragraphs of James
and 1 John," Zetschrift fir die neutestamentliche Wissenschaft 61 (1970): 110-26.
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Stage 3. Specific thanksgiving sections surfaced in Paul's early letters (1 and 2 Thessdonians),
some containing eements of regjoicing (Phil.). These sections et the parameters for the
body of each letter.

Stage 4: The blessing/thanksgiving of certain letters match the opening and closng statements of
the letter itsdf (2 Cor.).

Theinitid statement of the proem is expounded through a combination of blessng and
thanksgiving (Eph.) or by pairs of thanksgivings (Col.) or rgoicings (3 John).

FHQ
o
(A

The form of the letter is characterized by "double-thanksgiving” formulae, minus the
typicd thanksgiving terminology (Josephus, 1 John).

Fé)
@
ISX

While Franciss developmentd theory remains open to question, he succeeds in illugtrating the
varied nature of the Pauline proems, yet under the rubric of a"thanksgiving” motif. Furthermore, Schu-
bert's indication of the position and purpose of the proems leads to the possibility that their sgnificance

lies beyond the content recorded inside the form boundary.

Comparable Extra-hiblicd Examples

Thefirst two chapters of 2 Maccabees contain several of the closest paralldls to the proems of the
New Testament. The following are excerpts from 2 Maccabees 1:

May God do good to you, and may he remember his covenant with Abraham and
Isaac and Jacab, hisfathful servants. May he give you al aheart to worship him and to do his
will with a strong heart and awilling spirit. May he open your heart to hislaw and his com-
mandments, and may he bring peace. May he hear your prayers and be reconciled to you,
and may he not forsake you in time of evil. We are now praying for you here .. . . Greeting,
and good hedlth. Having been saved by God out of grave dangers we thank him greetly for
taking our side againgt the king. For he drove out those who fought against the holy city . . .
Blessed in every way be our God, who has brought judgment upon those who have behaved
impioudy.?°

20Thisentire section (2 Macc. 1.2-6, 10b-12, 17) is addressed generdly to Jewsin Jeruslem
and Judea, but the latter portions of the excerpt are aso directed to Aristobulus, the priest and teacher
of Ptolemy, aswdl as Egyptian Jews.



A similar doxology occursin 2 Maccabees 2:
It is God who has saved dl his people, and has returned the inheritance to al, and the king-
ship and priesthood and
consecration, as he promised through the law. For we have
hope in God that he will soon have mercy upon us and will gather us from everywhere under
heaven into his holy place, for he has rescued us from great evils and has purified the
place [Solomon's temple] .2
The sgnificance of these passages liesin the various aspects of proem form that are illustrated.
Thefirg hdf of the former citation contains an intercesson-petition, while the second part includes a
hedlth wish, an expression of thanksgiving and ablessng. The passage from 2 Maccabees 2 reiterates
themesfrom Pauline and Petrine materid: (1) hope, (2) mercy, (3) inheritance, and (4) the promise of
the future. However, the emphasis and tone of these thanksgivings and blessings contrast that of the
New Testament letters, which exhibit an edificatory qudity toward the churches in which God is moving
inaprogressveway. The gtarting point for the Maccabean reference is the vindication of the Jawish

people viathe activity of God.

The pseudepigrapha source Pardeipomena of Jeremiah also echoes the proem form, though with

limitations

Greetings Rgoice, for God has not alowed usto depart from this body grieving for the
city which was laid waste and outraged. Wherefore the Lord has had compassion on our tears,
and has remembered the covenant which he established with our fathers Abraham, 1saac and
Jacob. And he sent hisangd to me, and he told me these words which | send to you.??

212 Macc. 2:17-18.

22See Paraleipomena of Jeremiah 6.20-23, in Pardeipomena Jeremiou, ed. and trans. Robert
A. Kraft and Ann-Elizabeth Purintun (Missoula, MT: Society of Biblica Literature, 1972), 31. The con
text of this citation is the Babylonian captivity, in which Baruch supposedly corresponds with Jeremiah.
In spite of the limited amilarities of this example with other proems, it does display some epistolary
qudities: (1) agreeting, (2) an dement of joy, and (3) prasing God. Not only is God's activity empha-
9




Anacther example of thanksgiving in an extra-biblica sourceisapersond letter from Senecato
one of hisfriends.
| thank you for writing to me so often; for you are reveding your red self to mein the only
way you can. | never receive aletter from you without being in your company forthwith. If the
pictures of our absent friends are pleasing to us, though they only refresh the memory and lighten
our longing by a solace that is unreal and unsubgtantia, how much more pleasant is a letter,
which brings us redl traces, red evidences, of an absent friend!

