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INTRODUCTION.
Analysis of the Situation,

The first point which strikes the reader of this book
is that it purrorts to have been written by the author of a
"former treatise" (Aots 1:1) addressed to the same person,
Theophilus; a treatise which gave an account of all the Acts
and words of the Lord from the beginning to the conclusion

of His earthly ministry, terminated by His ascension.l There

1s only one Cospel which this descrirtion will fit, the GCos-
rel of Luke, which is dedicated to the same man, Theophilus,

The »rogress of thought from Luke tc Acts is quite logiczl,
Luke ends with the ascension of Christ; Acts reviews the cir-
curstances of the ascension and then gces on with the history.
The forrer is a history of Christ, the latter, 2 history of the
early Christian Church,

The arrangement and plan of the two books is so clear,
the doctrine contained in them is in such harmony with the rest
of the Bible, that no one in the ancient Church ever thought
of questioning them in any way. The only ones who raised any
objections at all were the Ebionites and other heretical sects
whose disagreerent with them was rooted in their own false doc-

tiines. A1l through the Middle Ages the books were accepted,

1, Canon Cook: "Holy Bible with Comrentary" v.306.




but towards the middle of the last century there was a coxplete
reversal of orinion among oritics, led by Baurl(d,1£80) and

the Tiebingen School, who utterly denied the Lucen authorship,
the genuineness, the unity and the reliability of the books.
For decades this school ruled critical opinion, but now, in-
fluenced especially by Ramsav> and Harnack, who had themselves
teen surrorters of Baur's theory, the pendulum has swung back
to the orrosite extreme. "One by one the difficulties which
had been seen in Acts disarpeared because they had their origin
in misconcertions as to the period and circurstances of his-
tory."3 "The book has been restored to the position of credit
vhich is its rightful due."? However, it will be necessary

to exarine these evidences which caused such upheaval of learned

oniniocn,

The Evidences of Lucan Authorshin.

Besides the oclzim which the Author of Acts ma2kes for him-

gself that he is also the author of a former treatise (see vage 1),

there a2re other internazl evidences which prove that the Gospel
and Acts are “rom the sare ren. There is the same general

stvle and vocabulary,5 the linguistic a2nd other peculiarities
which distinguish the Gospel are equally prominent in Acts®

and we find no parallel to them anywhere else in the New Tes-

tament,

1, Meyer:"Comrentary on Acts" p.©

3, R&gsay: "Pauline and other gtudies“ r.189,

3, Ramsay: "Pauline and other Studies" p.200.

4, Harn=ok: quoted in Stand, Bible Encyclopaedia I, p.45.
5. Robertscen: "Luke the Historian" v.5. s 3
8, Friedrich: quoted in Rotertson,"Luke the Hist." p.E.




"Unless we wish to doubt the truthfulness of the author
of Acts, he was a companion of Paul."l In the "we-sections”
at least, he designstes himself as one of the missionary party;
otherwise the use of "we" and "us" cannot be exrlained.® Nor
are we left in doubt as to his official caracity among the
missionaries, "The fregquent miracles of healing are described
with care natural tc & physician.®™S "It has been proved to all
who can at all anpreciate proof that the author of the Lucen
work was a man rracticed in the scientific language of Greek
redicine--in short = Greek physician,"4 Luke's equal in edu-
cation and culture was Paul--yet, their language differs widely,
Paul uses very few medical terms, It is tgie that no statement
1s made in either the Gospel or the Acts that Luke is a phy-
sician, but the cumulative linguistic effect is quite conclu-
sive to one who 1s oren to proof.5

Now, if the Author of Acts was a rvhysician and a com-

ranion of Paul, he rust have been Luke, Of course Acts does
not mention Luke!s name, but this is quite natural. Theophi-
lus would know, ss would also the others who would read the
book, who was meant by "we". But could it not have been one

of the other companions of Paul, Silas, Timothy or Titus? No;®
as fer as we know, Paul's other assistants were not rvhysicians,

vhile Luke is called the "beloved physician". (Col. 4:14),

1, Expositora Gk, Test., Vol II, p,4.
3. Robertson: "Luke the Historian" p.7.
3.0anon Cook: "Commentary“szbssl.

4, s " duction" p. o
5. 3%2rt:I§§§€ea in Robgrtson "Iuke the Historian" p.S.

8, Expositors Gk, Test, Vol. i, P.7.



So the internal evidence all points in one direction, This
physician end comranion of Paul is Luke, The external evidence
is equally decisive. The testimony of the whole Ante-Nicene:

Church is surmwed up by Eusebiusl who places the Acts ermong the

"books which are uncontested", quotes it throughout his notices
of the Avostolic age as Sacred Scripture, and attributes it,

as 2 fact universslly accepted, to Luke."2 "Studied according

to the canons of criticism which govern the study of ordinary
classical authors, Acts must be recognized as a work in which

the exrression is rerfectly clear and natural in the rerson to
whom it is 2ttributed by tradition, and is unexprlained and un-
intelligible in any other vrerson,"® "All theories of the author-

shiy of Acts except this, result in hopeless confusion,?

Unity of Acts,
Acts 1s one book, not a compilation. This is proved

by the unity of style, the unity of purpose, and the unity of
contents,

The unity of style is evident throughout Acts.® The

author uses 2 language more akin to the classical than any
other writer of the New Testament excent Paul.® His use of
medical language and technical terminology, his habit of close
observation, his sympathetic interest in cases of trouble--

1, Eusebius: Hist. Ecc. III.4, p.63,

3..Canon Cook: "Holy Bible with Commentary" p.338.
3, Bamsay: "Pauline and other Studies" p.304

. Ramsay: "Pauline and other Studies" p.321.

. Harnack: quoted in Robsrtson,-v.7

. Canon Cook: "Holv Bible with Comwentary" p.330,
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all these are characteristios of his whole book.

But thers ie also a unity of purposel which is easily
discerned by an unbiassed reader. Of course the purrose of
Acte has been stated in various ways, Some szy it was written
to establish a parallelism between Peter and Paul,® j, order
to conciliate the Pauline and Petrine factions, Others ascribe
a politicel® purpose to the book, to show the Roman government
that the Christians were the legitimate heirs of 013 Testament
Judeism, or to show the Christians themselves that the Jews and
not the Roman Government, were the true enemies of Christienity.4
But why resort to such sreculations. Luke himself states his
rurrose in the preface: "to show the triumphant s2dvance of Chris-

tianity® in Judses znd Samaria snd to the ends of the Earth",

"an advance which rrogressed from Jerusalen, the centre of Ju-
daism, to Rome, the centre of the world,"© Nor does the fact
that Luke addressed his book to an individual, argue for a po-
litical tendencv. It was customary, then as now, t6 dedicate
a book to a rerson as a mark of esteem, and dedication rather
favored than limited the oirculation of a book,"’ The book
was meant, not for a Roman official only, nor for a single
individuel, but for 211 Christendom and this was merely the

best means of getting it to them.S
There is another unity in Acts which has been vehemently

.Alford, in Meyer "N,T, Commentary" Acts. p.323.

1
- 2, Expositors CGk. Test. II, p.l4,

3., Schaff, Herzog Encyclopaedia "Acts,"

4, Int, gtand. Bfo1e Egogolo aedia p.45. a

5. E,E, Nourse "Acts of the Apostles"™ in Encyc, Americana,

8. Euefbringe§: Intiodugt%on pa§0% >

5. »2rieso ausset an TOVN icts”.

