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Protestant interpreters have traditionally understood Paul in opposition to Judaism. Luther...

This approach to Paul that has dominated NT studies for generations is based on the
unquestioned and distinctively modern Western assumptions that Paul is concerned with religion
and that religion is not only separate from political-economic life, but also primarily a matter of
individual faith. (Horsley, 1)

in the aftermath of the Holocaust

the great hero of faith who articulated foundational Christian Theology was discovered to share
the same fundamantal "covenantal nomism" of Judaism,

Paul's new religion of personal faith was no longer seen as sharply opposed to Judaism. (2)
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Focus on the Roman imperial order as the context of Paul's mission, however, is leading to
another recognition. Instead of being opposed to Judaism, Paul's gospel of Christ was opposed to
the Roman Empire.

That Paul's gospel opposed the Roman imperial order, not Judaim, becomes increasingly evident
the more we reexamine principal facets and key terms of his gospel,as evident in virtually all his
letters. In 1 Thessalonians, from beginning to end, God's kingdom and the true Lord, Jesus Christ,
are opposed to the Roman Empire and its ideology of "peace and security, " which stand under the
imminent destruction of God's judgement (1:10; 2:12; 3:13; 4:14-18; 5:1-11, 23) . In 1Corinthians,
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from Paul's first long argument to his ecstatic "explanation" of the ressurrection, Paul opposes his
gospel to the Roman rulers and the imperial order.
2:6-8, 1:26-27; 4:8-10, 6:1-4; 7:31, 15:24, 2:9, 3:19-21 (3-4)

Moreover, just as Paul's gospel of Christ as Lord evidently stood opposed to the Roman
imperial order, so the local representatives of that imperial order evidently opposed Paul and his
assemblies. (4)

Recent constructions of "the social world of the apostle Paul" have perpetuated the standard
view that the pax Romana provided a benign context for the Pauline mission and rise of
"Christianity." (6)

Political stability may have prevailed in the cities where Paul carried out his own distinctive
mission, but that stability imposed by the Roman imperial order surely meant insecurity for many
if not most urban people. (9)
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