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The THREE PROOFS that the 1st letter of Peter was fake:

PROOF # 1: Unlike Paul, Peter was definitely not a man of letters, neither a scholar, much less a theologian.

Peter was but just a simple fisherman whose days were mostly devoted to fishing and who probably had not much formal education that it would not be a surprise if he’s a no-read-no-write person.

In the Gospel of Mark, Peter and the rest of the apostles were even portrayed as somewhat dense or slow at understanding.

Let me cite three of those instances in the Gospel of Mark.

INSTANCE # 1:

This instance happened right after the TRANSFIGURATION when Jesus ordered Peter, James, and John not to tell anyone what they had seen UNTIL HE HAD RISEN FROM THE DEAD. 

And then, Peter, James and John wondered what Jesus meant by “RISING FROM THE DEAD.”

Mark 9:9-10

As they were coming down the mountain, Jesus gave them orders not to tell anyone what they had seen until the Son of Man had risen from the dead. 

They kept the matter to themselves, DISCUSSING WHAT “RISING FROM THE DEAD” MEANT.

INSTANCE # 2:

This instance has connection to the two miracles of the loaves that Jesus had recently performed.  

In the first miracle, Jesus used FIVE LOAVES to feed 5,000, with a leftover of TWELVE BASKETS.

In the second miracle, Jesus used SEVEN LOAVES to feed 4,000, with a leftover of SEVEN BASKETS.

Right after the second miracle, Jesus warned the apostles to be careful about the YEAST of the Pharisees and of Herod.  

The yeast that Jesus is referring to is the hypocrisy of the Pharisees and the Herodians, but the apostles think of it as the physical yeast or leaven used in making bread.

Mark 8:13-21

Then he left them, got back into the boat and crossed to the other side.

The disciples had forgotten to bring bread, except for one loaf they had with them in the boat. 

“Be careful,” Jesus warned them. “Watch out for the yeast of the Pharisees and that of Herod.”

They discussed this with one another and said, “IT IS BECAUSE WE HAVE NO BREAD.”

Aware of their discussion, Jesus asked them: “Why are you talking about having no bread? Do you still not see or understand? Are your hearts hardened? Do you have eyes but fail to see, and ears but fail to hear? And don’t you remember? When I broke the five loaves for the five thousand, how many basketfuls of pieces did you pick up?”

“Twelve,” they replied.

“And when I broke the seven loaves for the four thousand, how many basketfuls of pieces did you pick up?”

They answered, “Seven.”

He said to them, “DO YOU STILL NOT UNDERSTAND?”

INSTANCE # 3

This instance is about the PARABLE OF THE SOWER that Jesus had just spoken about, but the meaning of which the apostles could not understand.

Mark 4:10-13

When he was alone, the Twelve and the others around him asked him about the parables. 

He told them, “The secret of the kingdom of God has been given to you. But to those on the outside everything is said in parables so that, ‘they may be ever seeing but never perceiving, and ever hearing but never understanding; otherwise they might turn and be forgiven!’”

Then Jesus said to them, “DON’T YOU UNDERSTAND THIS PARABLE? HOW THEN WILL YOU UNDERSTAND ANY PARABLE?”

And so that is Peter, together with the other apostles—DENSE AND SLOW AT UNDERSTANDING—as far as the Gospel of Mark is concerned.

But then in the FIRST LETTER OF PETER, Peter, the fisherman from Galilee, suddenly burst out like a man of letters, a scholar and well-versed in the Scriptures, sounding like a professor holding a PhD in Theology—that even Jesus himself would be astounded to hear him talking that way. 

PROOF # 2:  The 1st letter of Peter has many striking similarities in content and even in style with some of the writings of Paul that one would think it’s Paul who wrote the letter, not Peter.

Jesus and Paul are OCEANS APART in terms of doctrine.  If Jesus is north, Paul is south.

Due to this, expect the “TRUE FOLLOWERS OF JESUS” to be talking differently from the TRUE FOLLOWERS OF PAUL, and vice-versa.

A good example of a true follower of Jesus is JAMES—his very own brother. 

If you read the Letter of James in the New Testament, you will note that his views strongly oppose the views of Paul, especially on the issue of faith and good works.  

Why the clash?  Because James is a TRUE FOLLOWER of Jesus, whose teachings differ from the teachings of Paul. 

Inversely, if you are a “TRUE FOLLOWER OF PAUL,” you will not like James.  

A good example is MARTIN LUTHER.  

Because Martin Luther is a true follower of Paul whose doctrines are contradictory to Jesus, Martin Luther rejected the Book of James as being non-canonical; meaning, the Book of James ought not to be in the New Testament.  

Now, Peter had been with Jesus for almost three years.  He was a TRUE FOLLOWER OF JESUS.  In fact, he was the leading follower of Jesus, anointed by Jesus to lead his flock.  Therefore, everyone would expect Peter to be talking like Jesus.  

Yet curiously, in 1 Peter, PETER IS TALKING LIKE PAUL, and not like Jesus.  What happened?