Perhaps the most noteworthy facet of Seneca's letters (including this one) is the tendency to initi-
ate his correspondence with ared event or eement yet follow with discussons of various, "abstract”
topics. In other words, Seneca's proemtlike introductions gppear digointed from the main sections of
hisletters. In fact, the address subsequent to this citation coversthe rhetorica inadequacies of the phi-
losopher Serapio.?*

Records of the speeches of Dio Chrysostom aso reflect dements of praise and thanksgiving. On

one occasion, he expresses gratitude to a city magistrate who alows an assembly,?> and much of the

"thanksgiving" verbage in his speeches mirrors that of the Pauline introductory material.®

szed, but aso such aspects as his love and fathfulness.

2See Seneca, Mord Episles 40.1, in Richard M. Gummere, SenecalV: Ad Ludlium Epistulae
Morales| (Cambridge, MA: Harvard University Press, 1979), 262-65. Senecawasbornin4B.C.
and was the son of arhetorician and brother of Gdlio, proconsul of Achaia (Acts 18).

241bid., X, 265.
25Dio Chrysostom, Oration48.1; Aune, 186.

%See e.g., G. Mussies, Dio Chrysostom and the New Testament (Leiden: E. J. Brill, 1972),
137, in comparison with Rom. 1:8 and other epistolary introductory passages.

10



The ggnificance of hislife and activity in this connection liesin the fact of his birth around 40 A.D. and
his persond association with the Greek populaces (e.g., a Prusa, his birthplace) and with Roman em-

perors, including Domitianand Trgan.?”

Biblicd Pardles

As aforementioned, the closest New Testament comparisons to the proem in 1 Peter arein the

Pauline epistles. Thefallowing cites three of these, including ones nearest to this form:

Phil. 1.3-4, 9-11
| thank my God upon every remembrance of you, dwaysin my every petition making pe-
tition on behaf of al of youwith joy ... Andthis| pray, that your love may abound more and
more in full knowledge and every perception, that you may be able to discern various sncere
and unoffendve  things unto the day of Chrigt, having been filled with the fruit of righteousness
through Jesus Chrig, to the glory and praise of God.

Thisexample initiates with atypica characteridtic of Pauline proems, an introductory thanksgiving
using the common "eucharidtic’ verb. Paul's thanksgiving derived from (1) the Philippians steadfast part-
nership in the gospd task, (2) God's faithfulness to complete the work he had started in them and (3)
the Philippians remembrance of Paul through monetary contributions?® The proem section concludes

with an intercessory prayer for the increase of their love in knowledge and perception. Thus, the proem

271bid., x-xi. Chrysostom's public outspokenness landed him banishment at the hands of Domi-
tian, but later in life he became aclose friend of Trgan. Chrysostom's influence burgeoned from literary
training funded by his wedthy father, an education which delved him into the works of Euripides,
Homer, Herodotus, Thucydides and the like; cf. Christopher P. Jones, The Roman World of Dio Chry-
sostom (Cambridge, MA: Harvard University Press, 1978), vi, and esp. 133-40, which summarizes the
content and occasion of his numerous speeches.

280O'Brien, 23.

11



can be classified as an intercessorid-thanksgiving prayer, with God and the recipients as the basis for

the thanksgiving.?°

2 Cor. 1:3-7
Blessed be the God and Father of our Lord Jesus Chrigt, the Father of compassion and
the God of dl comfort, who comforts usin our every affliction, so that we are able to comfort
those in every afliction through the comfort by which we are comforted by God. For asthe
aufferings of Christ abound in us, so our comfort aso abounds through Chrigt. And if we are
afflicted on behdf of your comfort and sdvation, [and] if we are comforted, [it is| on behaf of
your comfort working in endurance of the same sufferings that we aso suffer, and our hope for
you isfirm, knowing that asyou are sharers of the sufferings, just as[you] aso [are] of the
comfort.
While exhibiting a doxologica formula akin to Ephesans and 1 Peter, this proem is unique its sub-
ject matter, comfort. Unlike Philippians and other Pauline letters, it contains no officid giving of thanks,
and God is the one extolled for his comfort and mercy. It shareswith 1 Peter the common theme of

suffering and includes brief references to "hope" and "sdvation.”

Eph. 1:3, 15-16
Blessed be the God and Father of our Lord Jesus Christ, who has blessed us with every

gpiritud blessing in the heavenly redmsin Chrigt . . . For thisreason |, hearing of your faith in the

Lord Jesus and your love for dl the saints, do not cease giving thanks on your behaf, making

mention [of you] in my prayers.