7: RJGSS? qﬁisf%r; of the Canon" p.15. 8, Meyer: "Acts" p.ll,



denied by Critics of {he Tuebingen School, with their "Redac-
tor-hypothesis", the unity of the contents of Acts. Here there
are two parts of Acts which come into consideration, the "we-
sectlions™ and the "Speeches"”,

Of the "we-sections" Harnack savs: "It has been often
statea and often proved that the “we-sections" in vocabulary,
in syntex and in style are most intimately bound up with the
whole work and that this work itself, in spite of all the di-
versity in its parts, 1s distinguished by a grand unity of 1i-
terary form."l This cught to be decisive for anvone who is
inclined to doubt the geniuneness cf the “me-sections™., But
why doubt them at all? That seems to be the most probable
explanation is very simple, Yhen Luke is with the party he
vrites "we"; when he is ebsent he tells the story in the third
rerson, having received his information from Paul or from the
other Apostles ané apcstolic helpers.a

Regarding the sresches in Acts, the matter is slightly
more difficult., Robertson refers to the fact that ancient
historians put speeches into the mouths of their heroes, "but
it is only in quite excertional cases that we are to suppose
that the srpeech was actually delivered, or that they mean to
say that it was delivered."® It was a regular convention of

historicel writing that the historian should express his view

1. Harnasek: quoted in Robertson, "Luke the Historian" p.7.

3. Fuerbringer:"Introduction to Acts" (notes)
3. Robertson: Luke the Historian" p.21%.




of a situation by making the chief actors in that situation
~utter speeches in which it is explained."l 1Is this true of
Luke? Did he, in the interest of unity of contents, fabricate
speeches for his heroces? No, the sreeches have a genuine ring,
"It is only necessary to compare the speeches recorded in Acts
with the miserable harzngues which Joserhus puts into the mouths
of his heroces in order to see that Luke was not only much better
educated than Joservhus, but that he regsrded much more seriously
the cbligations of....accuracy."a The impression of Peter's
religious attitude which we get from Acts, egrees yerfectly

with his attitude in I,Peter, There is the same concentration
of the Gosrel mess=pge uron the death on the cross, the resur-
rection, and the second coming.® There is 2lso his conscious-
ness of rreaching, as an eye-witness, about the closing scenes
of Christ's 1ife, to those who, throuch his testimony are ex-
rected tc believe without heving seen. The sreeches of Peter
add to, rather than break up, the general impression of unity
in Acts, and yet they are geniune.% The same is true of Paul's
speeches in Aots,5 though McNeile® makes an attempt to disprovs
it, His whole argument is based upon the assumrtion that a
rman, at different times, and confronted by different conditions
will always act'the same, This premise is, of course, erroneous.

The speeches fit in just where Luke puts them—-they add to the

. Rovertson: "Luke the Historian" p.321

. Zahn: "Introduction to New Testament I1I, 150.
. Zahn: "Introduction to New Testarent II, 174F,
. Schaff-Ferzog: Enoyclopaedia I, 33,

Zahn: "Introduction to New Testament II, 150

6. ¥McNeile: New Testament teaching in the Light of St, Paul's p.11%9



unified impression of the whole book, The only reason to reject
them would be to disvrove the unity of Acts and this reason

would not be justified,

The Relisbility of Acts.

It is a strange fact that, when critics start with pur-
rose of picking a work to pieces,l they usually find something
on which to base even their most fantastic ideas, It formerly
vwae always taken for granted, that, if Luke recorded enything
which had not been recorded by some other historizn, the account
of Luke was an error.g The sare assurption was made, if Luke
omitted anytbhing which other writers noted. But every fair-
minded person will admit that an argument such as this carries
no weight, "The omission of =2n event does not constitute a
gar, but is rmerely a proof that the event wes not of sufficisnt
importance to enter into the general rlan, "3 Besides, many of
the historiczl "inaccuracies", which have been places to Luke's
account in the past, have been proved to be correct--general
opinion was wrong and Luke was right, TActs was written by
a great Historian, a writer who set himself to record the facts
as they occurred, in order to make the truth.of Christianity
epparent,"® The"Redactor" hypostesis, which takes for granted
that every tire Paul adopts an attitude of conciliation towards
the Jews, is added by & Judaistioc Redactor, =2nd every step of

. A, E, Breen in Catholiloc Enoyclopaedia "pcts. "
Pobertson. "Luke the Historian" p.167.

Ramsay: "St. Paul, the Travellexr" p.7.

Remsay: "St, Paul,the Traveller" . 8.
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his growing estrangement frorm ther is'due tc an anti-Judaistic
Redaotor, is far-fetched. It does not take into account the
fact that a historian of the calibre of Luke would record both
classes of incidents in the interest of truth,?l

The historicel date in Acts is reliable, so is the geo-
grarhical and topograprhiczl material, "Acts 1s an authority for
the torograrhy, society and antiquities of Asia ¥inor, "3 By
the study of contemporanecus inscriptions, Ramsay discovered
that the author of Acte knew more zbout the ancient geograrhy
of Phrygi=z than any of his modern oeritics,.d Ramsay himself
seys: "It was gradually borne in upon me that, in all its
various details, the narrztive of Acts showed marvellous truth,."4
Proofs which have convinced Ramsay, whose mind, 2% the begin-
ning, was not opren to conviection, should be sufficient to con-
vince us of the truth of Actse,

Now, if Acts 1s reliable as to its historical, torograrh-
lical social and geograrhical data, if the author spent much
tire and labor in getting these details correct, are we justi-
fied in assuring that in his doctrinal part he would be less
reliable?

His sources for this pert of Acts would be reliable.
He had Paul with hir a2 great deal, he met .many of the other dis-
ciples, he himself was a witness of meny of the events which
1, Remsay: "St, Paul, the Traveller" p. 13.
3. Ramsay: "St. Pszul, tkhe Traveller" p. 8.

3. Cobern: "New Archaeologioal Discoveries"” v.414,
4. Remsey: "St, Paul, the Traveller] p. 2.
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he records.l And besides, guided as he was by the Holy Spirit,2
hls doctrinal matter could not disagree with the rest of the
Bivle, We shall now take ur the chief points of doctrine one

by one,

1, Robertson: "Luke the Historian" p. 76,
3. Fuerbringer: "Introduction to Acts"




coD.. ;

"Luke desired to make 1% clear to Theophilus thai,
though the Chrisfsian church wes a body aliogsther distinoct
from the Jewish church, vet Christianity was not an entirely
new religion; it was the true consummation of Judaism." WVhen
the Christian church was organized, they did not call themselves
by & new name but took the 0ld Testament Septuagint title the
"Eoclesia". "The God of Abraham and Isaac and Jacob, the God
cf our Fathers hath glorified his son Jesus, whom ye delivered
up."(Aots 3:13). So it was the God of the 0ld Testamen%, the
CGod of Israel, whom the Apostles preached. And throughout the
hots, the doctrine of God is in full accord with the teaching
of the Bible generally.

Ve have God represented as the Creator (Acts 17:34)
where Paul speaks of "God who made the world and all things
therein." "We preach unto you that you should turn from your
vanities unto the living God, which made heaven and earth and
sea and all things that are therein."(Acts.14:15). "Heaven is
ny throne and earth is my foot-stool.....hath not my hand made
all these things?" This is in full harmony with Gen. 1:1 "In

the beginning God created heaven and earth." There is no sug-

McNeile "New Tesiament Teaching in the Light of St. Paul's (p.117)




gestion of Pantheism, nor of the theory of Evoiution--there is
& personal God, who created heaven and earih.

How, since God created heaven and earth and all that
is therein, He must have existed before these things came into
being, before the beginning of time--He is Eternal.

But God not only greated the world, he continues %o
keep and preserve it. It is He, who "gave us rain from heaven,
and fruitful season, filling our heart with food and gladness."
(Aots 14:18). He giveth to all 1life and breath and in Him we
live and move and have our being." (Acts 17:38).

