WELCOME TO THE BISHOP’S BIBLE STUDY ON THE BOOK OF PHILIPPIANS!!

We encourage you to invite others to join us. Might as well practice a little of that ‘ambassador’ vision!

Just have them contact the study through: Worley@vasynod.org and they will have the study sent to them twice a week as well along with the readings from the Lutheran Confessions on Wednesday.

TEXT FOR TODAY: PHILIPPIANS 3:1b-2

[1] Finally, my brethren, rejoice in the Lord. To write the same things to you is not irksome to me, and is safe for you. 

[2] Look out for the dogs, look out for the evil-workers, look out for those who mutilate the flesh.



PRAYER FOR TODAY: Lord Jesus, I give thanks that out of your great love for 
us you came to rescue lost lambs like me! You came for my safety; you came for 
my rescue. And so you send me as your ambassador to do the same. Especially 
make me mindful of the vulnerable ness of so many of your little ones in the 
world. Enable me to speak boldly for the safety of your little ones, your lambs 
in the world. Hear my prayer this day for _________. Amen.

(For those who have the time and desire to read on J)

First, some comments from Bonnie Thurston regarding the 'enemies' or 
'opponents' in Philippians. She writes:

"At least four times in the epistle Paul alludes to or addresses 'opponents' 
or 'enemies' of some kind: 1:15-18; 1:28-30; 3:2-3; 3:18-19. Who are they, and 
what is their relationship to the apostle and to the Philippian church? One 
must begin with the most honest answer: 'we cannot know for sure."
"First, in Phlippians it is reasonably clear that there are different 
groups of opponents. The first to be encountered are the 'rival preachers' in 
1:15-18. They seem to be located where Paul is imprisoned…They proclaim their 
version of the gospel, knowing he is imprisoned and cannot refute it;…These 
opponents do not, in his view, present a serious or credible threat."
The second grouop f opponents is located in Philippi…Whoever they are, 
they seem first, to be a group from outside the Christian community and , 
second, to pose a serious threat to the Philippian church in the short term, but in 
the long term they are destined for 'destruction' as are the 'enemies of the 
cross' in 3:18-19….it is possible that the opponents in 1:28-30 are more 
likely to be Romans or perhaps Philippian civil authorities, so that the Philippian 
Christians would be facing persecution from the authorities, as Paul was, 
because of their adherence to an illegal religion." 


[Christianity was not recognized by Rome as a religion that did not have to 
acknowledge the divinity of the emperor. Judaism WAS a recognized religion! The 
Philippians may be undergoing persecution BECAUSE they are an unrecognized 
sect that declares the Christ to be Lord and not Caesar. Think how unpatriotic 
they would appear!]

Bonnie Thurston continues, "While it is quite possible that there were at 
least these two groups of opponents in Philippi (Jewish legalists and Gentile 
antinomians),, it is also possible to reconcile the textual evidence around a 
hypothesis that the opponents in chapter 3 are Judaizers of the same sort Paul 
has met elsewhere in his ministry" [like Galatia!].
…Perhaps the strongest argument for the Jewish identity of the opponents 
throughout chapter 3 is Paul's use of himself as a corrective example….'why 
would Gentile Christians be attracted by Judaism?' ….A simple answer might be 
that becoming Jewish was understood as a way to draw closer to the Lord Jesus 
Christ who was, unquestionably, a Jew. Might a Gentile Christian be drawn to the 
ritual and moral and theological origins of his or her Lord?…The root issue 
is what is required for membership in the genuine people of God. Michael Telbe 
points out that the social identity of first-century Christians was 
precarious. Formerly Gentile Christians were no longer able to participate in the civic cults, and formerly Jewish Christians were no longer members of the synagogue. Both groups had lost a clear social identity. In particular, Philippi was a proud Roman colony. It must have been costly to 'opt out' of its civic 
practices and especially of expressions of the imperial cult. To take on Judaism was, at the very least, to become part of a religio licita, a legal religion. If 
that did not confer social standing either because Jews were not well thought of 
or because there were few Jews in Philippi, at least it freed one from 
certain social and political obligations and from participation in the imperial 
cult.""At the very least the text indicates that the Philippian opponents 
advocate adherence to Torah, attach little importance to the cross, and live for 
what is impermanent ('belly' or 'earthly things'). All of this is 'putting 
confidence in the flesh' and, whoever the opponents were, that fact in itself was 
enough to raise Paul's ire."
(Sacra Pagina, Philippians & Philemon, Vol. 10, pp. 118-120)

