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The Christology of Aots.

The book of Acots was wrltten mainly for history so w
would not expect to find much doptrine in it. And yet it is
full of dootrine. For this we must thank the Holy Spirit who
has preserved it to us by inepiration. St. Luke was inspired

| with the information necessary to the rscording of the speeches
% we find in the book. These speeches are the chief sources of

T dootrine in this book though not the only ones. A study of the
book for any one dootrine revealks incldentally meny other
dootrines. This 1is brought out especially clearly when we oons—
silder the bookIfrom the viewpoint of the Ecumenical Creeds. .
The Trinity, the Fatherhood of God, the oreation and the pres er-
vaticn of all things by Him ars clearly taught. So also we find
many references to the Holy Spirit and His work of conversion
and sapotification, the ochuroh and questions perteining to £t,
the forgiveness of sins, the resurreotion of the body and the

life everlasting. Just how many of the articles comprehended
under the second article are embodled in Acotes we wlll see as we
go along for that is the subject of the present dlssertation.

But before we go into these docétines themselves we must
lock brieTly into the book itaelf as a whole——-1ts author, his
alm, the sources and the time of the compostion, in short, the
igagogios of the book. That 1t was written by luke, the author
of the Gospel by this name (of.1,1 with Ik.1l,1-4) and the co-
worker of Paul in the later years of his ministry (of. the
"We" seotions, chap.l6ff.), there can be-71ififlé no doudbt.

"The Fathers, sinoce the time of Irenaeus have frequently made
literal quotations from the book and have expressly designated




' to them on account of £X£ different features of its dootrins.

3.
it as the work of Luke" (lleyor on Acts I,1). Hor can the oppositim
of certaln heretical seots -—-Eblonites, liarcionites, Severians
and lanichaesns--be taken seriously as the book was displeasing

The primaery aim of the book was to describe the epresd of
the fospel from Jerusalem, the center of Jewry, to Rome, the center
of the civilized woold.  Luther (St.Louils XIV,98 quoted in
Kretzmann, Intro.to Actes) in his Preface to this book says: "This
bock yocu should read and regard not merely as St.Luke's record of
the persconal dolngs or history of the apostles but this is the
point you should rather note, memely, that with this book St. Luke
teaches all Christendom to the end of the world the true chief
article of christian dootrine 'n‘hich tells us that we must.all be
Justified alone by falth in Jesus Christ, without the Law or our
owvn worke." Thus Luther lays emphasis on the pauline character of
Acts. Yet there are those vho assign to this book a different

alm, namely, a oconclliatory one. The Tuebingen school of .thea':;im
with Baur at ite head was the leader in this movement which would
take all historical scouracy and crddibility from Acts. "They
affirm that the Paul of thes Aots, in his compliance towards Julailsm
is entirely different frog the aposile as exhibited in hils Epistles
(Baur); that he is converted into a Judaizing Christian, as Peter
and James are converted into Pauline Christians (Sohwegler); and
that our book, as & ppoposal of a Pauline Christian towards peekbs
peace by ooncessicne of his party to Judalsm, was in this respect
intended to influence both parties, but especially had in view

the Roman church (Zeller)." (Meyer,I,11). A.H.lMoNeile (p.130)



3.
says: "fhether the spceches ascribed to St.Paul contain a true
x representation of his teachingé is more doubtful....They contain
echoes of Pauline phrases....But they also oontain expressions
which 8t.Paul never uses in his epistles." But if Luke in this
book was really trying to whitewash over the differences between
Paul and the Judaizing party in Jerusalem (as it is called), why
does he bring in the story of the conversion of Cormelius, which
took place under Peter and the record of the apostolic Council
at Jerusalem (chep.15)? Why, also, does he in the last chapter
(38,35ff) olos@ Paul'a intercourse with the Jews with a F4F
rejeotion of them from the Apcastle's ovn mouth? Ko, the alm of
St.Luke in writing thie bock was not to make it appesr that there

was no dissension between Paul and the other apostles for this

was unncceseury as there was no dissension between them as 1is
shewn by the declsion of the Apostolic Council. In the study of this
book we are to remember that it was not written to serve asa
dogumztical traeatiss (as were the Epistles of Paul) but it is dA

simply to give us a oomp:uhensive history of the spread of Ckrist-
L ianity. In the course of this h:l.atory the author neturally touohed
on many dootfines while giving the different specches of the A#
£hé apostles but we need not expect that he has glven us the full
text of all these spesches. go the siaeech delivered by Peter on
Pentecost is not g:l.v_en in full as Luke h:l.nsei_l.:t telle us:"And with
many other words did he tistify and exhort (3,40, of. 17,3;18,5).

