
Concordia Seminary - Saint Louis Concordia Seminary - Saint Louis 

Scholarly Resources from Concordia Seminary Scholarly Resources from Concordia Seminary 

Bachelor of Divinity Concordia Seminary Scholarship 

4-1-1924 

Christian Doctrine According to the Book of Acts Christian Doctrine According to the Book of Acts 

Arthur William Klinck 
Concordia Seminary, St. Louis, ir_klincka@csl.edu 

Follow this and additional works at: https://scholar.csl.edu/bdiv 

 Part of the Religious Thought, Theology and Philosophy of Religion Commons 

Recommended Citation Recommended Citation 
Klinck, Arthur William, "Christian Doctrine According to the Book of Acts" (1924). Bachelor of Divinity. 691. 
https://scholar.csl.edu/bdiv/691 

This Thesis is brought to you for free and open access by the Concordia Seminary Scholarship at Scholarly 
Resources from Concordia Seminary. It has been accepted for inclusion in Bachelor of Divinity by an authorized 
administrator of Scholarly Resources from Concordia Seminary. For more information, please contact 
seitzw@csl.edu. 









things that have happened and also thoee which are going to ha~pen­

auoh a God would also be able to foretell future evente, and this 

He does. He sends an angel to tell Paul not to fear for bis life 

for the present, that he must be brought before Caesar (Acts 27:23). 

An angel of God eende Philip to meet the Eunuch of Ethiopia; 

another Angel tells Cornelius to send men to Joppa 0 to call for 

Simon whose surname is Peter", giving exact directions just where 

this Peter is to 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 Psalm 139 :1-4. 

God, who knows everything, kno\Ts also that man is sin­

ful, but He is not going. to punish sin at once. He sees the idol­

atry and sinfulness of raen, and 11 t he times of their ignorance 

God winked at"(Acts 17:30). In the meantime he "giveth rain from 

heaven and fruitful seasons", (Acts 14:18), and 11 in every na.tion 

he that fearet h Him and worketh righteousness is accepted nith 

Him."(Acts 10:35). There is a chance for all, the Grace of God 

is universal. yet it does not last forever for,"now He commandeth 

all men everywhere to repent • 11 (Acts 17 : 30) • 



The command ha.a gone out. nnepent and be baptizedn, 

the time of grace is still at hand. but God 1s righteous, ~e has 

sworn to punish sin. and He must do it. nHe hath appointed a 

day in ,mich He will judge the world in righteousness.n(Acts 17:31). 

When the time of grace is over, the judgment will oome. 

However. though the Lord is merciful and long-suffering 

1n this time of grace. there are some sins which do not go un­

punished, some gross outbreaks which must be corrected at onoe. 

Such a one was the plot of Ananias and Sapphira. people who pro­

fessed to be Christiane, but who. by their oonduot. blasphemed 

the Holy Ghost. The same is true of King Herod who sat upon 

his throne• arrayed in royal appa.re.l and made an oration unto 

t he people, and then made no denial of their shout, 11 It is the 

voice of a god, and not of a ma.nt 11 "The Angel of the Lord smote 

him because he gave not God the glory."(Acts 12 :23). What a 

confirmation of the Old Testament statement, I am the Lord. that 

is my name. and my glory will I not give unto another, neither 

my praise to graven images."(Isaiah 48:8) and of Christ's quota­

tion from the Old Testament in llath. 4:10. "Thou shalt worship 

the Lord thy God and Him only shalt thou serve.n 

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

does cover the doctrine of ~od very well), the writer of Acts 

• 



is in full agreement with the rest of the Word of God. 



THE TRINITY. 

We have seen that Luke teaohea a personal God W'ho is 

eternal 1 omnipresent, omnipotent eto. 1 and that this God is the 

God of the Old Testament ohuroh. But does he teach the Trinity 

in Acta? 

