A Study of 2 Peter — Study Guide

Primary Commentary: Concordia Commentary on 2 Peter and Jude by Curtis P. Giese, M.
Div, PhD.

Authorship and Canonicity of 2 Peter
Regarding this topic Dr. Giese states (in part) the following:

The aunthenticity of 2 Peter is one of the most challenging isagogical issues in the N'T: Internally,
the style of 2 Peter significantly differs from 1 Peter, and some scholars take this as a reason to
donbt Peter’s authorship of the second epistle. As for external issues, Green encapsulates the status
well: “No book in the Canon is so poorly attested among the Fathers, yet 2 Peter has
incomparably better support for its inclusion [in the Canon| than the best attested of the excluded
books.” [Hebrews, James, 2 Peter, 2 and 3 John, Jude, and Revelation]... Eusebius records
Origin (ca. AD 185 — 253) as the first to mention the book of 2 Peter by name. Nonetheless, the
merits of 2 Peter quickly became clear. The church was committed to affirming the canonicity only
of those works that deserved to be regarded as Scripture. Two essential criteria were apostolic
anthorship and content in harmony with the rest of Scriptures. Evaluated by both criteria, 2 Peter
obviously is superior to any pseudepigraph claiming Peter’s authorship. "This commentary maintains
the anthenticity of 2 Peter, both in terms of its authorship by the apostle and its scriptural content.

*Isagogics = a branch of theology that is preliminary to actual exegesis [Biblical
Interpretation] and deals with the literary and external history of the Bible. Source:
Google

In plain English, what is Dr. Giese stating about 2 Peter? @

How do the following verses provide a possible explanation of why 1 Peter and 2 Peter
have significant differences in style and vocabulary?

What do we learn in 1 Peter 5:12 — 14 regarding the writing of 1 Peter vs 2 Peter?

Who was Silas (Silvanus)?

Acts 15:22 - 23, 30 — 32




Acts 15:36 — 41

How does this background information about Silas help support the differences
between 1 Peter and 2 Peter if Silas (Silvanus) was the scribe for Petet’s first epistle?

How do the following verses help support this hypothesis?

Galatians 6:11 — 12 and 1 Corinthians 16:19 — 24

2 Thessalonian 1:1 -2

Dr. Giese in his Concordia Commentary also points out that if 2 Peter is
pseudepigraphal [i.e. a forgery by someone claiming authorship of Peter], “the author
of 2 Peter could have been expected to write in a style that more closely resembles
the better-attested [and more widely known] letter of 1 Peter.” What are your
thoughts on this argument?

Dr. Giese on 2 Peter 1:1 points out that the author identifies himself “with the atypical name
Simeon Peter” rather than the typical Greek word for “Simon” as found in the Gospels.

The Greek word for Simeon is “only found only in Acts 15:14 where James refers to Peter in
his speech to the Apostolic Council.” How does the author calling himself “Simeon”
support the contention that the Apostle, Simon Peter, is the author?

How does 2 Peter 1:12 — 15 provide “internal evidence” that Peter is the author of 2 Peter?

How does 2 Peter 1:16 — 18 also provide evidence of Peter’s authorship?




The account of the Transfiguration is told to us in the Synoptic Gospels — Matthew,
Mark, and Luke — and generally give a very similar description of the
Transfiguration. Compare 2 Peter 1:16 — 18 with Mark 9:2 — 8. Considering that
Mark is likely “Peter’s Gospel” with Mark having recorded Peter’s account of the
life of Jesus, what differences do you see between the accounts?

How does the fact that there are differences lend weight that 2 Peter is authored by
the Apostle Peter?

How do 2 Peter 3:1 and 2 Peter 3:15 provide additional internal evidence of Peter’s
authorship?

As we continue our study of 2 Peter, be on the lookout for additional evidence of “Petrine
Authorship”.

Purpose and Content of 2 Peter

Compare 1 Peter 1:1 — 2 with 2 Peter 1:1 - 2.

Keeping in mind 2 Peter 3:1, what part of the world is Peter likely addressing in 2 Peter?
How does this possibly also shed light on Jude’s recipients?

What similarities and differences do you see between the opening verses of 1* and 2™ Peter?

What theological point is made about Jesus in verse 17




Dr. Geise points out that this greeting is unique among the N'T greetings in that it extends a
blessing of knowledge in addition to grace and peace. What are the differences between
having:

Grace

Peace

Knowledge

2 Peter 1:3 — 4 not only has significant theological implications but it also has a tremendous amount
of joy, comfort, and wonder packed into it.

What are the theological implications of these two verses?

What about these verses gives us joy, comfort, and wonder?

Let’s now read 2 Peter 1:5 — 11.

What theological and practical shift do we see in these verses compared to the previous two?

What does it mean to “supplement” or “add” to our faith in verse 5?

What is the significance of the progression of virtues in verses 5 — 7?




Based on these verses, whose responsibility is it to obtain these virtues?

By looking again at verses 3 — 4 along with 5 — 10, how do we do this?

How could the last phrase of verse 10 along with verse 11 be interpreted incorrectly that we
are at least partially saved by works and how does a correct interpretation in the context of
verses 3 and 10 refute that theology?

Let’s read 2 Peter 1:12 — 2:3.

What is Peter’s general purpose or what foundation is he laying in verses 12- 21?

How do verses 12 — 15 set the stage in support this purpose or lay down a part of the
foundation?

How do verses 16 — 21 support this purpose and complete the foundation of what is to
follow?

What action is Peter wanting from the recipients of his Epistle in verse 15 and what does
that fully entail for them and for us?