As to];he sourcos whioch the author employed we need not
worry. Whether he wsed a wriltten document concerning Pster, another
conoerning Stephen and a misslonary narrative perhaps bslonging
to it (as lMeyer, Acts I,13, thinks is highly probable) is not a ‘




4.
question we nead long argue. It may well be that he did use such
written and even traditlonal sources in the editing of his books.
This does not confliot with the doptrins of the inspiration of the
‘Soriptures for the Holy Spirit does not despise such means of
obtaining information. But t0 try to name the different sources 'lﬁld.
is at best a very problematiocal matter. It is senseless, addo, to
infer that the book is not imspired becauss Luke himself lays no
claim to such inspiration (cf.Robertson, p.4l). It 1s true that
Luke does not claim that his book is 1-nap1ud. yet 1t _bea:s suc h
an unmistokable imprint of the Holy Spirit, He is mentioned so often |
(about seventy times, sokkat someone has called Acts, "the Gospel
of the Holy Spieit") and He plays such an important role in all the
undsrtakings of the apostlas that 1t 1s not stretohing the imagina-
tion to assign thils book to His inspiration. And 1%t 1s noteworthy
that Peter in his first speech (1,11) assigns the Psalms to the
work of the Holy Spirit working_ through the mouth of David.

Thetime of the writing of Acts 1s best taken between the
dates 63 and 65 A.f.A.D. For this sarly date speaks the fact that
no mention of Paul's second imprisonmekt and death (67-68), nor of
the destruction of Jerusalem (70) is made. ILuke was with Paul
during the latter's first imprisonment in Rome kaa.ls; Col.4,14)
and knows that the imprisonment lasted two years (38,30). Luke may

have written during these two yeers or afterwards when Paul was on

———— AT P

further journeys but it seems more reasonable to supposs that he
finished the book just at the end of these two years.

There is another false notion with regard to early christ-
ian theology in general, which we wish to_spaak of before we enter
into the body of our paper. This is, as we might oall it, the

@ .
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5.
evolutionistic theory of theology according to which some of ihe
brighter brains of our day would describe the steady growth or
'evolution of theology during the first century of the christian era.
This is what HoNeile meane when he speaks (p.118) of Paul's
Scontroversial epistles in which he expressed the maturer conviot-
ions arrived at by mediation and experience." And p.137 he says:
"The question (of Jesus' being made lUessiah) was altogather outside
of Peter's horizon. It was because 1t came w!.th:l.n_ St.Paul's that
his doctrine was enooh-making in Christian thought." And the
writer in Hasting's (I,181) says: "In thess factors....ws have the
conditions for the rapld evolution af a cootrine of reconcildation

through the oross." Agein on the same page we read: "And whatever
explanation bs give the composition of the speeches of Paul, the
primitive character of the Christology thypy present remains a faot."
How, while it is true that the theology of the speseches in Acts 1is
not so full and expliocit as that of the controversial spistles of
Paul, for instance, yet 1t is to be held that this is not due to
any evolution in the theology but simply to the differsnt aims of
these books. Robertson (p.:8l) is right when he says:"The early
chapters of Acts falthfully preserve the primitive Christology, &=
in essence the same as that of St.Paul." That this 1s the ocase we

wlll e=e as we go along.

We will follow olosely the order lald down in the second
Articls of the Apostles' Creed as this 1s the simgles'li order. It is
"t0 be noted that there is in Aots no mention of the birth and childe
hood "of Jesus but this is partially explained by the Sact that Iuke -

had in Gospe:l. g':lven a very full acoount ‘of them to Theophilus, to
whom both the Gospel and Aots are addressed (1,1 and Ik.1l,3) and

partially by the faot thatf his birth was known to the Jews end
BB EEEEE—
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understood as a matter of course by the Gentile hearers. This then
also explains why the humenity of Chriet is not espsolally #hiLé
dwelt upon though he is ocalled "a man approved of God" (3,33; of.
also 17,31) and we are told that he was laid in the grave (13,39).
But ths active ﬁ%!‘i““ of Jesus, his :I.n:.st:ry,!.s reforred to in
Aots. So St.pdd] Peter in the speech made when an apostle was to be
elescted to take the place of Judas, marks the limits of this mi:;-htry
as 1t 1s muarked by the Gospels——-from the Baptism to the Ascensilon--
“Beginning from the baptism of John, unto that same day that he was
tuksn up from us."(1,33). In his speech on the firet Pentecost
(3,33ff) Peter desoribes the character of this ministry. "Jesus the

Nazaraean (of.3,6;4,10;6,14;33,8;36,9) a man approved of God among
you by miracless and wonders and signs which God did by him in the
midst of you, as ye yourselves also know"(3,33). And eapedlally in
the address preceding the baptism of Corneliue (10,36ff) he da-a‘;ribc
the life of Jesus very clossly thue:"The word which god sent unto
the children of Israel, preaching peace by Jesus Christ: (he is