This Creator and Preservq; of the world, could not

but be almighty and this thought is brought out over and over

again throughout Acts. Speaking of the preaching of the Apostles,
wise old Gamaliel says, "If it be of God, ye cannot overthrow

it" (Acts 5:339), thus recognizing God as more powerful than the
whole Sanhedrin. His power is above that of all earthly govern-
ment, for when the disciples had been forbidden to preach and
teach, they continued to "preach daily in the temple" (Acts 5:43).
But the proof of God's omnipotence is a stronger one than this.
God is represented as being above nature. Numerous miracles

are related, and all are asoribed to God. Peter is miraculous-
ly released from prison, Paul and Silas are liberated by the
interposition of God, but the climax is'reached, (and the Arostles



recognized this faot), when the Father raised His Son from the
dead. (Acts 13:30). :

Speaking of the God who made the world and who gives
life to all, Paul affirms that "He dwelleth no%* in temples made
with hands." (Acts 17:24), He is not a god like the ordinary idols
of the heathen. Though He made "all the nations of the Earth",
"He is not far from every one of us, for in Him we live, and
move, and have our being." Scattered as the preople of the earth
are, God is with each one--He is Omnivresent.

Now, a God who is omnipresent, is also omniscient. A
God who iB "not far from everyone of us" will know what we are
doing. This point was indelibly impressed upon the minds of the
Arostles by the incident of Ananias and Sapphira, (Acts 5:1f).

It was the Holy Ghost in Peter who revealed to him what no man
could know, that Ananias was hypocritically holding back part

of the price of his land, while pretending to give it all to

the church. The peorle realized, too, that the Holy Spirit was
not to be deceived, that He was omniscient, for"great fear came
upon all the Church and upon as many as heard these things",
(namely the uncanny wisdom of Peter, in his being able to discern
the decertion). Such a God, whose very servants rossessed so

much wisdom and insigh%, must indeed be omnisclent, knowing all
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things that have happened and also those which are going to harpen—-
such a God would also be able to foretell future events, and this

He does. He sends an angel %o tell Paul not to fear for his life
for the present, that he must be brbught before Caesar (Acts 27:23);
An angel of God sends Philip to meet the Eunuch of Ethiopia;

enother Angel tells Cornelius to send men to Jorpa "to call for
Simon whose surname is Peter", giving exact directions just where
this Peter is $0 be found. Paul says that God knew the future of
Christ, that his suffering and death were undergone according

to the "determinate council and foreknowledge of God." Luke's
doctrine of the omniscience and foreknowledge of God, as expressed
in these and many more passages agrees fully with that of David

in Fealm 139:1-4.

God, who knows everything, knows also that man is sin-
ful, but He is not going to punish sin at once. He sees the idol-
atry and sinfulness of men, and "the times of their ignorance
God winked a%" (Ac%ts 17:30). In the meantime he "giveth rain from
heaven and fruitful seasons" (Acts 14:18), and "in every nation
he that feareth Him and worketh righteousness is accepted with
Him." (Acts 10:35). There is a chance for all, the Grace of God
is universal, vet it does not last foreve? for,"now He commandeth

ell men everywhere to repent." (Acts 17:30).




The command has gone out, "Repent and be baptized",
the time of grace is still at hand, but God is righteous, He has
sworn to punish sin, and He must do it. "He hath appointed a
day in which He will judge the world in righteousness." (Acts 17:31).
Vhen the time of grace is over, the judgment will come.

However, though the Lord is merciful and long-suffering
in this time of grace, there are some sins which do no%t go un-
runished, some gross outbreaks which must be corrected at once.
Such & one was the plot of Ananias and Sapphira, people who rro-
fessed to be Christians, but who, by their conduct, blasrhemed
the Holy Ghost. The same is true of King Herod who sat upon

his throne, arrayed in royal apparel and made an oration unto

the people, and then made no denial of their shout,"It is the
voice of a god, and not of a man'!" "The Angel of the Lord smote
him because he gave not God the glory."(Acts 12:33). Vhat a
confirmation of the 0ld Testament sta%tement, I am the Lord, that
is my name, and nmy glory will I not give unto another, neither
my praise to graven images."(Isaiah 43:8) and of Christ's quota-
tion from the 01d Testament in Lath. 4:10. "Thou shalt worship
the Lord +hy God and Him only shalt thou serve."

Thus, in all points upon which he touches, (and he

does cover the docirine of God very well), the writer of Acts



is in full agreement with the rest of the Word of God.
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We have seen that Luke teaches a personal God who is
eternal, omnipresent, omnipotent etc., and that this God is the
God of the 0ld Testament 6hurch. But does he teach the Irinity
in Acts?

Unitarians have affirmed that nowhere in the Bible is
the Trinity taught clearly enough to accept it as an article of
feith, opposed as it is by the evidence of human reason. This
swee?ing statement naturally includes the Book of Acts. Yet it
is a significant fact that just those sects of the early church,
(Eﬁrcionites, Ebionites, and lianichaeans), who denied the deity

of Jesus Christ and the personality of the Holy Spirit, and con-

sequently the Trinity, were just the ones to reject the Acts of
the Arostles. Does this not seem to argue that in Acts they

found a refutation of their anti-trinitarian doctrines? The faot
is, that the Trinity is clearly taught in Acts, and the doctrine
will be found at once by anyone who goes at the study of the ques-
tion with an unbiassed mind. Just %o take two passages at random,
in Acts 2:38 we find, "Repvent and be baptized every one of you,

in the name of Jesus Christ for the remission of sins and ye

shell receive the gift of the HOLY GHOST, for the promise is



unto you and unto your children, and to all that are afar off,

even as many as the Lord our God shall call." And again, in

Acts 1:7 "It is not for you to know the times or the seasons which

the FATHER has put in His own power. t ye shall receive power,
after that the HOLY GHOST has come upon you and ye shall be wit-
nesses unto ME."

In these two passages the Father, Son, And Holy Ghost
are mentioned in close connection. Of course it is not said
that "there is a Trinity, consisting of three persons", in so
neny words, bui what other interpretation would f£it? The dis-
ciples are to baptize "in the name of Jesus." Vould they be

likely to be asked to baptize in the name of a man? Besides,

this same Jesus is oalled God in numerous places.(see Christology)

They are to "receive the gift of the Holy Spirit." Vould this
be the Spirit of a man, or just an indefinite "something, hard
tc define?" As a matter of fact, Acts also makes the Holy Spirit
God (see Holy Spirit). We have already seen that the Father is
God. low if %these three are God and s8till, there are not three
Gods, how else can the matter be explained tha% by saying that

there is one God with three persons? There is one other expla-
nation that migh% be mentioned here, that the Eather, Son and

Hely Ghos%t are not sevarate persons, but only manifestations




)

of the same person. If %this were so, then why should Jesus srezk
of "the times and seasons which the Father has put into His own
power", or why men%ion she Holy Ghost sepzrately at all? God
does not waste words--He says what He means. So the Trinity

setands unshaken, clearly set forth in Acte.

4




JESUES CERIST.

His Humanity,
"Of David's seed hath God, according to promise, raissd

up a Savior," (fLots 13:23), =nd "through this man is rreached
unto you the forgiveness of sins."™ Thus the writer of Acts
describes the true HUMANITY of Jesus, Fe was a ggg} wan, of

the Seed of David, "of the fruit of the loine of Davi& according
to the flesh", (Acts 23:30) and he showed his humanity all through
his earthly life, The author had already given an sccount of
the mireculcus Birth of Jesus in his Gospel, so it is not his
rurrcse tec sst forth this doctrine here, but by nuxerous allu-
sions it may be conclusively proved that Jesus Christ was & man,
"Jesus of Nzzarsth, a men approved among you by miracles and
sizns which God did by Him in the midst of you", (Acts 2:33),
"wvho went about doing good and healing 2ll who wers oppressed

of the Devil"l (cts 10:32), "went in and ocut among us, bsgin-
ning at the baptism of John until that same day that Ee was
taken up from us." (Acts 1:22), These few passages ?111 suf-
fice to shcw that the author of Acte regarded Jesus a3 & true
man, deing works of loving service to His fellowmen, reviewing

in short form, what he has already told Thsorhilus in his Cos-

rel, PBut Jesus is more than & man,

1. MoNeile,"N,T, Teaching in Light of St. Paul'e" p.1231.




His Deity,
Acts speaks of Jesus as of no other man, To no one

else 1s holiness attributed, (Acte 3:14) "Ye have denied the
Holy One and the Just." VNor is a2nyone else called "just”,

No other men is ever called the "Prince of Life" (Acts 3:15).

