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"ind daily in the temple,
and in every house, they
ceased not to teach and
preach Jesus Christ."

Acts 5,42,
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SPEECHES IN ACTS.

Introduction into the Book of Acts.

While a discussion of the isagogical questions of Acts does not
belong into the sphere of this treatise properly, we will f£ind that a
consideration of the most pertinent questions in the field will be
helpful and explanatory of various phrases which will be used. We
will, however, limit ourselves to only a few of the most important
and evident questions, lest we stray to far afield. Again, let me
add, that no arguments pro and con will be advanced, but only the
results and conclusions of the most eminent scholars in the field
will be presented, in order to give us a working basis. This because
of the above stated reason, for brevity and because the field has so
thoroughly be examined. We will consider, briefly, first:

The Author of the Book of Acts: The author of this book was Luke.

Vhile the proof is not absolute, there can be very little doubt of
this fact in the mind of any one who_ has examined the facts. The
arguments which are stated as proof sre: 1) The author of Acts end

the Gospel of Luke are identical(cf. Acts 1,1 and Luke 1,4); 2) the
simllarity of language and other peculiarities, especially the medical
terms used; 3) the author of Acts was a compenion of Paul("we" seamns
16:10-40;20:6~28:31); 4) this companion of Paul 1s a Phys.ician(shown
by Hobart in: The Medical Language of St. Iuke,1882); 5) Luke was with
Paul in Rome,2Tim. 4:11. The conblusion which Robertson, Luke the
Historian, reaches he states in the words which he quotes from: Jones,
New Testament in the Twentieth Century: "This author of Acts and the
third gospel is to be identified with St. Luke the companlion, friend
and physician of St. Paul."

Date of the Acts: Robertson places the date at 65 A.D. Neither 1s
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this absolute, but the arguments advanced seem conclusive. They are:
1) Luke does not mention the burning of lKome in 64 A.D. ond the per=-
see\ftions of the Christians along with it; 2) Does not mention the
destruction of the Temple and Jerusclem in 70 AD.; 3) he makes no
mentlon of the supposed martyrdom of Paul, and the clse of the book
seems to exclude all such thought as the impending doom of Paul; 4)
the triel of Paul had probably not yet-ended, and the close of the
books was the record of events that had transpired up until that time.
The arguments seem most conclusive and if we accept them; then we
must set the blace of writing at Rdme s Which also fits very well.
General Outline of the Book of Acts: The book of Acts 1s a history,

and as every histiory is and should be, is divided into certain pe}';i?;ias
and stresses certain facts in each particular period. Torrey: The
Composition end Date of Acts, divides the book in two parts, ch.l-15
and 16~28. He does this on the basis of his theory, which makes the
first part a translation from an Aramaic document , and the second part
a composition of the author. Better is the division, ch.l-12 as the
work of the apostles in Palestine; and ch.13-28, as the work of the
apostles in heathen l=ands.(Gentiles).

In the first part, we find: ch.l-5: the work of Peter and the
apostles near and in Jerusalem, following the day of Pentecost. ch.
7 and 8, the work, arrest, defense, and stoning of Sthephen, and as
a result of the following dispersion, the work of Philip and others.
Ch. 9, the conversion of Paul; ch.1l0 and 11, the first work and call
of Peter to the Gentiles; ch.l2, the death of James, imprisonment of
Peter, the dealings with and death of Herod. The first part is
essentially the Peter-part of the Acts. What the relation of Stephen

is, if any, we shall see later.
The second part, ch.13-28 is the Paul-part of Acts. It is more

or less the continued and successive events of Paul's ministry recorded

e
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88 they actually occurred, namely, the beginning of his Gentilic
ministry, the first, second and third missionary Journeys, and the
Journey to Rome for his trial before Caesar. The fact thadtthe first
part 1s called the Peter-part, and the second part, the Paul-part,
together with the views that the Acts is a coﬁciliatory writing, or
on the other hand, that its purpose is to show the parallell in the
lives of Peter and Paul, as x;meh as they come into contact -with our

subject at hand, will be treated in their respective places.