Lord of all:) That word, I say, ye know, which was published t'I;h:I.'ol:lghr
out all Judaea, and began from Gakilee, after the baptism which

John preached; How Ged anointed Jesus of Nazareth with the Holy
Ghost and with power: who went about doing good, and healing all
that were oppressed of the devil; for God was with him. Amd we are
witnesses of all things which he did both in the land of the Jews,
and in Jesrusalem; whom they slew and hanged on a tree." "Holy"

and "Just" are the two epithéts applied to Jesus in Acte which throw
light on his character. So in 3,14 Peter ocalls him "the Holy One

and the Just" and in 4,387 he is desoribed as the 2 holy ohild Jesus" |
who was anointed by God; in 7,53 he is ocalled,absolutely, "the

Just One" (of.also 33,14; 13,38: the innocent one). The writer of
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the article on Christology in Hastings thinks that these epithe ts
may be traditlonal, coming frolh the book of Enoch. But he himsd®lf
admite that "in 3,14.... the contrast drewn.... with the "murderer"
for whom the Jews had asked suggests that the words at' the uamor"" '&r'ino
connote the consclousness that they fitly desoribe the character of ‘
Jesus". wor will 1t be amiss to reming the reader that the 01d
Testament itself speaks of Jesus as the Holy One (cf.Ps.18,10:
Nelther wilt thou suffer thine Holy One to see corruption.") Thus
by speaking of the Holy and Just One, by inference even the birth
of Christ is referred to in Acts for had Christ been born of man in
the natural way he would not have been, ebsolutsly, "the Holy One."

The suffsring and death: of Jesus naturally recelve more
attention in the speechss of the apostles. ‘Peter im his first M#
speech (before the disciples) makes mention of the fact (1,16-30)
that the fate of the betrayer of Jesus had been foretold (Ps.69,35;
109,8) and he also tells us that Judas, one of the disdiples, was
gulde to those that took Jesus (v.16). In the 8th chapter (w.sa-:ss)
where the story of the sonversion of the Ethioplan Eunuoch is :ecogad
we are told that Philip applied I8.53,7.8 to Jesus. So 1t was now
well-understood that Jesus' death had been long foretold (of.36,33).

Repeatedly the fact is mentioned that the Jews were the mmmus cause
of his death (4,10;5,30;7,53;10,39;13,38) generally as a direct
acousation against the Jews themselves in order to bring them to
repentance. And sven the Jews themselves (5,28), ta.oitly. at least,
admit that the bdddd of Jesus was upon them by saying:And ye intend
to bring thie man's blood upon us. In 3,14 peter oharges the Jews
with having denied the Holy One and the Just and desiring & murderer
%0 be granted %o them. The fact 1s also munt:l.ongd. (4,25-37) that the
rulers of the Gentiles, Herod and Pontins Pilate, were "gathered |
L _ _ : : |
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toghether againet the Lord and againet His Christr. Th'.’;f' 30 was
hung én a tres is told ue once in so many words (10,349) and several
times (3,33;4,10) it is edpressed by the term "orucify". Paul
preaching in Antioch even testifies (13,39) that Jesus was laid in
the grave: "And when they had fulfilled all that was written of hinm,
they toock him down from the tree, and laid him in & sepulchre®™. This
testimony Paul gives in order to impress upgn the minds of his gentile

hearers that Jesus was truly dead and thus to make evident the great

miracle and the certainty of the Resurreotion. Thus we see how
positively the death of Jesus was preached already 1n the ea!:li;st

apostolioc church. The real signiflcance attached to his death we

will see later.

There 1s yet another feature of his death, however, which
%t will be well for us to oconelder here-——the predetérmination of
God in this matter. With the clearsst of words Peter tells the Jews
in his Pentecost sermon,(3,33) that the death of Jesus had been
predetermined by God: "Him, being delivered by the determinate
counzel and foreknowledge of God, ye have taken and by wicked
hands have orucified and slain." Here Peter tells the Jews that
they need not think that they have overpowered god by killing Jesus,
for the Father had long before deocided that this was to be the mode
of deathy of the Savior. But Peter also charges the Jews with
having committed a horribls sin by putting him to death. "Herod
and Pontius Pi..la.te with the gentiles and the Jews as & people had
only carried out what the hand and counsel of god had determined
before to be done(4,38)" (Hastings I,181). And not ¥fonly had the
death of Jesus been deorsed from sternity in the mind of God but 1t
had also been foretold by 'l:h.e prophets of the Old Testament: "Those

things, which God before had shewed by the mouth of all His pro-
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phets, that Christ should suffer He hath so fulfilled"(3,18). Paul
in his defémss before Agrippa says among other things: "Saying
none other things than those which the prophets and XMoses did say
should coms, that Christ should suffer and that he should be the
first that should rise from the desd" (26,33.33).

