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Discussion Guide
Kingdom growth
ConneCting: 
45 minutes 
(the following questions are intended to provide your group with a way 
of connecting with one another so that you might partner in the work god 
is doing in your lives.)
•   in what ways did god move in your life this week? in 

what ways did you respond to him?
• what was your biggest challenge this week? in what 

ways, if any, did you invite god into this challenge?
• how honest have you been with us? (graciously 

thank group members for their honesty if they state 
they have held back.)

getting Started: 
10 minutes

• in your mind, what does it mean to grow the 
church?  

diving into the text:
60 minutes 
 (the following questions are intended to provide your group with a 
simple road map through the text. feel free to use these questions in ways 
that best fit your group and the dynamics of your own meeting.)

• using the notes, discuss the context, background, 
and themes of 1 peter.  

• according to Jesus, the gospel was both a 
proclamation about seeing and an invitation to 
Join the kingdom of god, both of which were 
made possible through the church (mark 1.14-
15). read Jesus’ gospel in mark 1.14-15 once 
more. if Jesus’ invitation to Join the kingdom of 
god is made possible through the church then 

what are the implications for the church? for 
the world? could you elaborate?  

• what are some attempts to grow the church 
you have witnessed? how might you rate their 
effectiveness? could you elaborate?  

• read 1 peter 2.1-3.18 aloud. seek to pay 
attention to the way peter encourages these 
churches to engage their world? how might you 
summarize peter’s advice?  

• according to peter, as the church engaged 
its world with good deeds, this should lead to 
conversations for which the church was to be 
prepared to have (1 peter 3.15). how might this 
work?  

• considering the ways the modern church has 
sought to grow, how similar or dissimilar are 
these to the path peter outlines?  

• do you think it is possible for the church to 
grow today following peter’s guidance? could 
you elaborate?  

• what might be necessary for this kind of 
approach to work today?  

• what might it look like for your group to follow 
peter’s guidance?  

• you might consider closing by praying for those 
closest to your group (co-workers, neighbors, 
etc.), that they would hear and see the love of 
god through the members of your group, and 
that they would seek to know more about the 
god whom we follow. 



Context and BaCKground
Peter’s exhortation on Being the ChurCh 
the letter of 1 peter is addressed to believers scattered 
through five provinces of the northwest corner of asia 
minor, modern turkey. we do not have biblical evidence 
of an evangelizing mission in this area, but most likely, 
these areas were evangelized both by Jewish believers who 
fled the Jerusalem persecution (acts 8.1) and unknown 
missionaries sent by local congregations in asia minor. 
we do know that the ephesian church served as a hub for 
christian activity in asia minor and engaged in the planting 
of churches such as the church at colossae. therefore, it 
would not be a stretch to envision the ephesian church as 
potentially being behind the planting of these congregations.   
church tradition maintains the apostle peter wrote the 
letter as the letter itself attests (1 peter 1.1). however, 
more recently, some scholars have raised doubts about the 
letter being from peter because of the superb greek in which 
the letter is written—fishermen are not assumed to write 
well!—and because peter was viewed as the apostle to 
the Jews. however, peter was not above ministering to 
gentiles as evidenced in his work with cornelius (acts 
10-11), the galatian church (galatians 2), and later, 
the roman church. further, the letter makes it clear that 
peter did not pen the letter but used silas as his amanuensis 
(secretary) to pen the letter (1 peter 5.12). an amanuensis 
worked by listening to the message to be written and then 
writing this message in his own words, maintaining the 
author’s original verbal intent and meaning. he would then 
read the letter to the one dictating the content for revision 
and approval. therefore, the resultant product would 
most certainly carry peter’s thought but silas’ wording. 
therefore, it is not surprising to find the letter to have 
excellent greek. in addition, the letter carries many gospel 
ties and maintains a deep connection with Jewish thought 
and scripture, something we would expect of one of Jesus’ 
Jewish disciples. it is therefore best to agree with church 
tradition in accepting peter as the author of the letter. 
peter wrote this letter from rome (1 peter 5.13) 
to believers who seem to be undergoing some sort of 
persecution. we have no record of official persecution 
in this area during this period of time. so, what is being 
addressed is likely local persecution in the form of social 
ostracization and unfair treatment/punishment (1 peter 
1.6-7; 2.1, 20; 3.14-17; 4.4, 12-16; 5.9). these forms 
of persecution were common in the early church. they arose 
as believers turned from old ways of being to follow christ. 