Un1·tariana ha ire affirmed that nowhere in the Bible 1a 

the Trinity taught clearly enough to accept it as an article of 

faith, opposed as it is by the evidence of human reason. This 

sweeping statement naturally includes the Book of Acta. Yet it 

is a significant fact that just those sects of the early ohuroh1 

(Ma.roionites, Ebionitee 1 and ldanichaeana) 1 who denied the deity 

of Jesus Christ and the personality of the Holy Spirit1 and con­

sequently the Trinity, were just the ones to reject the Acta of 

the A~ost les. Does this not seem to argue that in Acts they 

found a refutation of their anti-trinitarian doctrines? The fact 

is 1 that the Trinity is clearly taught in Aots 1 and the doctrine 

will be found at once by anyone who goes at the study of the ques­

tion with an unbiassed mind. Just to take two passages at random 1 

in Acts 2 :38 v,e find 1 "Repent and be baptized every one of you1 

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

shall receive the gift of the HeLY GHOST, for the promise is 

11 



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

even as many as the Lord our God shall call. 11 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 o\ffl power. But ye shall receive power, 

after that the HOLY GHOST· has come upon you and ye shall be wit­

ness es unto 1.m. 11 

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. Trin1 ty, consisting of three persons", ·1n so 

many words, but what other interpretation would fit? The dis­

ciples are to baptize "in the name of Jesus." Would they be 

likely to be asked to baptize in the name of a ma.n? Besides, 

this same Jesus is cal1ed Qg4 in nurderous places.(aee Ohriatology) 

They a.re to "receive the gift of the Holy Spirit." \Vould this 

be t h e Spirit of a. raan, or just an indefinite "something, hard 

to define?" As a. w.a.tter of fact, Acts also makes the Holy Spirit 

God (see Holy Spirit). We have already seen that the Father is 

God. Now if these three are .9s2S'l and still, there are not three 
.,, 

Gods, how else can the matter be explained that by saying that 

there is 2.rul God with three persons? There is one other expla­

nation tha t mi ght be mentioned here, t hat the Father, Son and 
I 

Holy Ghost a.re not se:pa.rate person.a, but only ma.nifeatations 

/f 



of the ea.me person. If this ,,rare so, then i'lhy should J eaua s1,,ea.k 

of "the times and seasons which the F~ther has put into His omi 

power", or \'lhy mention ~he Holy Ghost se:pe:.ra.tely at a.11? God 

does not ws.st e \Vords--He aays wha.t He ri1es.ns. So the Trin1 ty 

stands unshaken, clearly eet forth in Acts. 



I 

JESU2 CHRIST. 

His Hwr.ani ty. 
"Of De.vi:! 1 s seed ha.th God, a.coording to promise, rai9ed 

up a Savior," (Aots 13:2~), an~ "through this lll!!n 13 ~r9a.ohed 

unto you the forgiveness of sins.n Thus the writer of Aots 

describes t he true Hm!~NITY o! Jesus. He was a real man, of -
the Seed of David, "of the fruit of the loins of David according 

to the flesh ", (Ac t s 2:30) and he showed his hUIJ',anity all through 

his ·ea rthly life. The author had already given an account of 

the miraculous ~irth of Jes'\.ls in hie Gospel, so it 13 not his 

purpose to se t fo rth t his doctrine here, but by nU?terous allu­

sions it n:ay be concl usively proved that Jesus Christ was a 1r.e.?1. 

"Jesus of Nazare th , a 1r.an appr oved a.1tong you by n.iraoles and 

signs ·,hic h God d i d. by Hfo·: in t he n~ i dst of you", (Acts 2:22), 

",vho •,1e n t about doing good and heal ing all who were oppressed 

of the Devil 111 (~ts 10: 38), "went in and out uong us, 'begin­

ning at the baptiam of John until t hat same day that He was 

taken up f r o~ us ." (Acts 1:22). These few passages will suf­

fice to show tha t the author of Aote regarded Jesus as a true 

man, doing works of loving service to His fellowmen, reviewing 

in short foru., wha t he has already told Theo~hilus in his Gos­

pel. But Jesus is .m2ll than a man • . 

1. .!ioNe ile, "N. T. Teaching in Light of St. Paul' e" p.121. 



His DeitI. 
Aots speaks of Jesus as of no other ~an. To no one 

else is holinesg attributed. (Aota 3:14) "Ye have denied the 

Holy One a-nd t he Just. n Nor is anyone else called n just•. 