But what value was placed on his death? b:ld the apostles
oonaider his death in the same 1light as the death of anyons else?
No. "They oonneotod the death of Jesus with the blotting $fff out
of sin and for these rsasons this Jesus was the subjeoct of the 'glad
newe' (5,43), the objeot of faith (9,43;11,17) and the ch.uce of
faith in men (3,16)." (Hastings I,178). But the very same writer
a}6o saya: "Now when we apply this test (what Jesus 1s to save us
from) to the conception which lies behind the language of the prim-
itive community, we find that,while 1t has very definite¥ly moved
away from the politiocal, it has not yet reached a de¥eloped conscl-
ousness of theEthica.l deliverance." By "ethlcal deliverance™ he

mesans the deliverance wrought by Christ's vicarious suffering and

death. Let us see what Acts says.

We are told that Jesus ias to bring remission of sins and
deliverance from the judgement to come. "Repent ye there:!'ora-, and
be converted that your sins may be blotted out" (3,19). It is Jesus,
the Son of God, who is to0 be conslidered as "turning away every one
of us from his iniquities" (3,36). "There is none other name under
heaven glven among men, whereby we must be saved" (4,13). "To him
glve all the prophets witness, that through his name whosoever PALL
belisveth shall receive remiasion of sin" (10,43). And in many

other passages we are told that it 1s through Jesus that sins are
forgiven. But this remission of sins includes also deXlverance from
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oltes Joel 3,38-33 where the outpouring of the Spirit end the Last
Days are closely conneocted and the prOmise is nido (v.21) that
"whososver shall call on the name of the Lord shall be saved.®
The day of wonders and signs (v.19) is the day of Judgement. Those
who call on the name of the Lord will then be saved £rom the

Judgement.

Does the book of Acots tell us Just how it 1s that Jesus

saves from sins, I.8. does it teach forgiweness of sin by the

| vicaricus atonement of Christ? There are those whdlo not f£ind this

| dootrine in Acts. The writer of the article on Christology in

Hastings (I,181) expresses himself thus: "In these factors-——
correlation of death of Jesus with whole redeseming purpose of God,
foreshadowing t;y prophecy of vicariocus value of death of innocent
Jesus and the remembered attidude of Jesus towards his own death——-
we have the ocodditions for the rapld svolution of a dootrine of A
reconclliation thro-gh the Cross. The dootrine itself is not here;
but distinct approximation to 1t can be traced in the collc”oatioﬁ'[ocr
Jesue as the suffering .llessiah with an appeal for 'repentance unto
remission of sins' (3,18.19). So in 2,38: "Repent and be baptized
everyons of you in the name of Jesus Christ /6 for the remission
of sins, and ye shall rcceive the gift of the Holy Chost. More
cannot be sald. The nature of the connection between the death of
Jesus and the Divine plan remains obsoure.... (Its) expianation..
was an unfolding of the primitive conviction that there was a
profound connexlon between the death of Jesus and the removal of
sin", B.Weiss agrees with this:"Herein (the pecple's non-realization
of the fact that Jesus is the promised Messiah) is %o be found the |
Teason why, in this elementary proclamation, the saving significance |

1 :
of the death of Jesus had still to be kept in the backgroundr(I,177)




1l1.
From thils we sees that Welss belleves that the apostles and disciples
themselves knew that Jesus' suffering and death were for the purposs
of redesming the lost human racs. But essentially he agrees with the
former in that he says that '_I;hh dootrine 1s not taught in Acts.

Now, 1t 1s to be; obseryed that the salvation (4,13;13,36;

3,31) preached by the apostles a:ld di.so:l.p:l.os 4n Acts is more 0165“11
or veaness
defined. It is called a "remissi E1.' sins" (:’ffﬂs ) (10,43;

13,.38; 5,31); 1t 1s called a "peace" through Jesus Carist (10,38);
it 1s ocalled a "justification"( Smdu'u_ ) by Jesus" (13,39); a..
"blotting out (£E«dscpUYnvac) of sins" (3,19), a "purchasing
(epcmo€ilv )tarough his blood" (30-,28). How are we to consider these |
expressicns? Let us see first of all to what kind of people the