Sources which were used by the author: Ve must treat this matter a

little more at length, because of its direct bearing upon the point ‘
at 1ssue. If we can establish, or least come to a loglcal and plaus- |
ible conclusion as to where Luke got the material which he incorpor-

ated in his work, then we have much of our work done. In this connec-
tion, it may be added, that had he not had access to all the material
which he records, that he could have been inspired by the Holy Ghost

with such information as He wished to have recorded. Such a statement

>
would not, naturally receive the least credibleness from the great

majority of modern 'writers s but that cannot alter the facts or destroy
the clear teachings 6f Scripture. But in this case, I think it will be i
possible to show that Luke possessed all the information which he has
set down in his book. E

W.H.Ramsay, in St. Paul, the Traveller and the Roman Citlzen,
calls Iuke a "historian of the first rank" and describes his method
of writing as follows: (p.2) "There is, finally, the historical work
of the highest order, in which a writer commands excellent means of
Inowledge either thruugh persqnal acgquaintance or through access to
original authorities, and brings to the treatment of his subject genius,
literary skill, and sympathetic historical insight into hAman character

and the movement of events. Such an author seizes the critical events
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concentrates the reader's attention on them by giving them fuller treat-
ment, touches more lightly and briefly on the less important events,
omits entirely a mass of unimportant detalls, and makes his work an
artistic and idealised picture of the progressive tendency of the
pericd." This statement characterizes the work of Igke exactly.

Host critlics think that Luke had some written and some oral
sources. Harnack thinks that for the first twelve chapters of Acts 1
Luke has no written documents, while C.C.Torrey holds that Luke trans- *
lated an Aramaic document for ch.l-15. Neither of these can be proven
conclusively. Robertson says:Luke, the Historian: "Bubt some broad
facts are clear. One is the use of both oral and written sources.
Another is that Luke himself is a participant in a large part of the
story. Another is the facts of Paul's presence and Epistles. Another
is the stay of Luke in Caesarea and Palestine, when he had opportunity
to learn much about the earlier sfages of the history before he became
a Christisn. It is plain, therefore, that Luke had exceptionally good
opnortunities for obtaining historical data for the Acts."(p.77). We

see then, that Luke was an eyewitness(Luke 1,2) of much that he re-
cords("we" sections). Then as a companion of Paul he had ample op-
portunity to learn from him, all his experiences, his teachings, his
preachings :nd intentions. Baipg with Paul five or six years, on

his various journeys, on his ladt ship voyage, and with him in Some
gave him ample time to get all his needed information. Taking the
Place of writing as Rome, while yet residing with Paul, Luke being
fully aware and consciou;l of the task he was undertaking, namely of
putting down in writing the hisbory of the spread of Christianity

in its first years, and being, as we see from his writings, a man of
learning and a careful historian, it is only reasonable that he should
go to t'.hé sources where he cuuld get reliable information, and that '

quite naturally, would be to the apostles and laborers themselves.
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Again, the acquaintsncelof Luke extended to many others, who could
give him reliable information as to the early events and proceedings
of the Christian church. Among these we have recorded, Aristarchus,
Silas, Erastus, Timothy, Titus, Gaius, “opater, Tychicus , Trophimus,
Uark, Demas, Epaphras, linason, Barnabas , and probably many others.
He very likely lkmew Peter s he met James at Jerusalem, he probably
imew Philip and perhaps all of the disciples. From these facts we
find no difficulty in seeing how Luke had many sources of information.
Th.e maln difficulty consists only in the sources for the first five
chapters of the book. ken of that period he knew, but as to the
more detailed reports, such as the speeches of the apostles, we are
confronted with a gi-eater difficulty. Weizsaec}ﬁ\er, The Apostolic
'Age, has a grain of truth in his statement, but he goes toZ‘ar when he
seys, p.24: "ije do not know with any certainity from what source the
author of the Acts=--who imself lived long after the events he desc;-it;-es--
has te:ken hls matericls. If he used a source, it cannot be indicated
in his text. The narrative is tood much of a piece and too noothl
for that." Welzsaecher says that the writer of Aéts lived in the
second century, and that his details, the numbers, the events, the
speeches care merely fabrications, which the author invented to give
his writing i:he appearance of tmuth and historlcity.