On the contrary it is evident throughcut that 511 other ren

areé wortal, To no other man does God say, "Thou art wy ‘Son,
thies day have I bvegotten thee," These facts prove at least this
ruch--Jesus is pore than other men, He is DIVINE,

But 1s He more than Pivine? Here opinicne differ,
Rationalists, modern theologi=ns, heretics st 2all times in the
Christizn Church hava denied to Jesus anything beyond Divinity,
But such an exrlanation does not satisfy, It is true that
Luke "has not written to prove the Deity of Jesus“,l vet, as
rarte of hie Gospel show, he acceprted the Delty to the full,

He does not write as & theologian, as Paul does in his Epistles,
He makee nc theolcgicel arguments or definiticns, but he reveals
his own views by the rnature ¢f the materlal vhich he rresents,
The twelve-year old Jesus is clearly conscicus of his Son-ship
"T must be =bout my Father's business" (Luke 3:48), God is His
father in a sense true of no other man.® "It is beyond question
thet in the =zccount cf the bartism of Christ the Gespel of Luke
presents the deity of Christ as clearly as dces the Gospel of

John."® Acte 3:18, Bots 18:15 snd nurerous other passages

Robertson: "Luke the Historian"
" (] n n

1,
3,
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represent Jesus as the Meseciah of the 0ld Testament whose suf-
ferings were already foretold. "Luke presents the rsal dsity
of Christ, not the mere divinity"land if that is hie point of
view in the Goerel, why should we stretch phrases, =nd wut the
worst rossible construction upon every thing in Acts? Ve, like
Theophilus, have the CGospel of Luke =zs = com~entary cn Acts,
This God-wen Jesus Christ is ginless, In Acts 3:14,
7:52, 32:14, He is called the "Rightecus Ore","the Holy end
Just", ‘ote 13:23 says that he was “innoaeqtly killed", in
hermony with Pilate's decision, recorded in the Gospel, "I
find no fault in EHix," (Acte 3:13),
Hig Sufferine,--Vicarious?
Yot the faot remelns thet this sinlees.Jesus.suffered,
Aots 3:13 tells of the suffering under Pilats, 3:33 and 4:1C:
remind us once more of the Crufixion. Thy did Jesus heve to
suffer? The only a2nswer is, that He was suffering vicariously,
"If the werd "rais", servant, which is applied to Christ five
tires, is an allusicn to Isaiah 52:13 and 53:12, it implies
a belief that His sufferings were in some sense vicaricus."3
(See z21s0 Thayer, "Creek English Lexicon" p.473.) The story
of Philip and the eunuch of Ethiopia is conclusive, Jesus is

the Meseiah of the 0ld Testament, His suffering 1s vicarious.

1, Robertscon:"Luke the Historian" p, 161,
3, dcNeile: "N, T, Teaching in the Light of St. Paul's" p, 125,
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Betrayel, Crucifixion, Dezth and Burial,
Judas was the gulde tc them that took Jesus (Acts 1:18),

The Jews then delivered Him up and denled Him before Pilats
(Acts 3:13). "Ye have hanged and destroyed Him, by wioked hands
ye have crucified and slain Him, hanging Him upon a tree. (Acts
3:33, Aots 4:10, Acts 5:30, 10:32), The Death of Christ was

a reel death, by ocrucifixicn, of which the Apostles were wit-
nesees, (4cts 2:23) Then they "took Hir down from the tree and
laid Him in the sepulchre".'(Acts 13:39)

Fesurrection and Ascensioen,

But on the third day (Acts 17:31) "God raised Him from
the dead" (Acts 13:3C) "and He openly showed Himself alive, not
to all the pecple but tc witnesses, chosen before of God, even
to us that did ezt and drink with Him after He rose from the
dead" (fcts 10:40-23), "David, seeing this vefore, spoks of
the ressurrecticn of Christ, that His soul was not left in Hell
nelther did Hig flesh see corruption," (Zcts 3:31f), For forty
days (fcts 1:3) Ee went about with His disciples, then He was

taken ur intc Hegven, (Acte 1:9).

Exalteticn.
fccording to His promise, "God hath glorified his ser-

vant Jesus" (fcts 3:13) and now He "sitteth at the right hand
of Cod exalted" (Aots 2:33; 5:31) where He is seen by Stephen
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(Acts 7:55), However, He "whor the heavens must receive (Acts
3:21) is not confined to eny one plsce, for He appsars to Saul

in His full glory, with the heavenly light shining about Him,

e glory so great that Ssul is cast to the earth by it. (fcts 2:17).

Predeterminztion =2nd Heéianic Office.l

Now it is thig Jesu, of whose life =2nd dezth and re-
surrection, and ascension the author of Acts gives us an out-
line ricture, it is this Jesus who was predetermined by God
to be the Savior of the world., "But these things which CGod
had showed before by ths mouth of the prorhets, that Jesus should
suffer, He hath so fulfilled." (lcts 3:18)., The whole 01d Tes-

tarent pointed to Him, by His death, and resurrection and as-

cension, Jesus proved Himaelf to be the Messiah, "Therefore
let all the house of Isrzel knecw assuredly, that God hath made
that same Jesus, whon y3 have orucified, both Lord and Christ."

(rcts 3:38),

1, MclNeile: "N, T, Tezching in the Light of St, Paul's" p,123,



THE EOLY SPIRIT,
"Nowhere in Holy Writ 1s the 2cticn of the Holy Ghost

in the church so foreibly set forth as in the Acts."l ®Thig
developed doctrine of the Holy Spirit is one of the most marked

featurss of Acts."a Now, just what is the tesching of the zuthor
regarding the Holy Spirit?

In the first place, the Holy Sririt is God, Diesrs-
garding altogether the uncertain dcotrine which loNeile tries

to draw from Acts on this point,s v must insist on the weords

of the Bible as they stand, Peter says to Ananias, "Ananias,

why hath Saten filled thy heart to lie untc the KHoly Ghost?
Thou hast not lied unto ran, but unto God," (Acts 5:3-4), and
again, to Sarrhira(Acts 5:2), "How is it that ve have agreed
together to tempt the Spirit of the Lord?"

Speaking of the expressicns "to lie against the Holy
Spirit" (Acts 5:3) "to tempt the Spirit of the Lord" (Acts 5:9),
YoNeile cays? "None of these necessarily implies a fpersen”

in the sense of the Athanasian Symbol," Granted that none of
these pecessarily implies (though I cennot see how McNeile gets

around the forrer), there is still the possibility that they
would imply & person, and,rather than put our own constructicns
upon the rassages raferred to we rrefer tc let the Bible inter-

pret itself, (of, Gen, 1:2, Is, €3:1C, 'ath,3:15, John 15:38,

1, Catholic Encycloraedia (A, E, Breen) Arg. "ASESG-I ; 5
3, Hastings: "Dicticnary of the Apostolic Churgch ol. I, ».3S.
3. McNeilg: N Teagning in thepni§ht of St.Paul's" p, 138f,
4. ] n n n n ] n p. 129.