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

On the contra ry it _is evident throughout that all other ~en 

are ~ortal. To no other man does God say, "Thou art ~y ·Son, 

this day have I begotten thee.• These facts prove at ]east this 

n:uch--Jesus is ~ than other rr::en, He is DIV!UE. 

But is He n~ore than Divine? Here 9pinicns differ. 

Rationalis ts, mo1ern theologians, heretics at all ti~es in the 

Christian Church hav~ denied to Jesus anything beyond Divinity. 

But such an expl anation does not satisfy. It ie true that 

Luke "hes not written to prove the Deity of Jes~s •, 1 yet, as 

· parts of _ is Gospel show, he accepted the Deity to the full. 

Ee does not write as a theologian, aa Paul does in his Epistles. 

He makes no theological argwi.ents or definitions, but he reveals 

his own views by the nature o! the material whioh her-resents. 

The t welve- yea r old Jesus is olea.rly conscious of his Son-ship 

"I must be about m.y Father's business" (L\\ke 2:49). God ia His 

f'&.ther in a sense t1•ue of no other ~an.2 •It is beyond question 

that in t be aooount of the baptis??: of Christ the Gcspel of Luke 

presents the deity of Christ as clearly as does the Gospel of 

John.• 3 Acts 3:18 , Aots 18:15 and numerous other passages 

1. Robertson: "Luke the Historiann ~.lSS a. 11 n n n ,.. • 158 
3
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represent Je eu $ as the ~eseiah of tr.e Old Testament whose suf­

ferings were already fore told. •Luke re3ents t he real deity 

of Christ, not t he ~'lere :iivini t y• 1a n d 1.f' t hat is ?lie point of 

view in the Gospel, why should ~e streto~ phrases, and put the 

worst ~oss i ble construction upon eve r y t hing in Aots? e, like 

'I'heophil1:.s, have the Gospel of Luke as a com.-•enta.ry on lets. 

His Sinl esaneu. 

This God-n:.e.n Jesus Christ is sinless.. In Acts 3:14, 

?:52 , 22 : 14, He is called t he •Righteous One•,"t.he Holy and. 

Just•. Acts 13: 2a sa ys t hat he was "innocently killed", in 

harmony with Pila te's decision, recorded in the Gospel, •I 

find no f ault in Hire ." (Aote 3:13). 

Hi s Suf'ferine. --Vica rious? 

Ye t t he fsot 1·en:ains that this sinless. Jesus .. sut'fered. 

Acts 3 : 13 t ells of t he suffe ring under Pilate, a:23 and 4:10 · 

remind us once more of the Cruf'ixion. y d i d Jesus h 0 ve to 

s~fe r? The only answer is, t hat Ho was suffering vicariously, 

•rt t he wor d •pa.is", servant, which is appl ied to Christ five 

ti~es, is a n a l lusion to Isaiah 52:13 and 53:12, it i u.plies 

a bel ief t hat His suff erings "'ere in sori:e sense vicarious. •2 

(See a l so Thaye r, · •Creek Engl i sh Lexicon" p .473.) The story 

of Philip and the eunuch of Ethiopia, 1'3 oonolusive, Jesus .!i, 

the .:tess i a.h of the Old Testament, His suffering 1s vicarious. 

1. Roberts on:•Luke the Historian• p . 181. 
2. lioNeile: •N. T. Teach ing in the Light of St. Paul's•~- 125. 

2 



I y 

Betrayal, Crucifix,on, Doath and Burial. 

Judaa ,.,as the guide to them that took Jesus (Aots 1: 16). 

The Jews then delivered Him up and denied Hi~ before Pilate 

(Acts 3:13). "Ye have hanged and destroyed Him, by wiokad hands 

ye have crucified and slain Him, hanging Hi~ upon a tree. (Aots 

2:23, Aots 4:10, Aots 5::30, 10:39). The Death of Christ was 

a~ death, by oruoifixion, of whioh the Apostles were wit­

nesses. (Aots 2: 23) Then they "took Hi~ _down fror:~ the tree and 

laid Hi~ in the sepulchre". (Acts 13:29) 

ligsurreotion and Ascension. 