Sources which were used by Luke in recording the Speeches in
Acts would necessarily be the same as for the entire book. In some
respects these offer the most diffieulty; since the events which he
records could more easily be gobten and remembered by eye.witness A
vhile the verbatim recollection of a speech would in many instances
be impossible. However, the earlier or first part of the book has
the fewer detalls, which would point to 1ts source as an oral one,
or at least only fragmentary. Sources of the Speeches will be taken

up more in de&ail in considering each one.

.
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The Speeches in Acts. 1

It is the purnose of this paper to show not only that the sp;;ghes

in the Book of icts ars authentic, but also to show how they form an
intrinsic part of the whole book. We will see how, without these

speeches, the Acts remains only a bmre outline of facts, without that |

personal 'element. that must surely be given to show the inner and :

personal convection of the apostles to the church at large and the

unity of spirit ond mind in their relation of one to another. 'gw'e

wlll consider the speeches of the various apostles separately and

during the course of the development endeavor to show their inner

unity as well as their outward conformity.

u
There is here neither space nor occasion to enter into the exe=- _
.g:etical material that the Speeches offer. Furthermore, works of this
natire have been oroduced which nre far beyond anything, both in scope
and intensity, which this paper is capable of extenuating? We are
limited therefore, to such points of the speeches themselves, which 4
ars not so evident to the average reader. The many critical ques:g;ghs 4
some of which arike, and some of which critics have unnecessarily
foisted unon —'l'.he book, will be considered only in instances when their
importance is such to warrant it. This work is not one of intensive
ecriticism, but rather .one of constructive investigation. .'i‘he fieldmfm.s
by far not been exhausted, and it is to be regretted that much of the
work done by critics in this field has either been superficial or of
the higher critical type.

For us, to whom the speeches in ;f-.ebs are the truly inspired word
of God, the purpose of investigation 1s an apologetical and salutary
one. We look, not for something to destruct’,/ but for something to
construct, for something that will be of material assistance in the
building of God's Iingdom on earth. Thls should be the end and aim of
all true Christian investigation, and 1s so in this case.

W-—.—-—.-.‘ i o ——— e W = e m—— = - — e
1 P




Te
SPEECHES OF PETER.

Peter the A postle- As to the person of Peter we have nelther the space

nor the occastsion to say much. We note just a few facts. His name,
Peter,;]‘g'rtu; Cophas,[(ufd_f also called Simon, gives us the character=-
istic which is usually associated with him, the Rock-man. The son of

a Galilean named Jonas, from the town of Bethsalda, he was called by
Christ from his work as a fisherman to be a disciple. With all his
natural zeal and-impetuousness, he 1s at one time the daring confessor
of Christ, at another the cringing denler. His easily arocused enthus-
lasm and ready tongue made him the /self-styled)leader of the disciples,
the first to boast, the first to repent. The picture which is left in
our minds at the end of the gos pel narratives is not one that could be
especlally commended, even with the sincere repentance of Peter. But \
in the first chapters of Acts, we are surprised at the apparently old., 1
yot new Peter. Here we find the same zeal, the same Rock-man, but with
1t is a power of conviction, the daring to face slaves and rulers, the
thoughtfulness of a meditative mind, one un$wavering purpose. We have
two events recorded in Seripture which tell us how it is "possible for
us to understend how the Peter of the denlals became in the short space
of fifty days the Peter of the Pentecost." These two events are: the
three questions and commnands of Christ recorded in John 21, and the
miracle of the Pentecost day, the outpouring of the Holy Spirit. Peter
had been humbled. To the answer of the questions of Christ: Lovest
thou me, he gives the humblest answer and himself he draws into the
background. This rebuke he would not soon forget. The risen Savior
was a constant reminder of his weakness. But the promise of Christ.

To feed the church of Christ, to keep 1t, to make 1t grow was the one
purpose of Peter. And when on the day of Pentecost, they were £illed
with the Power from on high, Peter was the true Rock-man indeed. The

time of denial was a-t’ ﬂgd, now was the time of work.
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Speech before the One hundred and Twenty. Acts 1 »16=22, °

Occasion: 'In those days": the time was after the ascension of Christ.