Exh, 4:10), and especially Luks 3:22 where the zuthor of Acts
himeelf sresks of the Holy Chost in close connection with the
voice which is evidently that of the Father, since He sreaks
of J?sus 28 Hig beloved Son," If we =accert the Eoly Spirit
in Acts as God, Scripture teszching on this voint is in besu-
tiful ‘harrony; if we reject it,Acts ie occmrletely ocut of har-
mony with the rest of the Bilble,

Speaking of the outrouring of the Eoly Sgirit on zen,
Joel says, (Aets 2:17), "And it shall come to pass in the last
days, saith God, I will pour out ny Spirit upon all flesh and
your scns and your deughters shall prcrhesy and your young men
shall see visicns, and your old wen shall dream dreams, and
on uy servants and on my hend maldens, I will pour out in
thcse days of my Spirit and they shall prorhesy." How this
vags fulfilled in Acts we may see at cnce by enuxerating a few
of the inastences where the werk of the Eoly Spirit is menticned.
It is the Spirit who £fills the Apostles with knowledge and
power on Pentecost; they sreek as He bids them sreak, The
Holy Chost bids Philip eprproach the Eunuch of Ethiopia; the
saxe Spirit catches him upr when his missicn has been fulfilled,
The Holv Sririt tells Peter to go tc Cornelius, whers through
his preaching the Spirit falls upon all assembled, He sets

Paul and Barnabas spart for the Gentile ministry, telling them




Just where they should preach, and whers they should not,
Jesue Christ is said to be =nnointed with the Holy Ghost;
Sterhen 1s declsred to be "filled with tke Holy Ghost" and
Aots affirms that even on the Gentiles the grece of the Holy
Ghest 1s voured out. M"Acts as a whole showa the real nature
of the Christian religion--its amembers are veptized with the
Hely Chost, and they are upheld by His power,l

But the chief ccoupation of the Spirit, according to
Acts is church extension, the spreading cf the Gosrel, the
saving of souls, end in order to do this, he inexires the
Apostlee, thus fulfilling the promise of Christ, (Jchrn 14:35-6),
"But the Comforter, which is the Holy CGhost whom the Father
will send in my name, He shall teach ycu all things and bring

to vour remembrance, whatscsver I have said untc you." He

bringe beck the forgotten part cf the teaching of Jesus to
the memory of the Apostles,z and thrcugh the assistance of the
Holy Ghost, they are ensbled to srread the Gosrel "in Jeru-

gelen and Judes ani to the Ends of the Earth."

1. A, E. Breen in "Catholic Encyclopaedia" Art. Acts,
2. Keyser "Contending for the Felth" p, 307%,
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Vhen we come to0 the study of man we have something more
tanglble, something which qQur weak humen reason can more rezdily
gresp, for about us we see human beings every day, we know whait
man is, because we curselves are human. Ve know what men is,
but there are severazl things which we doc not know abouf man without
revelation, and now the question is,does Acts throw any light upcn
these subjects? First, there is the ORIGIN of man.

Ordinary, uneided human reason would, if left %o its
ovn devices finally arrive at the ccnclusion that there must be

scme Creator of she universe, man included. !an looks about

-

him, he sees all the wonders of nature, far too beautifuvl to have
evelved from nothing. He looks at himself, at his body, at the
wonderful mechanism of it &ll, and in contemplation of these
things, he recognizes that there must be some Creator, some higher
being, about whom he knows nothing, yet whose presence he feels,
end whose work he sees. Paul made use of this fact in his cration
to the Athenians on liars' Hill, (Acts 17:33) "For as I passed by
ené beheld your devoiions (the objects of your worship) 1 found
en Alter with %his inscription, TC THE UNKHOWHN GOD. TWhom there-

fore ye ignorantly worship, Him I declare untoc you." - Educatsed

2F
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as the Athenians were in literature and yhilcsophy and in the
worship of their gods and goddesses, they s%ill felt that there
vas something missing. They felt the same inmpulse which drives
the cowering pigmy of Central Africa %o throw himself upon the
ground during a terrific thunderstorm, and, neglecting the idcl
which he has made with his own hands, +to shriek prayers and in-
cantations to the Spirit of the forest. He loses confidence in
his idol in an emergency, his cormon sense tells him that a thing
which he has made cannot help him, and this same common Sense
tells hir that there must be a Great Spirit which he cannct sese,
Just as the Athenians felt the insufficiency of their host of

gods, and, %c sabtisfy this feeling, inscribed an additional elter

to the unknoym God.

And even mcdern man, steeped as he is in the thecry of
evoluition, must say to himself, "Should ithis have come up from
slime, should this have developed through the ages from prctorlaem
to jelly-fish to ape to cave-man and finally become this gloricus
body? Is the ape my brother? The thought is revolting. It ocught
to drive any rational humen being to Divine revelation. And this
revelation of the origin of man, if taught nowhere else, would
bsccme clear from a study of Acts.

Ve have already seen (see Chapter on God) that God

made heaven and earth and all things that are therein (Acts 17:35),



including mar. The passage goes on, "Seeing he giveth all 1life
and breath and all things and has made of one blood &ll the nations
of men for to dwell on the face of the earth." He made of one
blocd all the naticns of men. Turning %o Genesis, we find that
God created only one pair of human beinge, so Paul's idez, as

quoted in Ac%s, is scriptural. He made all the mations of men.

He did not let them evolve through millions of years, from pro-
toplasm through all the stages mentionsd above, but He rede then,
of one blocd. (There is nothing eeid of man being of one blood
with the animals). Thus %he Australian bush-man, the Centrel
African rigmy, the cunning Mongolian and the most highly-polished
Caucasian are "of one blood", one race, created by Ged, distinct
from every other branch of living creatures.

We have seen that God is Holy and Righteous. HNow if
& Holy Ged made man, the natural inference is that He wiculd make
him hely also. And yet in Acts we have man rerresenied as an
"untoward generation® (Acts 3:40), we have threats that "God will
judge the world" (Acts 17:31), and in hcts 17:30 men are commanded
to repent. Rspent--repent of what? Here Luke does not tell us
¢learly jus®t how man fell, but he presurpcses the fall as nay be
seegfhis representaticn of the present SINFUL STATE of man.

Men is a sinner. Sins zre mentioned all through the




Acts. No one is represented as perfect--no cne is siad tc be
without esin. Even the apostles tell the Zecple that they are .
sinners like the rest of the world, "of like passions and lusis."
There is enough of %he divine image lef% in man for hinm %o know
thet he is not perfect and it takes only & little rreaching of
the judgment to come(Acts 35:35) 4o make even the libertine Felix
feél uncomfortable. The same is true of the preacﬁing of Peter
(Acte 2:37). Vhen they heard his denunciation of %them and their
guilt, the Jews were "pricked %o the heart", end asked, "len and
brethren, what shall we do?"

Now, jus® whet constitutes Sin according to Acts? There
is no question as %4c how Luke regarded the stoning of Stephen,
or the crucifixion of Christ. Both of these acts are great sins
on the rart of the Jews. Nor is there any doubt of Peter's view
cf the hypocrisy of Ananias and Sapphira--the lying words which
they spoke und the deceptive thoughts which prompted their words,
es well as the desire for honor and glory in the eyes of their
fellow church-members, are & plain example of the Catechism truth,
"Sin is any transgression of the law of God in desire, thought,
word, or deed. "Repent therefore of this thy wickedness, and pray
God if perhaps the thcught of thy heart may be forgiven thee...for

I perceive that thou art in bond of iniguity", says Peter to Simen,




the Sorcerer.(Acts 8:33). Yes, even the evil thoughts of the
~heart, though they may never come to light, are sin.

llor does Luke leave us in the dark regarding the cause
of Sin. Certainly +thie cause is not God himself, for God is
righteous, and would not punish man for something that was not
his own fault. This leads %o the inference tha’t man is responsible
for his own sin and must suffer for it himself. However, %his

fact does not preclude cother causes. "Of your own selves shall

nen arise, speaking perverse things, to draw away disciples after

ther." (Acts 20:30). Here men mislead other men--so another cause
of sin may be o¢ther men. But the chief cause of sin, according
tc Luke, is the devil. Peter says to Ananias, "Ananias, why

hath Satan filled %thy heart %o lie to the Holy Ghost." He dces
not blame the depraved heart of Ananias, nor the wicked influence
of his wife Sapphira, but Satan, thus implying that Sstan is

the original csuse of the sin.(cf. Gen. 3).

