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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.
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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
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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%,




NAR.

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