. Christ had ascended, the disciples were apparently left alone on earth.
Ve can well imagine they were at a loss what to do. They had thﬂ:gmise
of Power from the Holy Ghost(1,8;John 14) but -when we remember the i
helplessnes of the disciples when Christ was absent, often evidenced'in
the three years of their discipleship, we pidture them to ourselves as
a forlorn, half-fearful band of believers. Ffhey numbered only one
hundred and twenty, an insignificant number compared to the thousands
of hostile Jews. Yet the three years of training and the promise of
Christ was not entirely in vain and forgotten. Theyknew they were to
carry out the mission of spreading the kingdom of Christ. Vhat they
were to do, they knew, how they were to do 1t, was probably not so%ofl'.‘ear
to them. Yet this was clear to them: Judas having fallen away and |
hanged himself left a gap in the ranks that must be filled. And Peter,
taking upon himself, as he so often did, the duty of spokesman, stood
up and put the facts and the proposition before them.
Analysis of the Spesch:

Vv.16-18: The prophecy of Judas ~nd hls horrible end.

¥W.19-20: The fate of Judas wfas known in all Jerusalem.

W.21-22: The gap in the rank of the disciples must be filled, since
Judas was gone, to be witness of Christ in obedlence to His command
glven them in V.8.

Observations: (General)

1) Peter's advice was well taken. latthias was chosen, V.26.

2) The Disciples see need of complete and compact organlization.
3) v.16: !'Men and brethren': Peter claims no superiority.

4) Peter accepts literal prophecy and fulfiillment, vv.1l6.20.

5) Call of Judas into the ministry was effective, v.1l7.

6) . Peter recognizes the reward of unrighteousness and despair,v.l8.

A oo b e e e R R e e e e R
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Observations: (Critical).

1) Establishes Ps. 41 as Dgvidiec.

2) Source: Ope hundred and twenty people heard this spesch. Some of
these surely remembered it. The meeting was in the form of an in-
formal conference. Perhaps notations of the reports were kept, as

in our present conf=srences or meetings.

3) Integrity: We have all the speech recorded. This was not an entii'raly
new matter to those present. HNaturally it had been discussed by them
many time before this. In this more orderly and formal assembly, Peter
merely states what they all know, and simply puts the proposition be-
fore them. VWhat he states here was sufficient simply to state the case
in hand. Therefare we accept the speech as complete at this occassion.
4) Some take v.19 »nd also v.20 as not belonging to the speech, but as
an insertion of Iuke, an explanatory note. Others point to the trans#
lation of Aceldama as proof of an Aramaic source. (Torrey). As to the
first point, we may let that stand, it may be an insertion by Luke, it
may belong to the speech of Peter, we cannot prove either. As to the
second point: Why? Luke knew Aramaic; those from whom he received the
revort of the speech knew Aramaic. Luke merly explains the term for

his Gentlle reader, Theophilus. Ve cannot therefore advance that as

an argument that ch.l-15 are a translation from an Aramalc source.

Peter's Sermon on Pentecost Day. Acts 2,14-39.

Occasion: The day of Pentecost. The disdples were 1in a house, a:;“_(
(Schaff: Apostolic Christianitys House,oﬂﬂs 2,2 some take as the upper
room. Some take it as one of the 30 side bu:ildings of the temple, as
Josephus uses YKo § in describing the temple. This agrees with the
custom of the disciples, Lk. 24,5.3; Acts 2,46; 5,12;42. The time of
the mira'ele was the morning hour of prayer; large assembly would point

to place in temple; would add to the solemnity of the occassion to
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have 1t in the temple =s the tncient sanctuary of God. Yet all these
reasons are invalidated by the hostility of the Jews. i‘ho place of

this miracle was evidently at the house of assemblage of the disciples).
The sound of the rushing might wind was ineard throvghout all the city

of Jerusalem.(Alford, N.F. on v.6) Being fifty days after the first
day-of the Passover, being the Feast of the Harvest, Jews from all over |
the world were present. They assembled at the house of the disciples, |
some probably saw the stran;e tongues of f:!.re?", others heard the dis-
ciples speak in their own tongues. Hot as so;ne take it that the one
lagguege of the diseciples sounded as the native language of each in
hls owvn ears, but that the ability to speak in each different language
was given to the disciples. The hearers, however, not understanding
more than one or two tongues, were naturally confused by the various
strange languages which must have been so much jargon in their ears.