The Ephesian proem could be categorized as two proemsin one, Snceit beginswith a

blessng/doxological section (1:3-14) and continues into a bonafide thanksgiving (1:15-23). The thanks-
giving follows the pattern of many other Pauline letters in expressing gratitude to God for the people and

offering intercesson for them. The latter part of this second divison turns doxologica (1:18b-23), and

2|n 1 Peter 1:3-12, no intercession or officid thanksgiving exigts, and God is the centrd focus

(sdvation being the main theme).
12



like 1 Peter, gives passing reference to "hope'’ and "inheritance” Theinitid section (blessng) initiates
with apraise formula, and though it incorporates such subjects as hope and salvation, it is laden with

predestinarian thought.

13



CHAPTER TWO
EXEGESISOF 1 PETER 1:3-12

Establishing the Context

Granted its place in the | etter, the key to the proem's context is the materid subsequent to it, par-
ticularly 1:13-5:11. The proem itsdf opens with a doxology to God (1:3), who is lauded for hisregen
eration of men, an act via Chrigt's resurrection resulting in hope and heavenly inheritance (1:4). There-
cipients of these blessings are guarded by God's power and through faith for the ultimate disclosure of
sdvation in the last time (1:5), and this "sdvation™ represents the theme for the latter portion of the pas-
sage (1:9-12). The object of the doxology, God, is reiterated in 1.6 in the critica phrase "in whom," for
it is God who enables regenerated men to endure amid difficult circumstances. These periloustrias
provide the proof of faith as well as enhance the glory of Jesus at hisrevelation (1:7). The appostiona
character of 1.8 reflects the believer's attitude and commitment to Christ based on the state of regenera-
tion. 1:9 demondrates that sdvation is not only an eschatologica redlity, but one which is experienced
equdly in the present.

Thefind verses of the proem section (1:10-12) return to the theme of salvation from the stand-

point of the role of the prophets. These aided in the revelation of Christ to the world, which benefitted

16



those who followed them much more than the prophets themsdves. Ther obedience in proclaiming the
message given them had an abiding impact on future generations.°

At firgt glance, the body of 1 Peter might seem to be a collection of eclectic topics with no relation
to the proem section. Closer examination, however, reveds the opposite. The theme of sdvation sur-
faces severd timesin theinitid section of the letter-body, with specific references to redemption (1:18-
19) and regeneration (1:23) aswell as sdvation explicitly (2:2).3* In addition to this, the second mgor
divison (2:4-12), in its description of the people of God, echoes the mercy of God (2:10) and the need
to gpesk praises and demondtrate hisglory (2.9, 12). Furthermore, the suffering motif emergestwicein
the letter, in the contexts of doing good (3:8-22), being a Chrigtian (4:12-19) and standing amid satanic
resstance (5:8-9).

Thus, the proem, which could be construed as a digointed part of the letter, appears to unlock the cen
tral ideas of the larger correspondence.®?

Dynamic- Equivaent Trandaion

30_eonhard Goppelt, Commentary on 1 Peter, trans. John E. Alsup, ed. Ferdinand Hahn
(Grand Rapids. Eerdmans, 1993), 79, sees the proem as "one complete sentence-thought, structured
with gyligtic care in a series of rdative clauses” blitzed with sophidticated verbage; cf. T. Martin, Meta-
phor, 52.

S1Furthermore, 1:18-19 and 1:23 speak of the imperishable qudity of such savation (cf. 1:7).

32A convincing structura scheme for 1 Pet. 1:3-12 isfound in Kenddl, 106-14, who relatesthe
proem directly to the three mgor sections of the letter body. In his paradigm, the exhortations of
1:13-2:10 correlate the description of saving grace in 1:3-5, and the gpplication of the exhortations
(2:11-4:11) to actud dtuations in which the readers’hearers must gppropriate their slvation equates to
the suffering /conflict motif of 1:6-7. The reteration of the suffering motif and the expresson of God's
sovereignty (two themesin 4:12-5:11) recals the smilar motif and doxologica emphasis of the proem,

repectively.
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3 Blessed (be) the God and Father of our Lord Jesus Christ, the one who regenerated us ac-
cording to his great mercy unto aliving hope through the resurrection of Jesus Christ from the dead, 4
to an incorruptible, undefiled and unfading inheritance, kept in the heavensfor you 5 the onesbeing
guarded by the power of God through faith to a salvation ready to berevedled at thelast time. 6 In
whom you rgjoice, yet grieving for alittle while if necessary because of varioustrids, 7 in order that the
proving of your faith, much more precious (than) perishing gold, through fire yet being proved, may re-
ault in praise and glory and honor at the revelation of Jesus Chrigt, 8 Whom you love, though you have
not seen (him), in whom you believe, yet without seeing, and you rejoice with unspeskable and glorious
joy, 9 obtaining the end of (your) fath, (which isthe) sdvation of (your) souls.