Fred Craddock writes, "Please understand, says Paul, I am not attacking the 
Jews. The point is, salvation does not rest with us but with God. Just as one 
should not boast of circumcision, neither should one boast of uncircumcision; 
just as one should not boast of keeping the Sabbath, neither should one boast 
of not keeping it. Religious pride is not the monopoly of the Jews. For Paul it 
was not the law but the law moved to the center as the ground of human 
righteousness which caused him to yell 'Beware!'"
…gentile Christians might be especially enticed by the laws and rituals 
of a [Jewish] tradition which not only lay behind Christianity but which 
offered identity, certainty, and promise through its sacred texts. Why would not 
those gentile Christians find in the Jewish Scriptures, which was after all their 
Bible, commands, practices, and assurances which were most attractive?"
"Most likely they [the opponents] are not Jewish Christians, but Jews 
seeking to win Christians over to the synagogue. Some synagogues were quite 
evangelistic (Matt. 23: 15), but there is no evidence that a synagogue was for Paul 
an object of attack. However, for some in the church to preach that Christ 
plus angels equals salvation (Col. 2:8-22) or Christ plus Moses equals salvation 
(Rom. 10:4-13) or Christ plus circumcision equals salvation (Gal. 2:1-5) or 
Christ plus anything else, stirred Paul to battle and he never yielded. The 
issue was the adequacy of the grace of God to make righteous those who trust in 
that grace."
(Interpretation, Philippians, pp. 55-56)

1b "To write the same things to you is not troublesome to me, and for you it 
is a safeguard/it is for your safety."

What is going to follow is perhaps being written in an effort by Paul to keep 
his new converts in Christ, his spiritual infants, safe. In Galatians he will 
write, "My little children, for whom I am in the pains of childbirth till 
Christ be formed in you!"

I am a pretty calm guy, but if I saw someone endangering my infant or toddler 
daughter I would speak strongly and act boldly as I sought to act on behalf 
of the safety of my children!!

Paul seems to have heard that while he is prison, some strong kind of 
preachers/leaders have begun to talk to and impact his flock, his lambs in Philippi!!

2 "Beware/watch out for/see the dogs! Beware of the evil workers/doers! 
Beware of the mutilation!" Three rough phrases! 

Dogs were not friendly pets as in our culture. Morna Hooker writes, "The 
epithet 'dogs' was sometimes used by the Jews as a term of derision for Gentiles; 
dogs were scavengers and so were naturally associated with uncleanness.
Paul now applies the term for these people, thus indicating that the ones 
he has in mind are not, in fact, the people of God." The Judaizers who would 
see themselves as 'pure' and 'righteous' are now characterized as 'dogs, 
unclean animals' by Paul.

The 'evil workers' would be contrasted with Timothy who is a laborer along 
with Paul in the work of the gospel. These are NOT in the work of the gospel.

'The mutilation' is a Greek play on words. The word in the Greek for 
mutilation is 'kata tomei'. The word in the Greek for circumcision is 'peri tomei'. 
Morna Hooker writes, "The irony of his words reaches its climax here, as the 
Jews' proudest claim is turned on its head. Whereas circumcision was understood 
to be the sign of the covenant between God and Abraham, mutilation-making 
gashes in the flesh-was something done by pagan priests. Mutilation was 
specifically forbidden to the priests of Israel (Lev. 21:5), for any kind of physical 
defect debarred men from being priests, since they must be holy to their God (Lev 
21:18-23). For Paul, circumcision is worth nothing unless it is 'circumcision 
of the heart' (Rom 2:28-29)."