But on the third day (Aots 17:31) "God raiaed Him from 

the dead" (Aots 13: 3 ) "and He openly sho\1ed Hi1r.self a.live, not 

to all the peopl e but to witnesses, chosen before of God, even 

to us tha t di d eat and drink with Him after He rose from the 

dead" (flots 10 :40-2). "David, seeing this before, spoke of 

the resurrection of Christ, that His soul was not left in Hell 

neither did His flesh see oorruption." (Aots 2: 3lf). For forty 

days (Jots 1:3) He went about with His dieoiples, then He was 

taken up into He~ven. (J.ote .1:9). 

Exaltation. 

ftocording to His pro1r.ise, "God. ha.th glorified his ser­

vant Jesus" (/lots 3:13) a.nd now He "sitteth at the right hand 

of' God exalted" (Aots 2:33; 5:31) where He is seen by Stephen 



(Aote 7:55). However, He "whom the heavens must receive (Acts 

3:21) is not confined to any one plaoe, for He appears to Saul 

in His full glory, with t~e heavenly light shining about Hiu., 

a glory so great that Saul is cast to the earth by it. (Acts 9:17). 

Predeter?n1na t1on and Helianic Office. 1 

Now it is this Jesu, of whose life and death and re­

surrection, a.nd ascension the author of licts gives us an out­

line icture, it is this Jesus who wa s predeter~insd by God 

to be the Qavior of the world. "But these things ,hich God 

had showed before by the ~outh of the pro:phets, t'ha t Jesus should 

suf' er, He ha th .so fulfilled," (Jots 3: 16 ). The whole Old Tea­

ta~ent pointed to Hirr., by His death, and reourreotion and as­

cension , Jesus roved Hi?!':aelf to be the llessiab. "Therefore 

lat all t he house of Israel kno~ assuredly, that God hath u.a.de 

tnat sar e Jesus, }'hon: ys have crucified, both Lord a.nd Christ." 

(Act e 2 : 36) • 

1, McNeile: "N. T. Teaching in the Light of St. Paul's" ~.122. 



THE HOf.,y SP I RIT. 

"Nowhe r e in Holy \"r i t is t he acti on of the Holy Ghost 

in the ohuroh so forcibly set forth as in the Acts.•l •This 

developed doctri ne of the Holy Spirit is one of the ~ost ~arked 

feature e of Ac ts ."2 Now, jus t what is the teaching or t he author 

regarding t he Hol y Spirit? 

In t he fi r st pl aoe, the Holy Spirit is QQs!. Disre­

garding al toge ther t hb uncertain doctrine •nhich .!oNeile tries 

to dra . ., frorr. Ac ta on this point, 3 we must insist on the vror~a 

of t he Bi ble as the y stand. Peter aa ys to Ananias, "Ananias, 

\"th y ha t h Sa.t e.n f i lled thy hea rt to lie unto the Holy Ghost? 

Thou he_ t not lied unto ~an, but unto Goi," (Acts 5:3-4), and 

again , to Sappb i ra (Ac ts 5 :9), •How is it tha t ye have agreed 

toget~e r to t err.pt t he Spirit of the T.1ord?" 

Speaking of the expressicns •to lie a gainst t he Holy 

S iri t" (~o ts 5 :3) "tc tempt ~he Spirit of the Lord" (Aots 5:9), 

... cNe i l e sa :,s~ • None of these necessarily im~lies a •person• 

in t he sense of the Atbanasian Syrr.bol." Granted th~t none of 
these neoe s e~rily irr. l ies (though I oannot see how MoNeile gets 

around t he for~er), t here is still the possibility that they 

would i mply a r,e rson, and,rather than p\lt our O\m oonstruotions 

upon t he passages referred to •11a "10re:fer to let the Bible inter­

pret itself . (of. Gan. 1: 2, :ts, 63: 10, ~As.th. 3: 16, John ·15: :as, 

1. Cathol i c Eno yclo~aodi a · (A. E. Breen) Ar~. ~Aots". 
a. Hastings: "Diotion~ry of the Apost~lio Churoh" Vol. I, g.!9· 
3. MoNeile: "N.T. !eaohing in the Lifht of St.Paul's" p, 1~s~. 
4. ii n n n n n II p, 129. 