10 Concerning such savation, the prophets sought out and searched out concerning the grace
prophesied unto you, 11 trying to determine clearly what or what sort of time the Spirit of Christ bore
witness in them (about) the sufferings of Christ and the glories after these things. 12 To whom it wasre-
veded that not to themsalves, but to you they were serving the same things, which were announced to
you a thistime through the ones evangdizing you by the Holy Spirit sent from heaven, thingsin which
angeslong to look.

Exegeticd Outline

Central 1dear GOD, ASTHE GIVER OF NEW LIFE, ISWORTHY OF PRAISE, THANKS-
GIVING AND BLESSING.

|. The savation/regeneration God providesis a future event as well as a present redity. (1:3-5)
God's regenerative activity has given mankind aliving hope.

This regeneration comes via the resurrection of Jesus from the dead.

An imperishable, unfading inheritance awaits al regenerated people.

Through faith and God's power, the regenerate anticipate a savation to be reveded at the last
time.

cow>

I1. The present agpect of savation isits outworking through suffering, which evidences fath. (1:6-9)
A. Suffering for God's peopleis diversfied and temporary.
B. Present suffering proves faith and will bring glory to Jesus when heis reveded.
C. The outworking of faith produces ajoy and love for Jesus.

[11. The prophets played an important role in mankind's present orientation to sdvation. (1:10-12)
A. The prophets searched out the time and parameters of Christ's suffering and glory asthe Spirit
reveded it to them.
B. Prophetic minigry, in this paradigm, was done in behdf of the generations to follow and not for
themsdlves.
C. The precedent and essence of prophetic proclamation came to be the heart of the Chrigtian
message announced via the Spirit and through the aposties.
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Exegess
Part | Future/Present Aspects of Regeneration
1 Peter 1:3-5

As aforementioned, the theme and syntax of 1 Peter 1:3-12 bears close resemblance to the open+
ing portions of two Pauline letters, Ephesans and 2 Corinthians. In addition to this, the proem recalls
certain "baptisma" passages throughout the New Testament (Tit. 3:5-7; Rom. 8:14-24; Col. 3:1-4; 1
Jn. 2.29-3:2). Thislatter smilarity has led some to propose the proem and its subsequent divisonsas a
derivetive of baptismd liturgy or liturgica blessng or hymn which was reproduced into the text.> Sill
others equate it to a baptismal discourse®* While the congruence of these passages cannot be over-
looked, more recent examinations, which have highlighted compositiond devicesin the letter, ssem to

conclude otherwise?®

33Such are the positions of H. Preisker, Die Katholischen Briefe (Tubingen: J. C. B. Mohr,
1951); F. L. Cross, 1 Peter: A Paschal Liturgy (London: Mowbray, 1954); M.-E. Boismard, Quatre
hymnes baptismales dans la premiere épitre de Pierre (Paris Editionsdu Cerf, 1961); and J. Couitts,
"Ephesans 1.3-14 and | Peter 1.3-12," New Testament Studies 3 (1956-57): 115-27; cf. J. N. D.
Kely, A Commentary of the Epistles of Peter and Jude (London: A. & C. Black, 1969), 46. Refer-
ence to such views gppearsin Elliott, 250; and Peter H. Davids, The Firgt Epistle of Peter, The New
International Commentary on the New Testament (Grand Rapids. Eerdmans, 1990), 51: "It is because
of the widespread nature of blessing formulasin both Judaism and Chridtianity and the paucity of dem-
ondrated parallels that we cannot agree with J. Coutts. . . that both passages he cites depend on a
common liturgica blessng." In this connection, George R. Beadey-Murray, The Generd Epidles
(Nashville Abingdon Press, 1965), 47, supports adigointed view of the 1 Peter as two unbalanced
sections (1:1-4:11 and 4:12-5:14) divided by a climactic doxology: "Wheress the first part isfairly wide
ranging in scope, setting forth amost exultantly the blessings of redemption and the respongibilities of
Chrigians in society, the second part is dominated by the theme of persecution.

34See Beare, 25-28, who holds for the discourse's insertion into alater, epistolary framework;
cf. Hlliott, 250.