2 Peter 1:19 contains a significant amount of figurative language. What is the meaning of
the figurative language and what hope and comfort does this verse give us?

2 Peter 1:19 — 21 is one of the most important selections in the entire Bible that explain how
the Bible came to be and that it is God’s Word. Verse 21 is a classic memorization text for
Lutheran Catechism classes. Let’s look a little closer at this section.

How do verses 20 — 21 relate to verse 19?

How do these verses describe how the Scriptures came to be? (Or how did the Holy
Spirit interact with the authors of the books of the Bible?)

How did the way people wrote the Bible impact:

how we interpret the Bible?

reflect on the Bible?

act on the Bible? See also 2 Timothy 3:16.

How does 2 Peter 3:15 — 16 impact what Peter is saying in these verses?




How would you respond to someone saying, “I’m a Christian but there are some
things in the Bible that I cannot accept’?

If you are struggling to answer that question, note what some of the
examples of what Jesus by examining Matthew 26:51 — 56, Matthew 19:3 —
6 and Luke 10:25 — 28. How do these examples provide a good
substance/content to a response as well as a good demeanor in giving the
response?

How does Peter “turn the tables” on the “false prophets” [note that Dr. Giese states that the
best translation is to call them “false teachers”] in 2 Peter 2:1 — 3?

What is at the “core” of the teachings (see verse 1) of these heretics and what examples do
we have of that occurring today?

What are the results and what is the impact of the teachings of the false teachers?

What descriptive phrase does Peter use to describe the Christian faith and what is the
significance of that description?

How is the Christian faith being blasphemed within “the Church” of today (albeit a
loose definition of the Church)?




We have already extensively covered the second chapter of 2 Peter in our study of Jude since the
second chapter of 2 Peter borrows and elaborates on Jude. Therefore, we will only briefly review
those verses.

What general point is Peter making in 2 Peter 2:4 — 10a?

What general point is Peter making in 2 Peter 2:10b — 16?

What general point is Peter making in 2 Peter 2:17 — 22?

As we read Chapter 3 note how Peter’s tone changes. Dr. Giese points out that this is the first time
in the letter that Peter addresses the recipients as “beloved” as he continues to warn them about the
apostates in their midst. Let’s start with 2 Peter 3:1-7.

Verse 1 references that this letter is his “second letter”. There are many parallel passages or
themes between 1Peter and 2 Peter. Compare the verses we just read with 1 Peter 1:13 —
21. What similar themes do you see between the two selections?

What are the “scoffers” saying in 2 Peter 3:3 — 4¢

How does Peter turn their own argument on them in verses 5 — 77

Why is the belief that there will be a return of Christ to judge the earth and all people for all
of time critical to the Christian faith?




Peter obviously emphasized the historicity and significance of the Flood. What do the
following verses that reference Noah or the Flood, tell us about the significance and
meaning of the Flood and/or the Second Coming of Christ?

1 Peter 3:18 — 22

To what two things (at least) is the Flood a type?

What do we learn about Baptism in these verses?

Luke 17:22 - 30

Hebrews 11:7

Let’s read 2 Peter 3:8 — 13.

What is the meaning of verse 8 and how could (has) this verse be (been)
misinterpreted?

How is verse 9 similar in thought to 1 Peter 3:18 — 20 and what does Christ’s
“apparent delay” say about God, our salvation, and His love for us?

What point is God making to us in verse 11?




How is it that we can “hasten” the coming of the Lord? See verse 12.

How does Matthew 24:13 — 14 relate to this? Or does it?

What evidence do we see in verse 12 regarding the person of Jesus and the Trinity?

What will carry over from the old creation to the new creation? See verse 13.

We tend to think of our life as from the day we were born to the day we will die. In
what way does this mentality play into what the scoffers were saying even for a
Christian who is “Bible believing” and rejects what the heretics and scoffers are

teaching? (Or, based on these verses, what is a better mentality to have as we go
through life?)

Let’s finish 2 Peter by reading verses 14 — 18 of Chapter 3.

These verses give several imperatives on what we should be doing to lead a sanctified
life. At the same time, how do these verses confirm or reveal not only what our
motivation should be to do that, but how to accomplish the imperatives?

What does Peter mean by “be at peace” and if we are not how do we get there?
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What does it mean to “count the patience of our Lord as salvation” in verse 15?

We have previously discussed how Peter’s reference to the letters of Paul helps to
confirm that the first century Christian Church regarded Paul’s letters as “Scriptural”
and inspired by God. However, why does Peter bring up the letters of Paul in this
final exhortation to the readers?

What caution do we see in verse 17 and what does that mean (or look like/happen)
in everyday life?

According to one commentator, the Greek at the end of verse 17 for “fall
from your secure position” (NIV) or “lose your own stability” (ESV) is the
same Greek words used by Jesus when he addressed Peter in Luke 22:32.
What additional insight does that give us about 2 Peter 3:17?

What solution are we given in verse 18 and what does that look like in day-
to-day practice?

“His divine power has granted to us all things that pertain to life and godliness, through the
knowledge of him who called us to his own glory and excellence, by which he has granted to
us his precious and very great promises, so that through them you may become partakers of
the divine nature, having escaped from the corruption that is in the world because of sinful
desire. For this very reason, make every effort to supplement your faith with virtue, and
virtue with knowledge, and knowledge with self-control, and self-control with steadfastness,
and steadfastness with godliness, and godliness with brotherly affection, and brotherly
affection with love.”

2 Peter 1:3 -7 ESV
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