this would include dedicating oneself to one god rather than 
following a pantheon of gods, choosing a new community and 
turning away from old community ties, and choosing to live 
out a new set of ethical values. in the ancient mediterranean 
world, these behaviors would have been viewed as antisocial 
and possibly subversive to the fabric of society. in response, 
family members and local authorities would first respond, 
seeking to exert pressure on the new believers in an effort to 
turn them away from their new faith.  
some have argued that the letter is a baptismal sermon or 
catechetical document because it deals with basic issues of the 
faith. however, the topics addressed are too narrow to view 
the letter as a document central to any overarching discipling 
process. rather, it seems the letter concerns how to function 
as the church in a hostile environment. this focus leads to a 
discussion of how the believers are to relate to one another as 
a faith community, and how this community is to engage the 
world around it. while the letter is specifically addressed to 
persecuted believers, and as such provides pastoral comfort, 
its focus on being the church applies to any community of 
believers, providing guidance concerning how to be a counter-
cultural community and relate as this community to the 
world.  
the letter begins with an introduction which identifies 
those addressed as god’s chosen people, clearly echoing 
and applying the old testament narrative of god’s chosen 
people israel to the church (1 peter 1.1; genesis 12; exodus 
20.1). as god’s chosen people, they are part of what god 
had begun to do through israel and announced through the 
Jewish prophets (1 peter 1.3-12). like israel, the church 
was called to live as god’s people, taking up god’s character 
of holiness (1 peter 1.13-21; leviticus 11.44-45), and 
forming a community of love (1 peter 1.22; John 13.34). 
further, as those who were part of what god had begun to 
do through israel, they were to function as a kingdom of 
priests, engaging their world by declaring the goodness and 
glory of god (1 peter 2.4-10; exodus 19.4-6). clearly, 
peter understands the church to be a community distinct from 
the world, living by a different moral code, under a different 
ruler, Jesus (1 peter 2.11). however, peter is not explicitly 
clear on how this community was formed. he notes they have 
responded to a gospel message (1 peter 1.25), but how this 
message was proclaimed is only alluded to in the briefest 
fashion. somehow, the message of the gospel was proclaimed 
in a way that these believers experienced god’s goodness and 
then chose to become part of god’s community, his kingdom of 
priests (1 peter 2.3). as brief as this allusion is, it is central 



to peter’s understanding of how the church is to engage its 
world with the gospel.  
as a people who have responded to the gospel, the church 
is a community which has Jesus as its foundation (1 peter 
2.4-8). they follow him with obedience, understanding his 
way to be truth (1 peter 1.2, 22). in so doing, they create 
a community in which selfless love for one another is of 
the utmost importance (1 peter 1.22; 2.17; 3.8). this love 
holds the community of faith together even as it is made up 
of imperfect people (1 peter 4.8), and is to be experienced 
through the expression of generous hospitality and service 
(1 peter 4.9-10). 
however, as a community which is a kingdom of priests, the 
church is to have an outward focus, fulfilling their role as 
priests. priests serve as the ones who stand between people 
and the divine. as such, the church is to reach out and 
invite those closest to them to respond to god by following 
and obeying Jesus. how peter envisioned this working was 
through good works carried out both within the community 
of faith and in the wider community. these good works were 
intended to dispel the negative talk about the church and to 
draw inquiries about the nature of the church which would 
lead to gospel conversations (1 peter 2.12, 15, 20; 3.9, 
13, 15-17).  
how good deeds, love expressed to the wider community, 
were to lead to gospel-centered conversations can be 
difficult to grasp. in our own modern experience, good 
deeds rarely lead to such conversations. at best, our good 
deeds lead to people lauding us as good people. however, if 
peter has in mind Jesus’ discussion of sharing love from the 
sermon on the mount (matthew 5.43-47), then inquiries 
and subsequent gospel-oriented conversations would be 
a natural result both then and now. in his sermon, Jesus 
noted that truly loving one’s neighbor led to loving without 
limits or distinction in the same way god loved both the 
righteous and the unrighteous. this kind of limitless 
love makes the church like god but unlike the world. in 
showing the community around them this kind of selfless 
love, even for those who persecuted them, the church 
would be expressing such lavish devotion to people so that 
conversations could not have been avoided. however, the 
point of these loving actions is not to prop up the community 
around them, but they are intended to lead people into the 
community of faith. in other words, these good works 
are not about the building up of the world but about its 
replacement through a wooing which would depopulate 
earthly kingdoms as people Joined the kingdom of god. 