SSEliott, 250; idem, The Elect and the Holy (Leiden: E. J. Brill, 1966), 199-218; and F. W.
Danker, "1 Peter 1:24-2:17--A Consolatory Pericope,” Zatschrift fir die neutesamentliche Wissen

schaft 58 (1967): 93-102. O. S. Brooks, "1 Peter 3:21--The Clue to the Literary Structure of the
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The Petrine proem opens with a eulogistic convention, which mirrors Old Testament and Jewish
prayers of blessng/benediction. This feature was known as the berakah, a blessng formularecited to
God in the course of normd synagogue activity.*® Though the proem employs the essence of the
berakah, the blessngs are by no meansidentical:

The Chrigtian benediction isricher than the Jewish both in its conception of God and inits
idea of immortdity. God isnow reveded and known as "the God and Father of our Lord Jesus
Chrigt"; not as God only, but as God revealed by relation to His only begotten Son, and not as
His Father only, but aso as His God, for the incarnation does not exhaust God's manifestation
of Himsdf s

In addition to this, the Old Testament eulogigtic form, unlike the Petrine proem, usudly placesits bless-
ing in the context of some saving act of God, which serves asthe basis for the praise.®

If Petrine dependence on a source can be argued, the strongest case is the Pauline conventionin 2
Corinthians and Ephesians, since the eulogistic formulas of the three books areidenticad. While the ma-
terid following the eulogies in each is characterized by reative clauses and gppositional modifiers, the
eulogies themsaves serve as comparative points of departure. Like 1 Peter, 2 Cor. 1:3-7 echoes the

theme of Chridtian suffering, yet with only apassng reference to sdvation. In Ephesians, the theme of

sdvation is much more prominent, but the paraldism with 1 Peter is complicated by the separation of

Epigle” Novum Testamentum 16 (1974): 290- 305, proposes both sermon and literary unity in this
connection.

6Sdwyn, 121-22, defines berakah as a thanksgiving directed to God according to the content
of acertain formula. The berakah were eventualy concentrated in the Shemoneh 'Esreh (Eighteen
Benedictions), spoken three times each day in the synagogue.

$71bid. Cf. Goppdlt, 78, notes the use of the second person in most berakah, contrasting the
third person of 1 Peter.

38]pid.; cf. 2 Macc. 1:17.
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blessng and thanksgiving sections. Thus, any theory of source or dependence would have to reconcile
the seeming use of blessing in different styles or for various emphases.®®

The doxological nature of 1 Peter 1:3-12 is merely the overarching framework for the agenda/oc-
cason of the letter, which is previewed specificdly in 1:3b-9. The gppostiona phrasein 1:3b seemsto
introduce the centrd theme, sdvation, by qudifying it in afuture/present sense®® This sdvation has been
effected by God through the resurrection of the Son and, therefore, is the foundation by which dl Chris-

tians bless God.*

The future aspects of regeneration are described in 1:4-5 as an inheritance and a sdvation waiting
to bereveded. Three adjectives portray the type of inheritance received: it is (1) "eternd and incor-

ruptible,” (2) "incgpable of pollution” and (3) "like aflower that never fades™? The perfection and pu-

3SAuthorid freedom in shgping the blessings, according to the existing formulas, condtitutes the
most likely conclusion.

40Alan M. Stibbs, The Fird Epistle Generd of Peter (Grand Rapids. Eerdmans, 1959), 74,
notes the use of thisverba form ("to regenerate”’) as unique to 1 Peter, absent in the rest of the NT and
inthe LXX: "it first expresses a decisve change of status and prospect.” The closest pardld to theidea
of regeneration outside the New Testament emerges from the Essene community, which characterized
entry into their ranksin terms of persond transformation, but with an eschatologica relevance. To this
end transformation involved compl ete repentance and was depicted as resurrection and new crestion,
but not new birth; see Goppelt, 82-83.

“1See Ernest Best, 1 Peter, New Century Bible Commentary (Grand Rapids. Eerdmans, 1971),
74-75. Reinhard Deichgraber, Gotteshymnus und Chrisushymnus in der friihen Chrigenheit (Gottingen:
Vandenhoeck & Ruprecht, 1967), 77, believes the three @V phrases of 1:3-5 describe the purpose of
regeneration: "Besonders zu beachten . . . die dreifache Angabe des Halszids jewells durch @V kil.,
ahnlichwie Eph 1,10.14." T. Martin, Metaphor, 52, responds contra to the pardlelism of the @V
phrasesin Ephesians. Cf. Goppdlt, 83. The block diagram in Appendix A places "hope' and "inheri-
tance’ as modifiers of the "one who has regenerated us" whereas "sdvation” modifies the preceding
participle "being guarded.”

