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4. Social Relationships  (2Q 2017—1 and 2 Peter) 

 

Biblical material: 1 Pet. 2:13–23; 1 Pet. 3:1–7; 1 Cor. 7:12–16; Gal. 3:27, 28; Acts 

5:27–32; Lev. 19:18; 1 Pet. 4:8. 

 

Quotes 

• The church is not simply a religious body looking for a safe place to do its own 

thing within a wider political or social world. The church is neither more nor less 

than people who bear witness, by their very existence and in particular their 

holiness and their unity (Colossians 3), that Jesus is the world’s true lord, 

ridiculous or even scandalous though this may seem. N.T. Wright 

• The Bible is a study guide for social interaction. Prince 

• Moral authority comes from following universal and timeless principles like 

honesty, integrity, treating people with respect. Stephen Covey 

• No man has any natural authority over his fellow men. Jean-Jacques Rousseau 

• When dictatorship is a fact, revolution becomes a right. Victor Hugo 

• Once vigorous measures appear to be the only means left of bringing the 

Americans to a due submission to the mother country, the colonies will submit. 

George III 

• Unthinking respect for authority is the greatest enemy of truth. Albert Einstein 

• Woman: a foe to friendship, an inescapable punishment, a necessary evil. 

Chrysostom 

 

Questions 

 Why should we consider the wider sphere of social relationships? How do we 

relate to the idea of “respect the king”? Should we always obey authorities, and if not, 

what principles should we use? How are married Christians to relate to one another? In 

what way are we “all one in Christ Jesus”? 

 

Bible summary 

  1 Pet. 2:13–23 details the Christian’s responsibility to government, making it 

clear that Christians do not support insurrection. This was particularly important in the 

context as questions were raised concerning Christians and their loyalty to the state. Peter 

goes on to explain that Christians are to respect everyone; in this way Christians will not 

bring disrespect on themselves and on God. Most importantly Peter urges keeping the 

focus on God, and not on any other matters—still good counsel today. 1 Pet. 3:1–7 

continues the theme of social relationships, now focusing on the closer relationship of 

marriage. The emphasis is mutual respect and consideration. 1 Cor. 7:12–16 is an 

interesting passage as Paul explicitly says this is him speaking, not the Lord. He 

recommends remaining with the non-Christian spouse if possible as a means of winning 

the spouse for the Lord. In an essential statement Paul emphasizes how we are one in 

Christ: “All of you who were baptized into Christ have clothed yourselves with Christ. 

There’s no longer Jew or Greek, slave or free, male or female—you are all one in Christ 

Jesus.” Gal. 3:27, 28 FBV. When Peter and the apostles are arrested and brought before 

the Sanhedrin Peter declares they have to obey God, not men (Acts 5:27–32). Lev. 19:18 
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tells us not to seek revenge or bear a grudge but to love our neighbor as ourselves. In 1 

Pet. 4:8 he sums up the Christian’s perspective in loving one another deeply. 

 

Comment 

 Peter seems to be saying that we need to submit to authority—whether in 

government or in families. How do we act in submission without giving up our 

individuality? Is it just a question on unthinking obedience? How does it apply in our 

relationship with God? 

 Lucifer objected to God’s authority, and claimed to be a freedom fighter, working 

to liberate the universe from God the enslaver. In his view, submission to God required 

abject surrender and a denial of self-being. His accusations make it clear that he 

promoted the idea of God as tyrant, the absolute dictator of the universe. Transposing 

such ideas into the area of human relationships results in the same kind of tyranny and 

oppressive slavery. 

 So when we read about wives submitting to their husbands, what does this really 

mean? (Note that wives are “only” “required” to submit. Husbands are required to love 

their wives. So which is the harder command to follow?). If husbands loved their wives 

as they do their bodies, what would be the result?! Why is there no command for wives to 

love their husbands? 

 What of the concept of becoming one in Christ? Thinking of “becoming one,” 

how does this safeguard us and our individuality? What are the benefits? What are the 

dangers? How do we apply this in our everyday lives? 

 In our day-to-day experiences with one another, we play out the great controversy 

in miniature—the conflict and the fights, the love and admiration, the demonstration of 

whether we follow truth, honesty, right and so on. Read some of the material related to 

Lucifer’s fall, and you begin to see how insidious sin really is, how by believing a lie you 

can come to a position where right is wrong and wrong is right. In this process of self-

deception, Lucifer came to believe his own propaganda, it seems. What are the lessons 

for us here? 

 

Ellen White Comments 

 The same spirit that prompted rebellion in heaven still inspires rebellion on 

earth…By the same misrepresentation of the character of God as he had practiced in 

heaven, causing Him to be regarded as severe and tyrannical, Satan induced man to sin. 

And having succeeded thus far, he declared that God’s unjust restrictions had led to 

man’s fall, as they had led to his own rebellion.  {GC 496-500} 

 The Lord Jesus has not been correctly represented in His relation to the church by 

many husbands in their relation to their wives, for they do not keep the way of the Lord. 

They declare that their wives must be subject to them in everything. But it was not the 

design of God that the husband should have control, as head of the house, when he 

himself does not submit to Christ. He must be under the rule of Christ that he may 

represent the relation of Christ to the church. If he is a coarse, rough, boisterous, 

egotistical, harsh, and overbearing man, let him never utter the word that the husband is 

the head of the wife, and that she must submit to him in everything; for he is not the 

Lord, he is not the husband in the true significance of the term. . . .  {AH 117} 
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