| | | | | not knowing is not fatal. While reading scripture is often an experience of distance, of being aware of long ago and far away, it is also an experience of intimacy. The Holy Spirit operating in the text and in the reader join in generating and regenerating faith. Thus, we enter into the study of these three letters with that expectation. | | | |
| | | | | There remains the question as to why Jude is placed in this volume along with the letters of Peter. Jude does not follow 1 and 2 Peter in the order of books in the New Testament, and if the question is simply a practical one of combining small writings, then why not 1, 2, 3 John and Jude? The answer will come with even a casual reading of the epistle of Jude. The content of Jude is unusually similar to that of 2 Peter, especially chapter 2. In fact, in its central message 2 Peter is much closer to Jude than to 1 Peter. Therefore, while the epistles of Peter offer little help in interpreting each other, Jude will aid in understanding 2 Peter, and vice versa. | | | |
| | | | | Having said this about the relationship, or lack thereof, among these three writings, it is well to remind ourselves that they have a common literary heritage in that all three are letters. The letter, or epistle, is the most common literary form in the New Testament, 21 of the 27 books being, at least partially, in epistolary style. Even the Revelation to John is actually a pastoral letter to seven churches in Asia Minor. The nature of the epistolary form and its significance for understanding the content will become evident in the discussion of each letter. | | | |
| | | | | And, finally, these three writings belong to that group of epistles called "general" or "catholic." In the New Testament there are seven: James, 1 and 2 Peter, 1, 2, and 3 John, and Jude. They are called general or catholic (universal) epistles because they are addressed to the church at large or, at least, to the church scattered over a wide geographical area. By contrast, Paul's letters are to particular congregations or persons. Naturally one would expect to find in a general letter a lack of specific details about the readers and their situations. Likewise, general letters reflect a relationship between writers and readers quite different from that exhibited in Paul's letters to friends and to congregations he knew quite well. Who would dare, who would have the authority to address with words of command, correction, and pastoral oversight, "the church at large?" Obviously general epistles reflect a time and place in which certain leaders assumed a normative influence over the church as church and not merely over congregations to which they had ministered. And because these letters are to readers with no particular address, their titles do not bear the names of the recipients, as do Paul's, but rather those of the senders; that is, Peter, Jude, James, and John. | | | |
|