If God is a righiteous God, there will cerftainly be &
venalty for sin. Vhen the apostle speaks of the death and burial
of Christ, he mentions the fact that David had prophesied regarding
Christ, "Thou wilt no%t suffer thine Holy One to sse corruption.™
Now David was not without sin, as he himself confesses, "iy sin

is ever before me", and he sew corruption (Acts 13: 35-37), eo




the only logical conclusion is, +that sin is the cause of corrup-
tion. As a result of hie sin, Ananins died. Judas, (Acts 1:18)
despairing of ever reoceiving forgiveness for his sin, brought
death down upon hinmself. Hercd received the wazes of his sin by
being eaten of worms, so the "wagese of sin is death", and since

all men are sinners, all must die. Luke does nu%t emphasize this

Point in Acts, for a very sinple reason. Commcn sense tells every-

one that he must die.

Bu%, after death, what then? Here toco, the aﬁthar cf
Acts lesaves the unbeliever no hope--there is no confort for any-
orne who thinks that death ends all, that man is blotted out, that
he cezses %o exist. TFor he says, "Judas went 4o his own plece"--

a place. The apostles preach "the judgment %o come"

@
e
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so ther
(Aots 24:25), so death is not %the end, there is a judgment. In

view ¢of these facts-~that man is & sinner, that the penaliy cf

gin is death, and that a judgment follows upon death, so exphati-
celly expressed in Acits, hcw can men be saved? Certainly not oy
his own rescurces--the cnly way the Bible knows,and the author of

L&

Acts teachss it also, is by faith in Christ.

2z
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PREDCESTINATION AND UNIVEESAL GRACE,

Lote, in harmony with the rest of the New Tastament,
tells us that God hze predestined man to salvation, "For the
vroemise is unto you 2nd unte your children, and to all who are
afar off, even as wenv aa the Lord our God shall gall,"(Acts
3:38). It ie an sct of CGod for "when the Gentiles heard this
(tre proclarstion of universal grace), they wers gled and glo-
rified the word of the lLord, and as ranv as were ordained to
Eternal Lire, belisved," It is God whc has ordzired us tec
Eternal Lifs, it is Cod who werks reventance and feith in the

heart, it is God who offers free grace to all;and yet this grace

is nct irresistible, Sterhen, speaking to the Jews who were

abeut tc stone him, said, "Ye stiffnecked and uncircumcized in
heart and ears, ye do always resist the EHoly Chost, as your
fethers 4id, so do ye." (Pcts 7:51), And when Paul had preached
the grace of God in Antioch in Pisidia, he says, "It was necessary
thet the word qf God should first have been preached unto you,

but seeing you put it from you, lo, we turn to the Gentiles,"
(Acts 13:48)., Man is not forced to accept the grace of God,

but it is offered to him and if he does nct accert it, he is

lest through his own fault,

No trace wvhatever is found in Acts, of a predestination
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to damnation cr of particular grace, on the ccntrary, the doc-
trine of free and universal grace precludss this ides at cnce,

Nen, and man only is at fault, if he is damned,




JUSTIFICATION AND SALVATION,

"Fith this took, St, Luke teaches the whole Christien
church to the end of the world, the true chief article of Christ-
ian doctrine that we must be justified through faith in Jesus
Christ alone, without any aid of the Law or aasistance ¢of our
works, "1

Ve have seen that men's nature is utterly depraved
end sinful, (see "Man"). Now how can such a creaturs be Jus-
tified before a just and holy God? (see "God"), Acts gives us
a definite answer ofn this point.

The auvthor cof Acts tells us that "we could nct be jus-
tified by the law of loses," (13:38). No, not even the most
burning zeal for the cause of Jehovah will suffice to save us,
as Paul testifies to the mob of Jews in Jerusalem (Acts 33:4f),
for, as we heve seen, man is of himself powerless to do good.
Nor does the rite of circumcision benefit men at all in this
respect (Acts 15:1f) for "God is no respecter of perscns"

(Acts 10:34); vefore His sight 211 men ere equal, nationality
confers no advantage. To 211 the ory goes out, "Rerent!" All
are gullty--all are "in like condemnztion."

But there is one way in which sinful man is Jjustified

before our holy God--through the atoning sacrifice of Christ.

1., Luther:"Prefzace tc Acts"

LT
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"Through ' this !en 1s preached unto you the forgiveness of

sing, " (Acts 13:28), The Justiflcation has been accomplished
(objective justificstion), 211 men have teen justified, it only
rexains for man to 2ccent this Jjustification which God offers
him, Vg are nét told to "work out our own Salvation ', ﬁut.we

are told to rerent. "Rerent and be oconverted, that your sins

may be blotted ocut." Acts 3:18. EHere "be convarted" includes
faith for in 2cts 16:31 we read "Believe on the Lord Jesus Chrizt
and thou shalt bs szved," So the only means of bsing saved is
the way of rerentance and faith for "aneither is there salvation

in any other, for there iz none other nare under heaven, given

arong men, whereby we must be saved," Acts 4:13, (ses also

af).,

AV ]

Acts 3:




THE WORD OF GOD.

"For the writer of Acts, the 01d Testament was the
written socurce of all revelatiqn. The sufficient proof of eny
argurent, or the explanation of a2ny historical event, wzs found
in the fact that it had been grophesied.“"Immadiately st the
beginning of his first recorded speech Peter sz2ys, "ilen and
brethren, this Scripture must needs have been fulfilled which
the Holy Ghost spake by the mouth of David,"(Acts 1:18). And
again, speeking of the gift of the Holy Spirit &t Pentecost,
"This ie that which was sroken by the provhet Jeel," Paul's
view of the Seriptures corresponds fully with this, "And we
declare unto you glaﬁ tidings, how that the promiee.which was
rede unto the fathers, God has fulfilled the same unto us their
children, in that he hath raised up Jesus." These passzges
will suffice toc show how the Apvostles regarded Old Testament
serinture, They were inspired of God; the Holy Ghost spcke
through the wedium of the prorhets, and the soriptures rust
therefors, of necessity, bs fulfilled, "As prorhecies the 014
Testarent books are accepted withocut question and there is no
trace of the Jewish controversy which raised the dispute as

to the correct exegesis of the 0ld Testament, aprerently the

1,Baetings: "Dictionary of the Apostolic Church” yo; 17, p.3sf,




dispute had not yet ariseﬁ?“--the literal 1nterrretétion of the
rrophets was fully sceepted,

Nor ie it alone the teaching of the 014 Testament which
is inepired, The disciples were "filled with the Holy Ghost”,
their words were the wcrd of God. Speaking to the Jews of the
c¢ity of Antioch, Paul says, "It was necessary that the word of
God bs preached first untc you." Now this cannot mean the word
of God of the 014 Testament, as some have affirmed, for this the
Jews had had all =long, nor can it mean the word "concerning”
God, but the word of Cod, as prsached by Paul and Barnsbas, Their
words wers God's words--their teaching was inspired,

Thé first use of the word of God is to show man his
utterly depraved condition (fc%s 2:23) and to call him to rerent-
anoce, "Repant" is the note that runs through all the Apostolic
discourses, No one is baptized until he hes repented--no one
receives the gift of the Holy Spirit unless his sins have been
rerented of, When Simon, the Sorcerer triss to buy the gift of
the Holy Ghost (Acts 2:33), Peter curses him and his monay, =nd
telle hir, "Repent therefore of this thy wickedness if perhars
the thought of thy heart may‘be foerziven thes,"

"hen the word has prepered the way by rerentzance, it

next works faith, Nowhere do we resad that falth came without

1, Hastings: "Dictionary of the Apostolic Church" p.29,
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hearing the word of Ged, but elways, as in Acts 4:4 "!leny of thern

vhich heard the word believed,"

But the word dces not stop here--its influencs on man
must still continue. "And now, brethren, I comend you to God
and to the word of His gr=zoe which 1s =able to build you up and
give you an inheritance among them which are sanctified, "(Acts
30:33), This is the sanctifying influence of the word of God,
eéxerted on the life of the believer, For thres years Paul had
been among the people of Ephesus "warning everyone night and day
with tears" and now he leaves them to the further influence of
the Word of God.