Baing accused of drunkenness, Peter speaks. Schaff remarks: "The

speaking with tongues was followed by the sermonof Peter ;. the act of
devotion, by an act of teaching; the rapturous language of the soul in
converse with God, by the sober words of ordinary self-possession for
the benefit of the People." (p.2353) Again. he remarks, (p.233). Peter
spoke"probably in hos own vernacular Aramalc which would be most fam-
iliar to the inhabitants of Jerusalem, possibly in Greek, which would
be better understood by the foreign,Acts 22,2."

Analysis of the Speeéh:

vv.14=15: Refutation of the chsrge of drunkenness.

vv.16-21: Shows that the Pentecost miracle 1s the fulfillment of the
prophecy in Joel 2,28-31.

Vv.22-25: The earthly work, the crucifixion, and the resurrection of
Christ, for the people and by the people.

VV.26=35: Proofs from the 0.T. of the absolute lLife of the Son of Man,
His prophetic office, his Resurrection, His exaltation, and His qsﬁi;ing

|
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at the right hand of God.
v.56: Conclusion that Jem.zs is the Lord and Christ, God and Redeemer.
VW.38-39: The gospel promise: Appropriated by repentance, faith, bap-
tism into the name of Christ. Universal call of all nations.

Observations: (General)

HeGiffert, The Apostolic Age:(p.53)Y The pentecostal address of Peter
is peculiarly ingtenpsting because it constitutes the earliest extant
Christian apology. It is, moreover, a thoroughly representative dis-
course. 11: reproduces not the thoupght of Peter alone, but the thought
of his fellow-Christians as well. The spirit of primitive Jewish 2
Christianity in general speaks in it." This is)1ittle beside tha“"pf‘élint.
¥hile it may be representative discourse, and may reflect the spirit of
Christianity, it main purpose is not that. As a speech of Peter, who.
was assuredly a Christian, and spoken under the influence of the Holy
8pirit, vhat else would we expect to find? wé note: The progress of
Peter in Christiasn knowledge in the space of fifty days. *his we can
attribute to 1) the instruction of the Lord during the forty days on
earth, 2) reflection and thought of the words and teachings of Christ,
3) mainly, the enlightenment of the Holy Spirit. He saw here the ful-
fillment of the oromise of the Comforter, John 14,26;15,26; 16,1314.

We note also the use of the 0.T. Every thing is based on the 0.T.
prophecies. Peter sees more in them than he formerly did, sees them
in a new light.

It is the fir st Christian sermon. it is based throuéhout on the
word of God, the 0.T. But the center of his preaching is Christ. His
procedure is: Conditions, the pointing out of sin, the holding up of
the gospel promise. He is not ambiguous in his accusations, or wavering
in his promises. Language 1s direct and to the point. Very like Feter.
The resutls of preaching was. three thousand converts. Shows great power

of Holy Spirit. Welzsaecher says the number,3000, is artificial.
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Observations: (Critical)

Welzsaecker says,p.40: "Although the first glance this preliminar‘;‘?ssay
seems aporopriate to the conditions, yet we cannot escape the feeling
that the justification from the prophets ‘of the miracle of the spirit

is much more intelligible when we ses in it the result of after obser-
vationand reflection, while » not to speak of :lts_ compnlication with the
unhistorical miracle, it is only with difficulty that we can conceive :
of such a speech as having been already prepared and forthcoming at -

the moment of an overwhelming experience." We must bear in mind that
Welzsaeckter does not accept the first part of Acts as truly historical

| and that..the book was written in the second century. Just why he should
think it impossible.that Peter could. deliver such an address on this
occasion is difficult to ascertain. The disciples and Christ were in
possession of the entire revealed tru:léh, and any truth that was uttered
at a later date by any of the disciples, does not mean that they cau.ld
not have known it before. And least of all, does second or any foimins

century theology show any revelation that 1s beyond that of the d.:l-:- eif:lss.
Stanley Leathes, in The Witness of St.Paul to “hrist, quotes from

