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There are sixteen Old Testament (OT) quotations throughout the Catholic Epistles (CE), primarily in 1 

Peter, but the collection makes use of eighteen exemplary figures: Abraham (Jas 2:21-23), Rahab (Jas 

2:24-26), the Prophets (Jas 5:10, 1 Pet 1:10-12, 2 Pet 3:2), Job (Jas 5:11), Elijah (Jas 5:17-18), the 

Suffering Servant (1 Pet 2:21-25), Sarah (1 Pet 3:6), Noah (1 Pet 3:20-21, 2 Pet 2:5), Lot (2 Pet 2:7-8), 

Michael the Archangel (Jd 8-9), Enoch (Jd 14-15), False Prophets (2 Pet 2:1-3, 1 Jn 4:1), the 

Wilderness Generation (Jd 5), Sinful Angels (2 Pet 2:4, Jd 6), Sodom and Gomorrah (2 Pet 2:6, Jd 7), 

Cain (Jd 11a, 1 Jn 3:12), Balaam (2 Pet 2:15-16, Jd 11b), and Korah (Jd 11c). By invoking OT figures 

as either positive or negative exemplars, the CE make use not simply of what is now the OT narrative 

but also substantial, though often subtle, use of parabiblical and pseudepigraphal literature, thereby 

calling into question the definitive boundaries of canonicity. While reading ‘canonically’ inevitably 

recalls the OT versions of each figure’s narrative, it is useful as well to examine the parabiblical 

contexts of these paradigmatic figures. The paradigmatic figures throughout the CE, then, point in 

inward (canonical) and outward (extracanonical) directions; therefore they represent both canonical 

intertexts and extracanonical ‘hyperlinks.’  

 

 This paper argues, then, that the use of parabiblical literature throughout the CE is both 

interesting to and necessary for a truly canonical reading of the CE, challenging a more traditional 

intra-canonical approach. Using the peculiar example of Jude’s reference to Michael the Archangel 

arguing with the devil over the body of Moses (Jd 8-9), I first offer a close reading of the biblical text 

to show that the author’s use of parabiblical literature is key to his argument against his slanderous 

opponents (Jd 8). I have chosen the figure of Michael in particular due to the lack of OT narrative 

description, as this further emphasizes the use of parabiblical content. I then examine Jude’s use of 

parabiblical sources concerning the dispute between Michael and the devil. I conclude by commenting 

on the impact of this reading on a canonical approach to the NT, taking into account that the author of 

2 Peter, making obvious use of the text of Jude, removed Jude’s reference to Michael but kept others 

among his paradigmatic figures (the Sinful Angels, Sodom and Gomorrah, and Balaam). This may 

suggest that the author of 2 Peter was concerned by Jude’s use of now-extra-canonical literature, 

further highlighted by his removal of Jude’s citation of ‘Enoch the prophet’ (Jd 14-15). In other words, 

within the bounds of the NT lies an implicit discussion of textual authority and canonicity.  

 

 