this is rooted in the church viewing itself as distinct from 
the world, their good deeds an expression of the life they lived 
and the god they served (1 peter 2.3, 11). in tasting this life 
and goodness of god, and in hearing the truth of this god’s 
longing for humanity, peter envisioned the wider community 
turning to god (1 peter 2.12).  

real life with BlaKe:
how is the church to engage its world? how we answer this 
question is firmly rooted in how we understand the gospel, 
for the gospel is central to our carrying out the redemptive 
mission of Jesus. over the past two weeks, we have been digging 
in, trying to understand the gospel in Jesus’ terms. we have 
discovered Jesus’ gospel is both a kingdom proclamation and 
invitation. Jesus declared that people could see the kingdom 
of god and they were invited to Join it. when Jesus spoke of 
god’s kingdom, he was speaking of life as god intended it to 
be, people living with god under his sovereign reign. Jesus 
declared the church was crucial to both the seeing and Joining 
of god’s kingdom because the church was the visible and 
tangible presence of the kingdom of god in the present.  
with this in mind, we took a step forward and noted that if 
this is Jesus’ gospel, then the first step in engaging our world 
is to create communities of faith where people live under the 
reign of king Jesus; that is, the first step is for the church to 
provide the world with an example of the life god intended. 
but what is the next step? again, the answer depends on how 
you define the gospel. i grew up in a tradition which defined 
the gospel as a message of salvation. this meant that engaging 
our world hinged upon a willingness to invite people to “be 
saved.” others i have known, were raised in traditions which 
defined the gospel as a call to social Justice. therefore, 
engaging the world was about fighting for social issues. i am 
more and more convinced that both sides of the gospel debate 
got some pieces right and some big pieces wrong.  
Jesus’ gospel is two part: proclamation and invitation, and 
the church is central to both. if the first part involves the 
forming of communities where the life of god is displayed, 
what does it look iike to step into the second part of Jesus’ 
gospel? that the second part of Jesus’ gospel is an invitation 
to Join the kingdom implies that engaging the world involves 
calling them to become part of god’s kingdom; that is, the 
second part is about the kingdom growing. however, if we 
understand kingdom, then this growth is really a revolution, 
an overthrow of other kingdoms because the growth of god’s 
kingdom comes at the expense of other kingdoms as people 
renounce their submission to other authorities and willingly 



