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Hatred is not a word that we care to associate with Biblical Christianity. In recent years, however, “hate
speech” has been used by many in the gay culture to smear Christians who label the homosexual lifestyle “sinful”.1
You often hear the motto, “hate the sin; love the sinner.” There is an element of truth in that statement, but there
is also an equal dose of error. Sin is personal, and not abstract. When a person’s behavior is sinful, it is the
individual who is responsible before God. We can no more separate the sin from the sinner than we can the action
of a soldier who displays bravery and courage during combat from the individual soldier. The Psalmist declared,
“Do I not hate those who hate you (God)?” (Psalm 139:21)2Elsewhere in Scripture we read: the fear of the Lord is
to hate evil (Proverbs 8:13); let those who love the Lord hate evil (Psalms 97:10; hate what is evil (Romans12:9); I
hate every false way (Psalms 119:104, 128); I hate falsehood (Psalms 119:163); I hate the work of those who fall
away (Psalms 101:3); you love righteousness and hate evil (Psalms 45:7). Satan is evil personified. He is “the evil
one.” Therefore, Christians should hate Satan and his works. We must acknowledge the role of Satan in the
creation of certain forms of popular culture. There can be little doubt, it seems to me, that where gratuitous
violence is exalted, social upheaval is advocated, and radical self-indulgence is made the final standard for life, a
spirit is at work which is diametrically opposed to the Spirit of God. At the same time, we must avoid blaming all
of the wrongdoing and the wickedness we see in the world on the Devil. Fallen humanity is hostile to God and
does not need Satan’s help to display this animosity. “In a sinful age such as ours – indeed, in any age but
especially, it seems, our own – sinful men and women are capable of producing offensive even dangerous, cultural
forms, quite apart from any influence of the Evil One. His presence among us, however, as he stalks about like a
roaring lion, seeking whom he may devour, does not help the situation.3 Peter’s description of our adversary
exposes us to a truly dreadful foe.
I.

HIS MALICE AND ENMITY
He is called our “adversary.” The word ANTIDIKOS was a legal term referring to an opponent in a
lawsuit and underscores his malice: he is out to get you. His name is DIABLOLOS, the slanderer. In it’s
New Testament usage, it always denotes lying and falsehood, done with intent to harm (comp. II Timothy
3:3,11, and Titus 2:3). Richard Gilpin, a masterful Puritan divine, wrote that this title, “particularly hints
that when he hath in malice tempted a poor wretch to sin, he spares not to accuse him for it, and to load
him with all things that may aggravate his guilt or misery, accusing him for more than he hath really done,
and for a worse estate than he is really in.”4

II.

HIS POWER
He is further described metaphorically as a “lion,” a beast of prey. The apparent source of Peter’s imagery
is a psalm in which Christians took considerable interest in connection with Jesus passion: i.e., Psalm
21:14 [22:13] where the Psalmist speaks of “fat bulls” who “opened their mouth against me, like a
ravening and roaring lion” (cf. Ezekiel 22:25). The lion, which in some traditions stands for the Jewish
Messiah (cf. Ezra 12:31-32) or even Jesus Christ (cf. Revelation 5:5), in this psalm represents the enemies
of God and of His people. In II Timothy 4:17, the Apostle Paul uses similar imagery: “I was delivered
from the mouth of the lion.” The expression “whom he may devour,” KATAPIEIN, literally refers to
drinking down or swallowing. In other words, like lion can easily dispatch a little calf so humans are no
match for Satan. One of the ways that Satan devours is through deception. When people are duped into
believing a lie, they are wallowed up by the Prince of Darkness. Christians can be misled and deceived – as
demonstrated by the Galatians (Galatians 5:7-8). “People instinctively but wrongly assume that only
stupid or highly gullible people would wind up believing and accepting false things, but nothing could be
further from the truth! Our Jehovah’s Witness and Mormon friends are highly intelligent people.
Intelligence alone has nothing to do with deception! Look how many brilliant people have bought into
1

what evolutionist Denton calls a “fairy tale for adults” – evolution. How many evangelicals believed Mike
Warnke in the 1970’s when he claimed to have been a former highly placed Satanist, without ever
checking his story? How many good people of normal or above –average intelligence believe that Benny
Hinn truly heals people, or that the Holy Spirit has an interest in pinning people to the floor or throwing
them into uncontrollable fits of laughter? The fact is that even Christians (of whatever intelligence) are not
immune to deception, which is why the Bible warns us time and time again not to be deceived. If we could
not be deceived, why the warnings (e.g., Matthew 24:4, Colossians 2:4,8)?”5
III.

HIS CRUELTY
His is a “roaring” lion, suggesting his fierceness and terrible disposition that manifests his malice and
intent to harm. George Swinnock, another of the Puritan commentators, wrote, “The lions of the forest
have no pity, ‘Lest he tear my soul like a lion, rending it in pieces,’ Psalms 7:2. The lions break the bones
of Daniel’s accusers before they came to the bottom of the den, But the lion of hell has much less pity; his
tender mercies are cruelties indeed.”6

IV.

HIS DILIGENCE
This is depicted in the words “prowls around.” He actively goes about and seeks his prey. The absolute use
of the verb PERIPATEIN, “to be on the move,” (literally, “to walk around,” then more generally “to
walk”) vividly portrays a pacing hungry lion (cf. also Job 2:2, where Satan is said to have come “from
going back and forth over the earth and walking up and down on it”).

V.

THE ADMONITION: BE ON GUARD!
This constitutes an apostolic call to spiritual alertness, The words “be sober” and “be watchful” are highly
instructive. The first is NEPHO, literally “pay attention!” Peter used it as an imperative one before (4:7) in
relation to prayer. He also used it in 1:13 in reference to being physically and mentally alert. The second
term is GREGOREO. It too is in the imperative and literally means, “wake up, be on the watch.” These
two aorist imperative are both ingressive and programmatic in setting out a new course of action once and
for all.7 Thomas Manton comments, “What is sobriety?” A holy moderation in the use of worldly things.
Be sure not to leave any carnal affection unmortified. And then be watchful; take heed not to play about he
temptation, not put yourselves upon occasions of sin, for then we lie open to the devil, and give him an
advantage against us.”8The opposite of this sober watchfulness is a kind of spiritual drowsiness in which
one sees and responds to situations no differently than unbelievers, and God’s perspective on each event is
seldom, if ever, considered.”9

CONCLUSION: To pray that God would “deliver us from the evil one” does not mean that we can now relax

and go about our lives indifferent to the other Scriptural injunctions, like the one we find in our text. Heed the
wise words of Calvin, “This explanation extends further, to the extent that we are ware at war with a most fierce
and most powerful enemy, we are to be strenuous in resisting him. He uses a twofold metaphor, that they were to
be sober, and that they were to be watchful. Surfeiting produces laziness and sleep, so those who indulge in earthly
care and pleasures think of nothing else, oppressed as they are by spiritual lethargy. We now see what the meaning
of the apostle is. He says that we must carry on a warfare in this world, and he rinds us that we have to do it with
no common enemy, but with one who, like a lion, runs her and there ready to devour. He concludes from this that
we ought to watch carefully. Paul encouraged us with the dame argument in Ephesians, chapter 6, where he says
that we have a contest not with flesh and blood, but with spiritual wickedness, etc. We too often turn peace into
sloth, and hence it comes about that the enemy then surrounds and overwhelms us, because we indulge ourselves
according to the will of the flesh, as though we were beyond he reach of danger.”10
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because they cannot pass the laws they want without changing the Colorado constitution, that burden is imposed on various
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