apostles and dlsciples preached. When we know vhat olass of heareres
they addressed we cun better judge how their preaching was under-
stood. Of the speeches recorded in Acts all, with the exception,
possibly, of one, were made before people who Yfd were more or less
acquainted with the Jewish Tellgion. Cornelius was a devout and
God-fearing men dwelling in the dff midet of Jews. Certeinly it is
not & leap of the m.a.gina.t:l.on to supprose that he was well—a.cqua;-l.;;l'.ed.
with Jewish ritual and the 0ld Testament (10,17s3). Agrippa was,
according to Paul'sy own testimony 'sxpert in all auﬁtoma and
questions of the Jews'(36,3) and acquainted with the prophets (v.37)
Paul's charge to the elders of Ephesus (30,18-35) was made befars
Christians. And even the speech in Athens (19,18-31) was addressed
to men who may well have been instructed in some of the chisf foz:lntl
of Christianity as Paul had disputed with them before and thsy }lsa.sd
notlced that he sesmed "to be a setter forth of stmxange Gods"(v.1l7.XE8
Such being the case we have the duty as well as the privilege j:f_

understand the passages given above in the light of the 0ld Testament

T Y
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"Sacrifices were a part of their dally life; they knew what these

13.

The Jews were acqualnted with the Old Testament as 1t was
read on every Sabbath in the synagoges (13,387; of 15,31). It is
true,they had not really comprehended its contents (13,37) beoause
they had not recognized Jesus as the lessliah when he ocame into the r
world though all the prophets had witnessed of him (3,18.34;10,43). |

(]
|
|
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saorifiges wers for evemr though they may not have applied this to
themeselves. They knew that God does not desire burnt-offerings : ;
(Ps.40,6£f; of 51,16). Moreover they had Tead of the 'Suffering One'
in Is.53 and Ps.33 though they did not understand these things any-

more than did the Ethioplan eunuch (8,34.35). But now when it was

preached to them that Jesus had suffered, died and risen again and
that he had been exalted to the right hand of God as Pringe and
Savior and as Judge of all (of. below) could the Jews fall to
understand the, things which wers said concerning the remission o:é
sins especially in view of thefdld fact that the history of his

death and reurrent!.on.are 80 closely oconnected with the ekhorta-
tion to repentance and €aith (3,36;3,18.19;5,30.31;13,38-30.38)1

8t. Paul (13,39) also comes out ve:y' plainly. He says: "By him all
that believe are justified". Of this expression the writer in
Hastings (I,181) says: "If in the following verse (the one of which
We are traating) he seems to oross the line into 'Paulinism’ hfﬁoan
not go very far. 'Justified' has the same significance here as 11& tha
Parable of the Pharises and the Publican (Ik.18,14)" But 1t 18 to
be noted that this justifiocation through Jesus 1s set into the
sharpest contrast with the fact that by the lgw ho man can be just—
ified (v.38b). In the Old Testament it had been said (Lev.17,11): |

"For it is the £¥# bDlood that msketh an atonement for the solil".

. |
Since thén, it was-known to the Jews that here is no forgiveness of J

R S S G N R R 2D e D
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8in without shedding of blood (Heb.9,23) and that Jesus (the H-elfilah
approved of God) had died, as Soripture had foretold thst he mmet,
and that he was now offeiing forgiveness of sin by faith in his name,
how else could the termr* f’v 'ra'u'rw Scac o#r-u " be understood

than of an atonement through the Cross?

But there 1s one passage whiloh the writer in Hastings
himself confesses to be a "sosd-thought of much that we recognize
as specifically Pauline" (I,181)---the.passage (30,38):"Take heed
therefores unto yourselves, and to all the flock over the which the
Holy Ghost hath made you overseers, to feed the ohurch of- Fod,"';rh ch
he hath purchasad with his own blood." Indeed this is e "seed-
thought of much that we recognize as speclfically Pauline!"™ It is

more=-=1t 1s & full-grown plant. Novhere in his Eplstles does Paul
teach redemptlion through the blood of Jesus more plalinly than here
though he doea carry 1t out at much greater length in the Eplstles
to the Romans and to the Galatiamm and we are to keep in mind here
that Paul was sddressing Christians (elders of Ephesus). He sets the
fact that Christ died for our sine in thls pregnant form: That the
new holy community, like the old one in Egypt at the time of the_
slaying of the firat-born, has been redeemed at the costifd of “Blood,
the blood of God's vwn beloved Son. MTteineciLvy means, namely, to get
for one's self, to purchase and rsfers to Is.43,31: This peo;:le"ﬁve
I formed for myself. Thus we see that Jesus maey well be the subject
of thedgood news', the object of falth and the cause of falth in
men (o:l.’.above)i. For these reasons we are oonstraindd to disagree
with those who conclude that "a dootrine of Atonement was not yet
(among earlisst Christians) defined or grasped" (MoNeile,135).

