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Today’s epistle reading of 1 Peter is obviously on the Christian conduct, 

how we should live in godliness. In fact, 1 Peter is perhaps the best book in NT 
to introduce Christian Ethics. In 3.1 the Christian women are told that, even if 
pagan husbands do not listen to what is said, they may be won over to 
Christianity when they see the reverent and pure conduct of their wives. But the 
fact that this is possible is no excuse for not speaking up. If we accept the author 
of 1 Peter is the apostle Peter, it is interesting to see how he is depicted in the 
book of Acts of Apostles. 

 
 This morning, therefore, let us look at the post-resurrection Peter. What a 
remarkable change we find him in the book of Acts. The Peter of the gospels is 
a man of failure and little faith, but the Peter of Acts is truly a man of God. The 
contrast is so stark so much so one wonders what have caused such a huge 
change in him. There is no better answer than the resurrection of Jesus. Without 
the resurrection, I don’t think Peter could have changed so drastically. Perhaps 
that is why the modern liturgical revisers chose 1 Peter to be read as epistle 
reading during Easter season. 
 
 Today’s first reading is the conclusion of Peter’s evangelistic talk at 
Pentecost.This is is the first Christian sermon ever uttered. This morning I don't 
have enough time to go through the whole speech with you. What I would like 
to draw your attention to is its Christ-centredness. I hope we know what 
mistake Peter made in the Transfiguration story. He had a muddled 
understanding of who Jesus was. He would place Jesus on the equal par with 
Moses and Elijah, the two prominent figures of OT. Now in this sermon Peter 
quoted OT quite extensively in order to prove that Jesus was indeed the Christ 
foretold. The undeniable proof of Jesus as God’s anointed was that He rose 
from the dead and even this stupendous event had also been foretold by the OT. 
Listen to what Peter said about Jesus, `This Jesus God raised up, and of that we 
all are witnesses. Let the house of Israel therefore know assuredly that God has 
made him both Lord and Christ, this Jesus whom you crucified.’  
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 Don’t you notice the stark contrast between the pre-resurrection Peter and 
the post-resurrection Peter? In the confession story in Caesaera Philippi Peter 
was reluctant to accept any meaning attached to Jesus’ death. In the story of 
Transfiguration, Peter did not think of Jesus as unique and supreme. He was 
more or less like Moses and Elijah. But in this first sermon, Peter gave a superb 
understanding of who Jesus was and why everyone should turn to him for 
salvation. Once again, we may ask, `What made Peter changed his view so 
soon?’ Well, if it was not the encounter with the risen Lord, I cannot think of 
any other reason. In Luke’s story we are told that after Jesus rose from the dead, 
on the road to Emmaus Jesus accompanied two disciples and on the journey 
Jesus ‘Beginning with Moses and all the prophets, interpreted to them in all the 
scriptures the things concerning himself.’ I think, Peter in his encounter with 
the risen Lord would also have been told the same thing. In other words, it was 
the encounter with the Risen Lord and his special teaching about himself from 
the scripture that Peter came to conceive a radical view of Jesus. Gone is his 
previous held view that Jesus was just on equal par with great OT figures, such 
as Moses and Elijah.   
 
 I believe, as this first sermon clearly shows, Peter also came to have a 
different view of the OT. In the past, Peter may have simply accepted that the 
OT did say something about the Messiah but not sure who He was and why he 
should die. But in this sermon, Peter was in no doubt that the OT had foretold 
who Christ was and why he should died and even mentioned his resurrection. 
St. Augustine said, `the OT is Christ concealed and the NT is Christ revealed.’ 
In the first sermon of Peter, this is exactly how he operated the OT passages. In 
the quoted OT passages Peter recognized Christ was concealed in them and 
therefore it was his duty to make Him revealed in his sermon. 
 
 Peter is of like nature of ourselves. It was through encountering with the 
risen Lord he had a radical view of the OT and grasped the true meaning of 
Jesus in his person as the Christ and also in his death and resurrection. So much 
recent work have been poured into the historical quest of  who Jesus was. I 
don’t belittle their significance and honest research. However, our radical view 
of Jesus takes its point of departure from our personal experience of 
encountering with the risen Lord. Once we know that we can have a living 
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relationship with the risen Lord, then our reading of the OT will also shed new 
light. Christ becomes the interpretative principle in our reading of the OT. OT is 
no longer a dull reading without much interest. Every time we read the OT we 
have the excitement and expectation of finding Christ in every page there.  
 
 No wonder Peter could have quoted the OT passages at ease to prove Jesus 
is God’s anointed, i.e. the Christ and his resurrection being foretold in the OT.  
 
 In v. 36 Peter said, `God has made him both Lord and Christ, this Jesus 
whom you crucified.’ Contrast this saying with Peter’s thrice denial! You will 
then know how much Peter had indeed changed. Just before his crucifixion, and 
when asked about his relationship with Him Peter three times declared that he 
knew nothing about Jesus. He was scared of others finding out that he was one 
of his disciples. But after forty days or so, Peter declared, this time publicly, `It 
was you who crucified him, but he was my Lord and God’s anointed as well.’ 
At the denial, Peter declared that he showed no interest whatsoever with Jesus. 
But in this first sermon, he manifested his knowledge of Jesus with quite a 
daring touch. He accused the Jews for crucifying Jesus. Peter was not scared 
any more of others finding out his relationship with Jesus. He was even on the 
attack of them.   
 

We have learned from Peter’s mistake so that we will not repeat them in our 
daily walk with Jesus. But we need also to learn from Peter’s courage, to be on 
the attack when we are asked about our relationship with Him. 

 
 The gospels tell us Jesus forgave Peter’s denial. Peter, however, wanted to 
prove that his repentance was genuine and therefore fitting to Jesus’ 
forgiveness; so, he was on the attack, as it were to cancel out his denial. Three 
times he said, `I don’t know this man called Jesus.’ In one sense Peter was 
saying, `I crucified Jesus.’ Now in the sermon he said, `You crucify Jesus 
because you deny him to be your Lord and you don’t believe him to be Christ.’  
 
 We tend to have the wrong idea that we must defend the Gospel at all cost. 
Why do I say it is wrong? Because it gives the wrong impression that the gospel 
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becomes rather passive and requires defending. No, the gospel must be on the 
attack. The Christian Soldier is not a defending soldier but rather an attacking 
soldier.  
 
 Of course, like every battle, victory is won by strategy. In our attack on 
behalf of the gospel, on behalf of Jesus Christ, we must also have the strategy. 
Our strategy will be in many ways different from Peter’s because our cultures 
are so wide apart. But whatever strategy we may deploy, Peter has shown us 
what is most important in the attack. The ammunition is always the death of 
Jesus on the cross. We may not be so crude and blunt as Peter in saying, `You 
crucify Jesus’. But the gospel will not be gospel if the cross of Christ is not 
mentioned at all.  
 
 St. Paul is no different to St.Peter in his view of preaching the gospel. St. 
Paul writes, `For I decided to know nothing among you, except Jesus Christ and 
him crucified.’  
 
 Don’t you think it is easier not to repeat Peter’s mistake than to be like him 
on the attack. It requires serious searching and studying of the OT before one 
can actually go into the battle.  
 
 But let me remind you, Peter is of like nature of ourselves. He could do it, so 
can we. Likewise, he could do it because he was totally changed in his 
encounter with the risen Lord. We can also do it because we have also 
encountered the risen Lord. 
 
 