Eph, 4:10), and especially Luke 3: -aa whe re the author o:f Acts 

hitr.self s pe o,ks of the Holy Ghost in close conneoti on with the 

voice which is eviden tly that of' t he Fe.ther, since He s ~eaks 

of Jesus as Hi s osloved Son,n If we aooer.t the Holy Spirit 

in Acts a s God , eori~ture t ~achi ng on t n is ~oint ia in beau­

tiful ·har ~on ; i f we reject it, Acta i s oompletely out of ha r­

u.ony with t he re s t of the Bible. 

Spea ki ng of t he out~ouring of the Holy Spirit on ~en, 

J oe 1 s a ys , (Ac t s 2 : l 7) , n .4nd 1 t sha l 1 c ou.e to pass i n t he la.st 

days ., s a i t h Go , I will ;,our out my Spirit u_on all flesh an 

your sons an· your dP.ughte r£ sha ll p r ophesy and your young 1ten 

sha l l s ee vi s i ons , a nd you r old icen shall drean: drearr.s, a n~ 

on 1 •• y aerva,nts a,nd on my he nd maidens, I will pour out in 

t hos e days of rr.y Spirit and -they shall p rophesy. n How this 

V!S.A ful f i lJ ed in Ac ts ,\'e rr.ay see a.t once b y enumerating a few 

of t he i nsta nc e s ,111beire tbe wcrk of the P.ol y S., iri t is n:e:1ticned. 

It i s the ~p i1'i t who fills the Apostl es with. kno·,1ledge and 

powe r on Pentecos t; they s peak as He bide them s peak. The 

Hol Ghost b i de Philip a~proach the Eunuch of Ethiop ia; the 

same Sp iri t catches him up ,1hen his rt. ission ha.a 'been fulfilled. 

The Holv Sp irit tel l s Peter to go to Cornelius, where through 

his r e a ching t he S~ i ri t falls u pon all a.sse ,~bl e d . He sets 

Paul and Barnabas a.part for tha Gentile ministry, telling the~ 

2 



just where they ahould preaoh.. and where they should not. 

Jesus Christ is a3.1d to be annointed ,vith the Holy Ghost; 

Stephen is declsred to be "filled ,.,1th tr.e Holy Ghost". and 

Acts affirrr.s tha t even on the Gentiles the gre.oe of the Holy 

Ghost is !)Ou.red out. " Acts as a whole shows the real nature 

of the Christian religion--ite me~bers are oaptize1 with the 

Holy Ghos t, and they are upheld by His power.l 

But the chief occupation of the Spirit .. a.ooording to 

Acts ia chu rch extension, the s p reading of the Gospel .. the 

saving of souls, e.nd in order to do this, he ine~ires the 

A ostles, thus fulfilling the promise of Christ) (John 14:25-e)) 

"But t he Co~forter .. which is the Holy Ghost whOl't the Father 

will send in u.y name .. He shall teach you all things and bring 

to vou r r e??:e!?ibre.noe, •nhatsoe-~·er : I ha.ve said unto you." He 

brings back t he forgotten part of the teaching of Jesus to 

the me1'!or of the Apostles, 2 and through the assistanca of the 

Holy Ghost .. they are enabled to &!)read the Gospel "in Jeru­

se.len e.nd Judea. and. to the Ends of the Earth. " 

1. A. E. Breen in "Catholic Encyclopaedia" Art. Acts. 
a. Keycer: "Oontendi.:ug :!or the Fa.1th" p._207f. 



UAM. 

\Vb.en vre come to the study of ma.n •."Te have aori1ething more 

tangible, something ,vhich QUr \Veak human reason can more readily 

grasp, for a.bout us -.ve see human beings every do.y., we knovr t1hat 

Ma.n is-, because ,1e ourselves are hu~n. Ue kno\7 \1ha.t me.n 1&, 

but there are several things which we do n,Q1 know about man "ithout 

revela tion., and n ow the question ia,does Acta throw any light upon 

these subjecta? First, there is the ORIGin of man. 