real life with You:
what does it look like to engage our world, to carry forth the 
redemptive mission of Jesus? whatever the answer is, it is rooted 
in how we define the gospel, because the gospel was central to 
Jesus’ redemptive mission. as we have discussed the nature of 
Jesus’ gospel, we have discovered that Jesus’ gospel was about 
the kingdom of god to be seen and Joined in and through the 
church. this means that the first step of engaging our world is 
to form communities of faith where people can see the kingdom 
of god, the life god has always intended. but the next step 
involves inviting people into this experience, inviting people to 
live under the reign of king Jesus as they become part of the 
church. this means that engaging our world is about growing 
the church, but how do we do that? how do we invite people to 
live under the reign of king Jesus? simply speaking the message 
that people must be saved is becoming less and less effective as 
the presupposition pool of our culture shifts away from a biblical 
focus. acts of Justice are good, but they often have little to do 
with people turning to local congregations to live under the 
reign of king Jesus.  
peter suggests another way. peter suggests loving our world 
in such a way that they will stand up and ask who we are and 
what we believe so that we can verbally tell them of the hope 
we have in Jesus, inviting them to live under his reign. sometimes 
this is referred to as lifestyle evangelism, living a good life so 
people will notice. the trouble is few people ever notice, but i 
wonder if this is because the good lives we live are anything but 
extraordinary. lots of people lead good lives. this is far from 
exceptional. however, Jesus said living a life of love (doing 
good for others) without limit was different. it is in loving 
others without respect for their race or nationality, social or 
political views, gender, sexual orientation or anything else that 
we move from living ordinary lives to extraordinary lives. it is 
these extraordinary lives which cause people to sit up and pay 
attention.  
what might it look like for the church to love in this manner? 
i think the answer depends on the local context. but whatever 
the form, it requires a people who first are living under the reign 
of king Jesus. only people who love god first and others as 
themselves are free to love in this kind of radical way. people 
who love possessions more than god or place limits on the 
expression of their love to others are bound so that their efforts 
to love look like the love we experience in the world around us. 
so, perhaps the first step in loving our world is to return to the 
first step of the gospel, the formation of communities who are 
seeking to live under the reign of king Jesus. 
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live with god under his sovereign reign. if this is experienced in 
and through the church, then engaging the world is about the 
growth of the church numerically, an event which is meant 
to depopulate and eventually overthrow other kingdoms. 
simply put, as the church engages its world, it does so in a 
way that leads to its success so that it eventually replaces 
all other kingdoms. immediately, this causes something of an 
allergic reaction in me, because in my tradition, i was always 
taught to be patriotic, to be a good american, but Jesus’ gospel 
is not about being a good american. in fact, it is about an 
engagement which will eventually replace america and all 
other nations with one kingdom, god’s kingdom. this means 
that whatever it looks like to grow god’s kingdom, it does 
not involve actions aimed at sustaining any present country, 
but rather it involves actions which lead to their demise. the 
gospel of kingdom is nothing short of revolution.  
so, how does one carry out this revolution? it is not done by 
gathering an army to wage a war of words or actions, but in 
orienting a people to show love. i am more and more convinced 
that the new testament example is for the church to engage 
its world by first extending acts of love, selfless love which 
gives people a taste of the life found in the church, god’s 
earthly kingdom. it seeks Justice and fairness. the church 
feeds and clothes. the church protects and serves, but it does 
not do these things to make its world better. it does so to 
invite people into a better world. the church extends love to 
woo people to a better life, god’s life. it woos them by giving 
them glimpses of what life is meant to be like. this is meant 
to generate opportunities to talk about the goodness of god 
and his redemptive love. this sounds wonderful, but does it 
work? sometimes people refer to this approach as lifestyle 
evangelism, living a good life so people will notice. the 
trouble is no one ever notices. i wonder if this is because our 
living out of our love is not exceptional enough to be noticed. 
Jesus stated that loving others involved the demonstration of 
extravagant generosity and devotion without distinction. no 
one was off limits, not even one’s enemy. when i consider my 
own life, i am not sure this is the type of love people see. i 
am willing to love those who are easy to love, those who are 
like me or like me, but i try to end it there. this kind of love is 
common in the world. common goes unnoticed. however, love 
which extends grace and kindness in extraordinary ways, love 
does not pay attention to race, creed, nationality, economic 
status, political viewpoints or the like gets noticed. people 
want to know why anyone would love in such a manner, and 
then we have the opportunity to speak of god’s redemptive 
love, inviting people into a new way of being. but it all hinges 
on whether i will love, really love.  