“2Charles Bigg, A Critica and Exegeticd Commentary on the Epistles of St. Peter and &. Jude,
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rity of the inheritance liesin stark contrast to corruptible and temporary nature of human acquisitions.*®

Furthermore, the inheritance equates to something eterndly reserved, "being kept  in the heavenlies.
While the theme of sdvation in the New Testament often denotes a present redity, 1.5 blends this

ideawith aforward focus. The point of crossover between present and future savation liesin the expe-

riencing of it now and then, yet salvation remains something partialy hidden, pending and unknown. 4

Part |1: Regeneration Present: Suffering and Joy

1 Peter 1:6-9
Even though the themes and terminology of the previous section surface on many occasons
throughout the remainder of 1 Peter, the focus of this section represents the best "preview” of what isto
follow. Addressng the apparent occasion of the letter, Christian persecution,*® it underscores and de-
finesthe essence of Chridtianity--auffering, faith, testing, and love--themes which emerge repeatedly in
the body of the letter.6

The doxological framework isreterated in 1:6 in the phrase "in whom," which refers back to "God" in

Internationd Criticd Commentary (Edinburgh: T & T Clark, 1961), 100.
43Goppdlt, 86.

4K enneth Wuest, Firg Peter in the Greek New Testament (Grand Rapids. Eerdmans, 1942),
22, understands salvation in 1.5 as the glorification of the body upon presence with the Lord. C. E. B.
Cranfidd, 1 and 2 Peter and Jude (London: SCM Press, 1960), 40, sees the eschatological nature of
sdvation as prominent in the New Testament as the present aspect: "there are no occurrences of 'save,
or 'savation', which (when carefully consdered) invaidate the satement that salvation in the New Tes-
tament is dways regarded as something of the future--eschatologicd.”

*Cranfield, 33, depicts the ensuing Neronian persecution in terms of "gathering sorm-clouds.”
4Thisis egpedidly true of the suffering maitif.
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1:347 Thisinterpretation seemsfitting in view of the subsequent verb "to rgjoice,” which contextually
would explain the action toward the subject of the prepostiond phrase® Thefollowing appositiona

phrase states the present context for the exultation, "suffering grief in al kinds of trids™®

The purpose for the temporary period of suffering isindicated in 1:7. The structure of the clause
seems to place "proving/testing” as the subject, the subjunctive form of "found” or "result" asthe verb
(following the appositiona modifier), and the accusatives "praise,” "glory" and "honor" as the direct ob-
jects. The phrase "much more precious than gold" appears to qudify the preceding noun "faith." If this
arrangement is correct, then the working-out/testing of faith, not merely faith itsdf, brings praise and

glory to God.*°

4"The masculine - disqudifies "faith" and "sdvation” in 1.5 as antecedents.

48The present tense of the verb also lends credence to this interpretation. This pogtion is cer-
tainly not among the accepted theories, which interpret the prepositiona phrasein one of three ways: (1)
as "therefore," in an absolute sense without an antecedent (see S. F. N. Morus, Praglectiones in Jacobi
et Petri Epidtolas, ed. C. A. Donat [Lepzig: Sumtibus Sommeri, 1794], 105); (2) as "this" underscoring
al of 1:6 asthe antecedent (see Conrad Horneius, In Epistolam Catholicam Sancti Apostoli Petri Pri-
orem Expoditio Litterdis [Braunschweig: Andrea Duncker, 1654], 16); and (3) the more traditional
view, which pointsto the preceding phrase, "a the last time," as antecedent (see eg., Didymus Alexan+
drinus, Enarratio in Epigtalas Cathalicas, in Patrologia Graeca 39, ed. J. P. Migne, 1756; T. Martin,
Metaphor, 62). In thiswriter's opinion, the best evidence for the traditiona view is the appositional
phrase following "rgoice’ in 1.6, contradting the "lagt time" (1.5) to "alittle while."

49], L. de Villiers, "Joy in Suffering in 1 Peter,” in Essays on the General Epidtles of the New
Tedament (Pretoriac New Testament Society of South Africa, 1975), explores the question of the
source of suffering/persecution in 1 Peter by summarizing research. Of the four references given in the
book (1:6; 3:13-17; 4:12-19; 5:9), some argue that the first two indicate a generd public-type persecu
tion as opposed to Roman intervention in the last two. The context, adjectival modifier, and the mean+
ing of the Greek term point to the generd nature of suffering; see Joseph H. Thayer, A Greek-Engdlish
Lexicon of the New Testament (Grand Rapids. Zondervan, 1982), sv. "peir aspoV."

S0Contra T. Martin, Metaphor, 64, who places "much more precious than gold” as the predicate
adjective of the accepted noun and verb. The interpretation of the verse points to the textua critical

problemin 1:7. Bruce Metzger, A Textud Commentary on the Greek New Testament (New Y ork:
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The clear antecedent to masculine relaive pronoun initiating 1:8 is " Jesus Chrigt” (1:7), the object
and source of Chrigtian love and the reason for joy. The verbsin the verse are indicative, describing the
present condition of believersSs?