Ordina ry., unaided human reason would, if left to its 

ovm devices finally arr ive at the conclusion that there must be 

some Creator of the universe, man included. Uan looka about 

hin, he sees a ll the wonders of nature, far too boa.utiful to have 

evolved fror.1 nothing . He looks at hin1self, at his body, at the 

v:onderful r11eche.niar11 of it all, and in conternpla.tion of these 

things , he r ecognizes that there 1nust be some Crea.tor, sooe higher 

being, a.bout ,vhorn he knows nothing., yet whose preaenoe he feels, 

and ,7hose work he sees. Paul me.de use of this fact in his oration 

to the Atnenians on l'.:0.rs' Hill, (Acts 17 :22) "For as I passed by 

and beheld your devotiona (the objects of your worohip) l found 

an Altar with this inscript ion, ·TO THE U.~Krom~ GOD. \1bo1.:1 there­

fore ye ignorantly worship., · Him I declare unto you." · Educated 



a.s the Athenians ,1ere in 11 terature a.nd philosophy a.nd in the 

worship of their gods and goddesses, they still felt tha.t there 

waa something missing. They felt the ea.me im1::ulse which drives 

the co\7ering pigmy of Central Africa to throw himself u~on the 

ground during a t9rrific thunderstorm, and, neglecting the idol 

which he has made with his o,m hands, to shriek prayers and in­

cantations to the Spirit of the fcrest. He loses confidence in 

his idol in an emergency., his cornoon sense tells him that a thing 

which he ha s m&de cannot help him, and thio ea.me common sense 

tells hira ·that t here reust be a. Great Spirit \7hioh he cannot see, 

just a.e the Athenians felt t h-e insufficiency of their host of 

gods, a.nd ., to sa~isfy this feeling, inscribed an additional e.lte.r 

to the unlmO\m God. 

And even modern man, steeped as he is in the theory of 

evolution., must say to h b :self, "Should .:!m.1!, have c01i10 up from . 
slime, should this have developed through the ages fron prc~oplasm 

to jelly-fish to a pe to cave-man and finally become this glorious 

body? Is the ~pe my brc~her? The thought ie revolting. It ought 

to drive any rational human being to Divine revelation. And this 

revelation of ·the origin of man., if taught nowhere else, ;1ould 

become clear from a study of Acts. 

\Ve have already seen (see Chapter on God) tha.t God 

ma.de heaven a.net earth and a.11 th.ings that are therein (Acts 17 :35), 



including ma.n. The passage goes on, "Seeing ~e giveth all life 

and breath and all things and has made of one blood all the nations 

of men for t o dwell on t h e face of the earth. n He :ma.de of .QIU!. 

bleed a.11 the na tions cf raen. Turning to Genesis, \78 find the.t 

God created only one pair of human beings, so Paul's idea, as 

quoted in Acta, i s scriptural. He made all the nations of men. 

He did not l et t h ero evol ve through n, illions of years, frorn pro­

topl asm thr ough a ll t he s tages ment ioned above,, but ~e ~ them, 

of one blood . (There is nothing sa id of man being of one blood.-

,,;i t h the an i mals). Thus the Austra lia11 bush-man, the Central 

African r,i~y, the cunni ng Mongolian and the most highly-polished 

Caucasian are "of one blood", one r a ce, created by God, distinct 

fror, ever y o•';her branch of living creatures. 

We ha.\re seen tha t God 1s Holy and Righteous. J ow if 

a Ho l y God made man, t h e natura l inference is that He nculd make 

him holy also. And yet i n Acts we have man rep~eaented as an 

"untowar d g en er ation"(Aots 2:40 ), we have t hreats that "God n ill 
. 

judge t he world"(Aots 17:31), and in Acts 17:30 men are commanded 

to repent. Rapent--repent of what? Here Luke does not tell us 

clearly just hov, 111a.n fell, but he presu:pposes the fall a.a may be 
n,~ 

seen. his representa tion of the present SINFUL STATE of man. 
;, 

Han is a. sinner. Sina a.re ri1entioneci all through the 


