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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—



8.
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













20.
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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8l1.

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.