The real value of the death of Jesus is brought out by
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the Resurrsction which is told us with such certainty by -I-.h: ;i:-{b-:u-
Indesed the Resurreotion is dwelt upon so often in this book that .
1%53 been called the "Demonstratiocn of the Resurrection" (of.Eretz-
mann, Intro. to Acta). Why 1% is so often spoke of we will ses !i;.tu
on under the iliesslanic office of Christ.

As the death of Jesus was necsssary becauss it had been
foretold in the 0ld Testament, so also the Resurrection. Peter, in
his Pentacost 'spsech (3,35-31) adduces Ps.16,8-11 (Thou wilt mnot
leave my soul in hell neither wilt Thou suffer Thine Holy One to
see oorruption) as proof for the Resurreotion of Jesus and shors
that 1t could not aprly to David for "he 1s both dead and buried
and his sepulchre 1s with us unto this day" (v.38). Paul (3,35-37)
argucs in the very scme way from the same Psalm. In his apee;yf :befo:.'e
Agrippa he links the Resurrsotion of Jesus with the Death aayﬁs{ that

both had been foretold by lioses and the prophets (36,33.33).

It 1s noteworthy that the apostles almost l.nga.:-:l.a.bly set
the Resurrection of Jesus in the sharpest contrast with his death
(2,33.34;3,15;4,10; 5,30;10,39.40; 13,39.30;36,33) . Nor do they fail
to emphasize the fact that it was God who raised hik from the dead.
One or two instances will suffice as examples: "And (ye) killed the
Princs of 1life, whom God has raised from the dead" (3,15) e.nd.:"'l‘ho_i 2
God of cur fathers ralsed up Jesus wvhom ye slew and hanged on ﬂred‘ |
(5,30; of. also the other passages quoted just above). Nor was the |
Resurrection of Jesus the same as that whioh will befall all of us—
he was ralsed slready on thes third day (10,40) instead of wa:l.tlng
until the Last Day. This is plain proof that Jesus' death was &u'tu-
ent from that of other men. po establish the fact that Jesus was
Teally risen still more firmly in the minds of his audience in Anti-
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| ooh Paul tells them that he "was seen many (40 according %o 1,3)
daye of them that came £4 up with him from Galilee to Jerusalem,
who are hls witnéss unto the people" (13,31). But though Jesus had
J‘ been raised from the dead and shown to many)he wal'no'lbhm tém i‘;uy
one but only to chosen witnesses. In 10,40-43 Peter in his speech
before Cornelius says: " Him god ralsed up the 3hird day, and shewsd
him orenly; Not to all the peopls, but ugto witnesses chosen before
of Ged, even to us, who dld eat &nd drink with him after he rose

from the dead. And he commanded us to preach unto the people, a.nf’sto
testlify that i1t 1s he whiéh wes ordalned of God to be the Judge of
qiick end dead." So the witnesses of Jesus' Resurrection wers to
act as such to all men preaching to them the way of life,as is also
shown in 1,23:" One must be ordeined to be & witness with us of his |

resurrcecticn.” That the apostles were true to thelr trust we are
tcld 4,33 and 35,19. ;

"The rlisen One, howevex, had also been exalted to 'Ehea::.":grght
hand of Ged and that likewise becsuse David had elready :I'oretold.w%he
Exaltation, of the lisssish {0 God's right herd (3,33-36) as Peter
ehowas from Ps.90,1 (The Lord said unto my Lord, Sit thou on ny :right_
hand until I make thy foes thy foot-stool)---a pesaage which had.t'bc
applied to the liessiah by Jesus himsel:l'."- (Weles,I,178). Jesus had
spoken of his Exaltation (3K.13,36) and had even referred to the
same Pealm &s did Peter in his Pentecost speech. This faot (that
Jesus had prophesied 1t) combined with what they had seen on
Ascension Day (1,9.10) assured the apodtles of the certainty of the*
Exeltetlon so that they could bear witness to 1t as 1s done in "E";uz |
"Him hath God exalted with His right hand to be & Prince and a
Saviori" Pfoofs of this Exaltation are slso to be seen in the two |

= Dt s

visicns recorded in Aots. So in 7,56.87 we ¥£ ere told that Sterhen |
$
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at his trlal said: "Behold, Isee the heavens opendd and the fon of
man stending on the right hand of Cod." And Paul speaking Before
Agrippe,in desoribing his conversion, tells (36,13) of seeing "a

light from heaven, ebove the brightness of the sun" and of huﬁng ta
#lék volce of Jesus. Vhewein this Exaltetion consisted we exre also
told. It is ﬂrs%nd. foremost & 'sltting at the right hend of God!'
(3,34;7,56). He is to be a Prince ($/31) and a Judge for to give
repsntance to Israel and forgilveness of sins (5,31)---go0 he is the
ruler in the kingdom of grace. He is a2lsc ordsined to be the Judge
of the quick und dead.