By this bringing to a knowledge of sin, and working

repentance and faith, the Vord of God saves, In Acts 28:32 Paul

identifies the Vord of God with Salvation. The word of God has
been sent ot the Gentiles, sc the door of Faith and Salvation

has been orened to them,

Thus, sccording tc Acts, the teaching of the Old Testa-
rent snd the preaching of the Apostles is insrired, it brings man
to 2 knowledge of hie sin, it works trus repentance and faith,

it sanctifies, and saves.
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BAPTISM,

"Baptism is the normal means of entry intoc the Christ-
ian Church"l yet it presupncses rerentance (Acts 3:33) "Rerent
and be bartized svery one of you in the name of the Lord Jesus
for the remission of sins and ye shall receive the gift of the
Holy Sririt, for the promise is unto you and unto your children,
gnd to all that are afar off, even as many as the Lord our Cod
shall call,"

As tc the mode of vaptism, two things are clsar froa
fots, One of these is, that water was apvlied, Now, whether
this watsr wes sprinkled over the person, or whether he was
washed with it, or whether he was imrersed, is not said, "And
wash away thy sins"(Acts 32:18), leaves this question orpen.

The cther requisite of a bartism was that it be done "in the

nare of Jesus, "(Lcts 3:338j;above). "In the nawre of Jesus",
Hastings®calls attention to the fact that here there is nothing
said about baptizing in the name of the Father, Son and Holy
Ghost, But "aus einer Nicht-srwaehnen darf man nicht ein Nicht-
geschehen folgen,"® Neither Luke nor Paul, (in passages Rom. 8:3,
Gal 3:37, ICcr, 1:14f) rrofess to be writingiﬁork on dogratics,
They both teach the Trinity, (Luke 4:31-3) (Rom.5:1-5), so it

nay be agssured that, when they spesk of "the name of Jesus",

S H. . "Dictionary of the Apcstolic Church" Art. "Baptism’.
%. Higziﬁﬁgz “Dictionar§ of the Apostolic Church" Art, "Baptisn®.

3. Fuerbringer: "Einleitung in das N, T." p. 41,




the other twoc rercons of the Trinity are included,

: The question has been raised, whether infant baptisﬁ
is cogmanded in 2fcts, Thers is no zbsolute r»rocf that it was
done; yet Peter baptized Cornelius "and his whole house", Paul
baptized the keeper of the prison and "all his,"™ Does this nct
gesm to include the children also--if not, just at what age.
wust we recognize children as belonging to the household? The
roint "for the promise is unto you and unto your children"
(Acts 2:38) dare not be pressed: it way mean literally "6hil-
dren", or it may well mean "unto your posterity."™ At any rate
the acceptance of infant baptism at this place makes lesg dif-
ficulty than its rejection,

Now, just what, according to Acts, 1s the value of

beptism? According to Acts 3:41, baptism adrits to the external
Christian church, Yet it does more than this, "Repent and be
baptized 2nd wash away thy sins" (Acts 33:18) leaves no doubt

as to the efficacy of the sacrament (see also Acts 3:38), it

is & means of Grace., Closely connected with this forgiveness

of sins is the gift of the Holy Ghost (Acts 3:38) which also

followed bartism,




THE LORD'S SUPPER

The doctrine of the Lord's suprer is not expressly
taught in Acts, The words of institution, found in four books
of the Bible, are lacking here. The rassaces which do core
into consideration are Acts 3:42 and Acts 20:7. Already in
Acts 2:43, "And they continued steadfastly in the apostles!
dootrine, and in fellowship and in the breaking of breazd and
in prayer", it is imrlied that the breakinzr of bread was an
established custom, The sct is mentioned in close comnection
to fellowship, the apostles' doctrine and rrayer, seering to
imply that it was in some way rather closely related to them,

To quote Dr,R., J, Knowling® (following Holtzman and
Weizsaecker) "No interpretation is satisfactory which forgets
that the suthor of Acwus had behind him Pauline language and
doctrine, and we are justified in adducing the language of Paul
(ICor,10:18) in order to exrlain the words before us."™ If this
much be admitted, the exprassion cannot be interpreted as a
common meal--St. Paul's habitual reference of these words to
the Lord's Supprer lezds us tc see in them a reference to the
cormemoration of the Lord's death, although we may admit thet

“it is altogether indisputable that this commemorstion at first

followed a common meal, "

1. In "Expositor's Greek Testament" Vol,II p.94,
2, In "Expositor's Greek Testament"™ Vol.II v,S4

& 3




The same might be said of Acte 20:7 "on the first day
of the week, when the disciples came together to break bread,
Paul preached unto them." The disciples care together "to break
breed," ."%hat more natural inference than this, that they came
together for a religious servioce, part of which consisted in
the "brezking of brsad" (Lord'é Supper) and part in "the presch-
ing of the Vord? Dr, Kretzmann saysl "If this expression does
not refer exclusively to the celebration cf the Lord's Supper,
it certainly doces not exclude the Sacrament."

The Lord's Suprer as a means of grace is csrtainly not
exrhasized in Acts, though, on the other hand, there is nothing
vhetever to oprose the doctrine. Purves,2 in the usual reformed
ranner draws the conclusion that it was cnly a memorial, while
Luther and the Lutheran theclcgiane generally, rightly follow-
ing the literal interpretation cf the words cf institution,
insiet upon the sacramental character of the act, holding it
to be & rezl "saocramentur", in which "God gives something to

men, "3 But the dogmratical discussion of this point belongs

elsevhere,

1. Commentary N, T, Vo1, I r. 554,
3. G, T. Purves, "The Apostolic Age" p. 35.
3. Fuerbringer "Liturgik" r.ll.




PRAYER,

That prayer was practiced in the early Christian con-
gregations, is evident frow Acts 2:42 "They continued steadfastly
in the apostles! doctiine, and in fellowship and in the brsak-
ing of bread and in prayer." Here it is implied that the prayer
was offered in connection with the rest of the service. No
doubt this was done in much the same way and for the same purpose
as it ie offered in our congregations, From Acts 13:5 we see

that 2t times the whole church united in prayer for a singls

individual, who was in special danger, (Peter in prison, in danger
of losing his 1life).

The sarly Christians did not pray to idols, Paul,
even at the risk of his life, admonishes his converts to out
away their idols and turn to the living God, Nor is thers any
trace of praying to the saints, or of invoking thes saints to
rray in one's stead--these ideas crert intc the church at a
later date,

Tc whom then, does the writer of Acts encourzge Christ-

ians to pray? To God:(Acts 13:5) "Praysr was made unto God

for him." To Christ: (Acts 7:59) "Lord Jesus, receive my sririt",

4>

"The Lors Jesue is one whor it was natural to approach in prayer.“l

And, no doubt, the Spirit of ‘God, whe dwelt in the digoiples

1, Hastings:"Dictionary of Apostolic Church." "Christology".



of Jesus and controlled all their actions (Acts 15:9; 9:8;
8:29; etc) was alec included when they prayed to God.