Because the 1st Letter of Peter was not really the work of Peter but by some TRUE FOLLOWER OF PAUL.  

The following are some of the similarities between the 1st Letter of Peter and the epistles of Paul. 

FIRST SIMILARITY: CONCERNING RESPECT FOR AUTHORITY

1 Peter 2:13-14, Peter wrote:

Submit yourselves for the Lord’s sake to EVERY HUMAN AUTHORITY: whether to the EMPEROR as the supreme authority, or to GOVERNORS, 

TITUS 3:1, Paul wrote:

Remind them to be submissive to RULERS AND AUTHORITIES

1Timothy 2:1-3, Paul wrote:

I urge that supplications, prayers, intercessions, and thanksgivings be made for all people, FOR KINGS AND ALL WHO ARE IN HIGH POSITIONS

SECOND SIMILARITY: CONCERNING SLAVE-MASTER RELATIONSHIP

1 Peter 2:18, Peter wrote:

Slaves, in reverent fear of God submit yourselves to your masters, 

Ephesians 6:5, Paul wrote:

Slaves, obey your earthly masters with respect and fear, 

Colossians 3:22, Paul wrote:

Slaves, obey your earthly masters in everything

THIRD SIMILARITY:  CONCERNING WIFE-TO-HUSBAND RELATIONSHIP

1 Peter 3:1, Peter wrote:

Wives, in the same way submit yourselves to your own husbands. 

Ephesians 5:22, Paul wrote:

Wives, submit yourselves to your own husbands 

Colossians 3:18, Paul wrote:

Wives, submit yourselves to your husbands,

FOURTH SIMILARITY:  CONCERNING HUSBAND-TO-WIFE RELATIONSHIP

1 Peter 3:7, Peter wrote:

Husbands, in the same way be considerate as you live with your wives. 

Ephesians 5:28, Paul wrote:

In the same way husbands ought to love their wive. 

Colossians 3:19, Paul wrote:

"Husbands, love your wives..."

FIFTH SIMILARITY: CONCERNING WOMEN APPEARANCE

1 Peter 3:3 Peter wrote:

Your beauty should not come from outward adornment, such as elaborate hairstyles and the wearing of gold jewelry or fine clothes. 

1 Timothy 2:9 Paul wrote:

I also want the women to dress modestly, with decency and propriety, adorning themselves, not with elaborate hairstyles or gold or pearls or expensive clothes.

SIXTH SIMILARITY:  CONCERNING SERVANT-MASTER RELATIONSHIP

1 Peter 2:18, Peter wrote:

Servants must respect their masters.

Ephesians 6:5, Paul wrote:

Servants, obey your masters.

SEVENTH SIMILARITY: CONCERNING “PERISHABLE AND IMPERISHABLE”

1 Peter 1:23, Peter wrote:

For you have been born again, not of PERISHABLE seed, but of IMPERISHABLE, through the living and enduring word of God. 

The concept of “Perishable and Imperishable” is unique to Paul like in 1 Corinthians 15:54, Paul wrote:

When the PERISHABLE has been clothed with the IMPERISHABLE, and the mortal with immortality, then the saying that is written will come true: 

PROOF # 3:  To corroborate my claim, some modern scholars really regard the 1st Letter of Peter as the work of a later Christian writer due to, among other things, the cultivated Greek in which it was written.

Another reason is the letter’s allusion to widespread persecution of Christians, which did not occur until at least the time of Emperor Domitian who reigned from 81 to 96 AD, long after the Apostle Peter was already dead and gone.

In this view, the letter must have been written not from the apostolic age before 70 AD while Peter was still alive, but from the end of the 1st century or even the beginning of the 2nd century. 
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And so, who wrote the 1st Letter of Peter?

My answer is: “Certainly, a DISCIPLE OF PAUL, who is well versed in the doctrines of Paul.”  

The greater likelihood is it could not just be the work of one person, but a group of people who are no other than the MEMBERS OF THE CHURCH—the EARLY CHURCH FATHERS themselves.

And in order to lend authority to the letter, the pseudo-writers did not only use the name of Peter but also the name of SILVANUS as the CHOSEN SCRIBE through whom the letter was written.

1 Peter 5:12

I write this briefly through Sylvanus, whom I consider a faithful brother, 

WHO IS SILVANUS?

Together with Timothy, Silvanus, who is also called “Silas,” is Paul’s CO-AUTHOR of the two letters to the THESSALONIANS.

Together with Timothy again, Silvanus is also Paul’s CO-PREACHER in the Second Epistle to the CORINTHIANS.

Silvanus was already long dead and gone when the 2nd Letter of Peter was written.

Having maliciously borrowed the name of Peter as the writer of the letter, and the name of Silvanus as the scribe, the fake work had truly assumed an appearance of GENUINE AUTHENTICITY, enabling it to be canonical and form part of the New Testament.  Beautiful, ha? 

NOW, LET’S TAKE THE 2ND LETTER OF PETER which is also a FAKE WORK! 
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