But the Resurrecotion and the EALf##1 Exaltation to the
right hend of Cod had & deeper elgnificance for his disciples than
siuply a2 & vindiocation by the Father of the One whc had been
ocrucified as & blasphemer--— no, by this Resurrection of Jesus
from the dead snd by hie Exaltation God had testified thet this Jék
Jeeus is the liessieh locked forward to in the 0ld Testament. This
"gonviction rested ul;on'and appealed to the Resmrrectlon es the 3
cocnclusive proof of the lissslishship of Jesus. But the Resurrection
was unifromly connected with the Exaltsticn to the right had of god
svs«The Resurreotion is thus regarded as the external, visible side
of a great transabtion whioch has its tfide significance in the
Exaltation of Jesus to lessienlc rank and honor in hea.ven;. it was a
public declaration of hig station." (Hastings,I,178). It had been
evidenced in his earthly 1life that Jesus was the Messiash who was to
bring to completion the salvation whioh Cod had predetermined fof His
p-eozale. That God had anointed him with the Holy Ghost and with power
had been evidenced during his life-time by the fact that he went £
dbout doing good and healing all that were pppressed of the devil
1f¢ 10,38; €f.4,37). Yet royal dominion was such an essentiel feat-
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ure of theliessiah in the expectation fo the Jewi{ish people tist
without 1t no ore would be regerded as the lessidh. Indeed, the

suffering Savior as deploted in Is.53 end Ps.33 was entirely strange
to the minds of the Jews. Thelr ldea of the lissslah wes different.
'l'hley exrected him to asoend a visible .throne in Jerusalem and to
free the people of God from the yoke of the Romans. But Jesus had
not done this. And yet, desplte this,.the wholé house of Israel
might know assuredly that Cod hath made that same Jesus whom the
Jews had crucified both Lord and Christ (3,36). That this Jesus

has beoome the cornerstone of the completed theodreoy, Peter testi-
fies 'be:!'c:re the officers of the temple (4,11) : This (Jesus Christ
of Nazereth) is the stone which was set at naught of ycu bullders,

waich 1ls beccme the head of the corner. He has also now been eza.-fied.
of God to be & Prince, (5,31).

But not on}y is it said that Jesus has been exealted to the
right hand of God, but he &lso recelves the same attributes as God
Himself. He is ocalled repeatedly “The Lord® (o Ks'pces ;2,38; 11,23.
34. and ¢ KvecosIngois: 1,81; 4,33; 11,80; 15,11) as only Jehovah
Hiuself is cellod. In this the LXX is followed which trenslates i1}
of the Old Testement by Nvplos and this mame is applied to God
in 1, 34; 3,30; 3,19; 4,36. eto. Thers are those, it 1s true, who
olaim thet this name © '(v'pt-s was not undersiood by the early
Christisnes to mean "God"™ or "Lord"; that this was a traditional
name. But the fact that he 1s desoribed as sitting at the right hand |
of God, (5,31), coming in the clouds of heaven, (1,11) to be the y u
Judge of the quick and the dead, (10,43) shows that he was considerel |
more than man. This 1s alesc evidence by the fact that divine worship

.
1
|

is acoorded him in Acte. 3,31 and 7,58.
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"Had ha been the Christ while on earth? ..... There are
not wanting indications which Seem to oarry back the Messianic
status into the earthly ministry. He had been raised w» by God
(3,86. cf. 7,37; 13,33) as 1t had been prediocted by Moses that God
would raise up & Prophet, (3,38). He had been sent by God &s one
blessing his peéple and by God annointed with the Holy Spirit and
with power (10,38). This last ex?:oas:l.on propably meens 'appointed
ae Meseieh! the ocoasicn refdrred to belng the baptiem of Jesus.
'Since Isalah 11,3 (And the Spirit of the Lord shall rest upon him,
the spirit of wisdom and understanding, the spirit of counsel and
might, the spirit of knowledgs and of the fear of the Lord) the oon-
ceptim of the liesziah in Jewlsh theology had been inddssolubly
linked with that of the Spirit. The Hessiah is the bsarer of the
Spirit' (Brueckner, in R.G.G. LI, 1308) so that the annointing
with the Spirit is equivalent to installation as Messiah" (Hastings

I, 183). B. VWelss (I, 180 from the reformed view-point, of courss)
life
centends that "His ea.rthlvnwas not yet the manifestation of the