¥e have already seen that praysr is made for others -
(fots 12:5), Other incildencss of this are Acts 2:40, where
Petér, kneeling at the bedeide of Tabitha prayed for the rest-
oration of her life, and Acts 8:34, where Simén bege Peter,
"Prey ye the Lord for re that nons of these thinge may haprean",
and Acts £:15, where "Peter and John prayed for them that they
might receive the Holy Spirit,"

Then, of course, there are nurercus examrles of Christ-

ians praying for themselves. (Acts 16:25--Paul and Silas in

prison; Acts 7:5S--Stephen). Thus the gift of the Holy CGhost

is often vrayed for (Acts 8:15), So alsc we have ther yraying

for the forgiveness of sins, (Aote 5:23), But it is =lso per-
mitted to rray for bodily needs, 23 may be seen froem Acts 13:5,
ete.

Regarding the hearing of prayer, the author of Acts
dces nct lemave us in doubt., Numerous cases are oited where
prayer was.heard. Sterhen refers to the 01d Testsment rassage
(Acte 7:34), "I have heard their przyers (the praysrs of the
Israelites in Egypt) and am come down to deliver them," The
prayere of Paul and Silas are answered by a miracle, (Acte 16:35),

Peter's prayver for Tabitha is answered by her coming back to
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life, "The effectu2l fervent prayer of the Christien availeth

much"--~this point is emphacized strcngly throughout Acte.




PNEUMATOLOGY,

An important source of our knowledge of spirits, is
Acts.? Spirits, according to the author, are of two kinds--good
and evil, thhing is sald directly concerning the essence cf
spirits, but they are in themeelves immaterizl, they arppear ani
dieaprear, (Acts 8:28), they assuxe bodies sirilar to those of
men, as,for instancs at the ascension of the Savior. (fcts 1:10),
This is quite in accord with other appearsnces of angels in
beth the 01d end New Testaments.

The cccupation of the good angels (Acts 8:268; 11:13)
is tc carry God's messages to men, giving them instructions,
Another cocupation is that of comforting the distressed. In
the midst of the stor, when.all seemed lost, Paul tells his
his cemrades (fots 27:23), "There stood by me this night the
Angel of ﬁheLord,Kwhose I az, who I serve, saying, fear not.
Peul, thou rust be brought before Cassar," just as it was an
angsl who canme dovn from Heaven tc strengthen our Savior in
his euffering. But at times angels have been endued with mi-
raculous powers, One of them came to Peter in the prison
(lots 13:7f), waked him, led him out prast the guard, past the
iron gate, which opened of its own e2ocord, and then dissypprearsd

agein as mysteriously as he had come,

1, Kayser: "Contending for the Faith".- p.215.
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Quite differsnt ies the nature of the evil angels; al-
though, gssentially they are the same-~both classes are sririts,
"here Acts always spesks of the good angsls as serving both
God and man, its teaching rsgarding the evil angels is the direct
opposite, They take bodily poessssion of human peinge (Acts 2:7)
"For unclean spirits, crying with a loud voice, came ocut of
rany that were rossessed of ther," They are "unclean." Another
rassage (Acts 15:15) refers toc them as"evil", Acts 13:10 refers
to Bar-Jesus as "child of the devil"”, "full of all subtlety and
rischief", "the enemy of righteousness", and perverter cf the
right way of the Lord."

Thie, then, is their occupation--to harm and hinder,
if possible the plans of the Lord, to work their mischie? in
man, either by possession, (Asts 13:16) or by tempting him teo
hypocrisy, shaweful lying and blasphemy, & in the case of Ana-
nias, (Acts 5:1f),

Nothing is =said of the creation of the angels or of
the fall of thes evil angels, but these things are presuprcssd
throughout, "God mase heaven and earth" (Acts 7:49)--the author
no doubt inclﬁdes the creation cf angels when he says, "and
gll things that ars thersin"., FNor is there any ground for
supposing that the evil angels were createsd evil, It is not in

the interest of the writer to go into this subject here--his



degcription, ir all the points upon which he touches, agrees

fully with the rest of the Bible.



TEE LAST THINGS.
The Resurrection of the Dead,

A resurrection of the dead will take place, It was
one of the important themes of the Apostles' preaching, "Paul
preached Jesus and the resurrection® (Acts 17:18) and in his
trial before the High Priest he makes this the chief point of
his dooctrine, "of the hove 2nd resurrection of the dead I am
called in question." (Acts 33:8).

Then, 2s now, this dooctrine of the resurrection was
difficult for human reason to grasr. The Pharisees still held
it (Acte 24:15), but the Sadducees, and people of the world
generally had dropped it completely, This was the part of the
Arostles' rreaching which was esvecially offensive to their
hearers, ""hen they heard of the resurrection of the dead,
some mocked" (Acts 17:32), they refused even to listen. But
to the more earnest among them, the matter, though not easily
understood, was one of sufficient importance for them to say,
"We will hear thee again of this matter."

Yet, according to Paul, the doctrine of the resurrection
is not so incredible after all., It is a miracle, of course, but
so are numerous other things which we see about us, why, then,

should this miracle be more incredible than any of the others?

Sr
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(Acts 26:9f), Besides, just this was promised to our Fathers
(Aots 28:8), so there is no reascn to doubt that there will
be a resurrection,

Vho will be raised from the dead? Acts does not leave
us to conjecture, "So worship I the God of my fathers, believing
all things which are written in the law and in the prorhets,
and have hope towards God....that there shall be a resurrection
of the dead, both of the just and of the unjust." (Acts 34:15),
All men shall be raised, no matter what kind of a 1ife they led
here on earth,

The Second Coming of Christ and the Judgment,

The Angel (Acts 1:11) gives the disciples the promise,
"This same Jesus which is taken up from you into heaven, will
come again in like manner as ye have seen Him go into heaven,"
The coming will be visible--Jesus will come in his glorified
body, just as he went to Heaven,

The purpose of his coming is expressed in (Acts 10:43),
"He is ordained of God to be a judge of the quick and the dead.,"
Thies judgment is preached in numerous places in Acts, (cf.Aots
24:35, 17:31, 3:21,etc). But, though it will be a scene of
terror to those who have refused to accept Christ, (Acts 3:33),
for the Christians it will be only the door to Eternal Life.

Eternal 1ife is taught clearly, Luke tells us (Acts

13:48), "As meny as were ordained to Eternal Life believed."
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"Sgeing Ve Judge yourselves unworthy of everlasting Life,"
(Aots 13:46). There will be a temporal death, as we have seen
in the oharter on Man, yet the Christians will rise again to
Eternal Lifs,

But what of the unbelievers? Luke does not say that
they will be annihilated, nor does he say that they will have
a sscond chance, "Judas went to his own plece," (Acts 1:35).
Vhat that place was he does not tell us, but he does tell us
of Hell in his CGosrel, Luke 18:24f,, "In hell he lifted up
his eyes, being in torment", "Have mercy on me and send Lazarius
that he may dip the tip of hie finger in water and cool my tongue,
for I am tormented in this flame.," This dootrine would be brought
back vividly to the Apostles by the Holy Ghost and this is the :
"Jjudgment to coze" which they preached,

CONCLUSION,
Thus we see that

1, Luke'=s stand is uron the pgé&in heads of Scrirture
2: Those doctrines which he omits, he does not
contradict, and therefore there is no discrerancy betwean Acts

and the other New Testament writings,

1. Keyser: "Contending for the Faith" p,207,
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