As a conclusion to the second section, the doxology returns to the centra theme, salvation (1:9),
with a primary emphasis on its present sate. Nevertheless, the future aspect isimplied:

The context suggests that the joy that suffering Chrigtians experience is the joy of the end
time overflowing into the present . . . It is a present experience. We do not now receive in full
al that salvation meansto us, but that which will be consummeated in eternity is even now being
experienced in foretaste.>

Part 111: Regeneration Past: The Role of the Prophets
1 Peter 1:10-12
Thefind verses of the proem (1:10-12) probably represent the most difficulty in terms of interpre-

tation, yet they magnify the richness of Petrine theology in anutshell. In this brief section, christology,

pneumatology, eschatology and Old Testament traditions are effectively interwoven to set the stage for

United Bible Societies, 1971) admits that in Koine Greek the meaning of the text reading (" proving/test-
ing") became equivaent with that of the variant ("approved/genuing’), yet either word seemsto point to
the same concluson. Thus, "faith” in its essence iswhat is"more precious than gold,” and "proving" or
"genuineness' of faith represent what brings glory and honor to God; see Appendix B.

*1Bo Reicke, The Epidtles of James, Peter, and Jude (Garden City, NY: Doubleday & Co.,
1964), 80, suggests that these verbs are imperatives. While it would be fitting with the purpose of the
letter to encourage Christians to love and rgjoice in Jesus, the context seems to favor an existing redlity
as much as what they should be doing.

52Curtis Vaughan and Thomas D. Lea, 1, 2 Peter, Jude, Bible Study Commentary (Grand Rap-
ids: Zondervan, 1988), 27; cf. Robert Mounce, A Living Hope:t A Commentary on 1 and 2 Peter
(Grand Rapids. Eerdmans, 1982), 15: "something more than eschatologica ddiverance.”
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the body of the letter.>® The context centers around the main theme of savation with specid reference
to the role of the prophetsin the present and future aspects of it.>

The opening identification of prophets with sdvation in 1:10 implies thair fulfillment of God's ulti-
mate purpose.> In this connection, savation formed the basis for the prophetic endeavor. This over-
arching task is defined in 1:10-12 asfollows: (1) aforecast of the coming suffering and glory of the
Messah, through the agency of the Spirit; (2) an attempt to discern the time and circumstances of the
things they prophesied; and (3) the provison of such knowledge in behdf of future generations.>®

The chief problems surrounding 1:10-12 congtitute the agency of revelation, particularly the "pirit
of Chrig" (1:11) and "angds' (1:12). Schutter suggests that the "spirit of Chrig" may be identified as a-

ther (1) the exdted Lord in his spiritua being, (2) the Holy Spirit, (3) a pirit gppointed to bear witness

S3William L. Schutter, Hermeneutic and Composition in | Peter (Tubingen: J. C. B. Mohr,
1989), 100-109, considers 1:10-12 the hermeneutica key to 1 Peter. Though he admits the textud dif-
ficulties of the section, Schutter asserts (102) that the passage signifies the prominence of "revelatory
mediain service to the unfolding of God's eschatologica plan of sdvation (the prophets via the Spirit) in
which knowledge plays a decisverole” His underlying presupposition is the influence of the Jewish her-
meneuticd tradition on the Christian community; eg., the smilarities of 1:13-2:10 to the methods of
homiletic midrash.

%4In this connection, the past/present/future schema of the three divisions of the proem (with ref-
erence to salvation) can be discerned:

1:3-5: predominantly future idea, mixed with present aspects

1:6-9: predominantly present idea, mixed with future aspects

1:10-12: predominantly past idea, incorporating future and particularly present aspectsinto the
discusson.

S5Goppelt, 96.

S6\Vaughanand Lea, 28-29.
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to Chrigt, or (4) the pre-exigent Chrig in his spiritud being.5” Discussons concerning angels normaly
try to equate this reference to the "spiritsin prison” in 3:19 or the supplanted beingsin 3:22.58

The sgnificance of the prophets of old to the present aspect of sdvation isthat their message en
talled the essence of Chritian preaching (1:12).5° This prophetic dissemination was passed down to the

present age viathe Spirit and through the gpostles.s°

S7Schutter, 103-104. Most scholars opt for the pre-exigent Chrigt or the Holy Spirit asthe
proper interpretation; for the former, see Bigg, 109-10; Goppdt, 97-98; and Kelly, 60. For the latter,
see Davids, 62; and Cranfield, 43.

s8Schutter, 104, magnifies the "multiplicity of spirit-beings' who mediate spiritua wisdom and
knowledge in the passage rather than state a specific viewpoint. Beare, 94, notes the correlation of
1:12 with 3:22 in this respect but does not restrict the interpretation of 1:12 to it; cf. Best, 83.