"Meseish which was to bring about the ultimate consummation.® For

proof he refers to 3,19 - 86, hliging his argument on the fact that
desue must be sent once more as he was sent the first time (v. 38).
He even goes 80 far as to say that even "the Jesus who is enthroned
and ruling in heaven (v. 31) i1s not yet in a perfect manner that s
which the Messlzh 1e to be to the people."™ But 1t is to be :umem'-bued.,
that this second coming of Jesus 1s not in order to compbete sal-
va:t:l.on for us, but ia odder to "bless us in turning away everyone
from his iniquities" (v. 36). He is already the Prince and Savior
(5,31); He is ak¥sady exalted (3,33); He has already poured out of |
his Spirit upon all flesh (3,17. 33) as he had promised to do in |
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Joel 3, 38 f. And this pouring ocut osf the Spirit in Joel is
connected Wery oclosely with the lest days. When, then, should Jesus
ocome into his fiall Messlanic glory? At the last day when he will
come as the Judge of all? As was sald above "the anointing with
the Spirit is equivalent to installation as Messiah."

Incidentally it may be wéll and encouraging to. note that
on several occasione the dlsciples proved from the 0ld Testement
that Jesus 1ls the lMesslaly tho the author does nct give the line of
argument uaed by the disciples. So Paul, when in Thessalonloa,

“reasoned three Sabbath days with the Jews out of the soriptures,
opening and elleging, that Christ must needs have suffered and
risen again from the dead; and that this Jesus, whom'I preach unto
you,1s Christ' (17,3. 3). We are told of Apollos, (18,38) that

Phe mightily convinced the Jews, and that Publicly, showing by the

scriptures that Jesus was Christ. "

There i1s yet one more doctrine whioch demands our attentlon
before we close ——— the doctrine of the Second Coming of Christ.
We have eslready touched upon it at various places ebove, espscidally
ir the discussion of the Messiahship of Jesus but at this point we
will consider it for itself, not as a side issus. Jesus' seccnd
ooming is pleinly foretold in 1, 10 and 11: While they looked
steadfastly toward heaven as he went up, behold, two men stood by
them 1 white apparel; Which also said, We men.of Galdlee, wh-;'ﬁ:\tmd.
ye gazing up into heaven? This same Jesus, which 1s taken up from
you into heaven shall so come in like menner as ye have seen him
go into heaven. Not only do the angels foretell that Jesus 1s to
come agaein (for he does this continually, of. 3,36) but they s&
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that he 1s to oome Wisibly. And it will be the same Jesus as the
one who asoended into heaven. He 1s to ocome in the clouds of
heaven. This reminds us of Dan. 7,13 where "one like the Son of
lian " 1s referred %o as coming " with the olouds of heaven." This
"traditional dramatic form"of his coming 1s rather :I.ool;ed. down
upon by the wiiter on Eschatology in Hastings (I, 536) but it is
to be belleved since 1t is told us by the Bible. Vhen this second
coming of Jesus will teke ple.ce_, is of oourse not foretdld but
Peter (2,17f.) ia quoting from Joel (3,38.39) tekes over bodily the
latter's word which place together the outpouring of the Spirit and
the lest day. Thus Peter also gilves the impression that the laut?ay
is very near. We are, however, told (17,31) that the day of Judgment
is "appoirted®™, that is, set in God's mind.

The purpose of this seoomd coming is to judge the world }
znd to destroy Jerusalem. 8o in 10,43 we are told thzt "it 1s he |
which was ordalned of Cod to be the Judge of quick and dead." This
verse brings out the point that all men are to be judged by Christ.
The same thing ie brougnt out in 17,31: "Because he hath appointed
a3Day, in the which he will judge the world in righ'teousneu by
that man whom he hath ordained.” This man will judge the world in
rightecusness. As testimony and seal that God will really do this
the Resumnrection of Jesus 1s to serve. We are also told 34,356 that
Paul 's reasoning of Judgment- to ocme was cne of the factors in
ocausing Felix to tresmble. Ancther purpose in this second coaing is
recorded for us in Aots. The Jews in thelr acousatlon against B'E:hhan ;
make this charge: For we have heard him say, that thls Jesus of 4
Nazareth shall destroy this place and shall change the customs which ;
Hoses delivered us. (6,13). ‘
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Ve have come to the concluslon. Vie have seen that the
dootrine of Christ, his person and his work, is really very fully
treated in Acts. There is no doubt in the mind of the wiiter that
the articles on the Father and the Holy Spirit are alsc wall-prei’%i‘iﬁ%
-—- 80 well-presented, in faoct, that a very good system of theology
might be made up from this book alone, espscially when taken with
the 0Old Testament. The wrlter 1s well satisfied that the study of
this bock has been worth the time spent upon it, even if he had
gotter no more than an idea of the coplous doctrinal content of a
book of the Bible which has by him hltherto been ocnsldered a pu:caly ‘_
hietorical bock and therefore hardly the socurce of much déotrine.
Thus the wonderes of God's Word are brought home to us sgain. lay
wé bs mindful of, and thankful for them always.
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