Vaughanand Lea, 29.

50Goppdt, 100; cf. Kelly, 63.
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CHAPTER THREE
CONCLUSIONS

The definitive theme from this study on the proems of the New Testament, especidly 1 Peter 1:3-
12, isthar place and significance in early Christian epistolary correspondence. Before they can be dis-
missed as digointed pieces or insarted portions of materid, the proems should be given careful consid-
eration as compositiond dements prepared by the writers of the New Testament.

Theinitid chapter of this study reveded that the proem was basicdly a prayer of thanksgiving, a
form which was not restricted to the pages of the New Testament. In extra-biblical literature, it was
combined occasondly with a hedlth wish, and in biblica correspondence, dements of blessang or inter-
cession often characterized the form. Furthermore, particularly for Paul and Peter, the form underwent
adaptation according the specific occason and intention of the letter. While smilarities of vocabulary,
syntax and theme emerged from the proems examined, no overarching unanimity was established be-
tween them. In this sense, each proem displayed its own unique character.

The exegess of 1 Peter 1:3-12 reveded that the position and content of the proem played asig-
nificant role for the understanding and interpretation of the entire letter. In this connection, many of the
themes introduced by the proem (e.g., hope, suffering, love) were expounded in the letter- body; thus,
the proem could be congtrued as atype of "preview" to the subsequent materid. In addition to this, the
proem defined the characteristics as well as the parameters of its central theme, salvation, and placed

them in adoxologicd framework. In sum, the discusson highlighted sdvation as future in terms of in-
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heritance and what isto be reveded, present in light of its outworking in suffering, love and joy, and past
in the sense of therole of the prophets. However, each of these time elements is so well-blended within
the proem subdivisions that no aspect of savation is emphasized to the chagrin of the others.

These findings seem to lend credence to the traditiond view of 1 Peter as persecution literature;
furthermore, they support the conclusion that the readers/hearers of the letter needed to understand not
only how to respond to difficult Stuations, but (more importantly) to discover the true meaning of being
Chrigtians. These determinations would congtitute some of the most gppropriate applications of this
passage to the modern trends/practices of churches and individua Chrigtians.

Beyond this, 1 Peter 1:3-12 succinctly traces salvation history from a specific point in the past to
the present, pointing to its ultimate revelation a the end of time. The persondities involved in the divine

task change, but the message, its power and agency do not.
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Appendix A:
BLOCK DIAGRAM

103 Euloghto"™ o geo™
kai
pathr
tou kuriou hmwn !lhsou Cristou,
kata to polu autou eleo”
0...anagennhsa"™ hma"
ei"” elpida zwsan
di! anastasew'" !lhsou Cristou
ek nekrwn,
klhronomian
afgarton
kai
amianton
kai
amaranton,
tethrhmenhn
en ouranoi"'
ei" uma"

104 el

en dunamei geou
105 tou"...frouroumenou"

dia pistew"

eil" swthrian

etoimhn apokalufghnai
en kairw escatw.

106 en w agalliasqge,
oligon arti
ei deon »estinY%
luphgente™
en poikiloi™ peirasmoi’,

1o7 ina to dokimion umwn th" pistew'... euregh
polutimoteron
crusiou
tou apollumenou
dia puro”
de
dokimazomenou,
eil’ epainon
kai
doxan
kai
timhn

en apokaluyei
Ilhsou Cristou:

ouk idonte"
108 on...agapate,
arti
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mh orwnte"
de
pisteuonte™
ei” on...agalliasge
cara
aneklalhtw kai dedoxasmenh
komizomenoi to telo™ th" pistew'»umwn¥
swthrian yucwn.

109

1010 Peri h" swthria”
exezhthsan
kai
exhraunhsan profhtai
oi peri th" ei”™ uma" carito” profhteusante",
lo1l eraunwnte"
ei"” tina
h
en autoi"
poion kairon edhlou to...pneuma Cristou
ei” Criston
promarturomenon ta...paghmata
kai
meta tauta
ta"...doxa".

12 oi" apekalufgh
oti ouc eautoi' umin de dihkonoun auta,

a nun anhggelh umin
dia twn euaggelisamenwn uma"
»eny, pneumati agiw
apostalenti
ap! ouranou,
a epiqumousin aggeloi parakuyai.

el
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