Davidson, Introduction to the Study of the N.T. (1868) regarding the
last verse of Peter's speech:!The promise is to you, and to your
children, and to all that are afar off, as many as the Lord our God
shall call'. "But we learn from the Epistle to the Galatians that .
Peter had not such ideas about the admission of the Gentiles to the Js
privileges of Christianity until long after; not till Paul had pri-
vately explained the success of his work among them." Here we nee:ld‘bnly
to remember the final message of Christ to His disciples, ch.l,8. Then
the teachings of Christ plainly foreshadowed _thp ingathering of the
Gentiles. | The First Epistle of Peter leaves no doubt as to the matte_ig
On the other hand it tells us clearly that Peter t_l:_n_iﬂ:lready knew ]

full well of the work among, and the call of the Gentiles by the Gospel.
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Source: HMany people heard this speech, but the most probable source

—_—x
=

was Peter. Though 1% was years later, how could Peter remember the
words of his address? This speech, can it not be taken as a fulfill-
ment of the words of Christ, Hatt. 10,19: "For it shall be given you
in that same hour what ye shall speak." Peter spoke under the influ-
ence and guidance of the Holy Spirit. Could he not therefore, unde;-mb the
same influence, speak the szme words, especlally slnce we know that
they were intend?d by the Holy Ghost to be recorded as His revelation?
Ve take these then, as the exact words of Peter, from whom Luke also
obtained them.

Integrity: ‘e do not have all the speech. This we are told in v.40.
This probabl'y only a small section of what Peter actually spoke. As

to the entire sermon, we can say nothing. But as far as we have it,

we have the true and exact words of Peter.

Peter's Sermon in the Porch of Solomon. Acts 3,12-26.

Occasion: The discéiples were Jews, and observed the rites of the law.

Accordingly they went to the temple to worship with the other Jews. On
such a certain oceasion, Peter and John going up to ‘pray, about the
middle of the afternoon, encountered at the east gate of the tenq.;le,
called Beautiful, a beggar, a man lame from birth, who asked alms of
them and of all who came that way every day. He asked also of Peter
and John. Instead of giving him alms, Peter, in the name of Christ,
healed the lame man, so that he was perfectly whole. At the result
of this miracle on him, the man created a great excitement, first by
his ability to walk, and secondly by his words of praise to God. As
Peter and John entered the temple, the lame man selzed both, and the
trio stopped in the porch called Solomon's, which was located on the
temple court, along the inner side of the outer wall. Around the
three standing in the %1611'5:196. porch, a great crowd of admirers and
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and curlosity. seekers collected. Seeing the lame man, a familliar
figure, healed and walking about, the next question naturally was: How
did it happen? This is the crowd that Peter addressed. People of all
classes, temple officers and priests, Sadduce{ and Pharisees were there.
Analysis of the Speech:
v.12-13: This is no work of ours, but of God, for the gloryof Jesus,
¥.13-15: whom ye killed and denied but God has raised - up again.
v.16: Faith in the name of this Jesus has healed this man.
Vv.17=18: Their actions may have been the resﬁlt of ignorance, btut it
vas done to fulfill the prophecy of God.
Vv.18-21: By repentance they may be saved from their sins, and by the
coming of Christ they will be saved unto life.
Vv.22-24: All this was told and repeated by the prophets in the 0.T.
VV. 25-26: Application of thistruth and promise to the hearers, to
the Jews esepcially, as the children and heirs of Abraham.
Observations:
Welzsaecker says,p.40: "The objection is weighty enough that at such
e time the apostle could rfot possibly have used the language attribut-

ed to him. BEeside, an accurate report of the speeches, such as is only
possible by means of notes tal'en at the time, is out of the questtion.
In the first place, a later speech of Peter, Acts 10,34 ff shows very
clearly the traces of free invention and warrants therefore similar
conclusions in reference also to the earlier." HcGiffert does not

g0 quite so far in his statement of this speech, p.82: "The utterances
of Peter and others recorded in Acts 3,ff are not to be regarded as
formal discourses delivered on particular occasions, but rather a;%re
examples of the kind of testimony born by him and by his followers on
all occasions. That they represent so accurately the views of the
early disciple' is due, not to the fact that they}are a stenographic

report of the particular speeches, but that they are taken from

e —
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primitive Jewish Christian documents dating, doubtless, from a very
early period." Plainly these two statements militete against the plain

words of Luke: v.12: "And when Peter saw i1t, he answered unto t eople."

Again, if the:;fare similar to the other speeches of Peter, when the
circumstances under which they were spoken are the same, and the class
of people to whom they addressed is the same, and because the truths of
God are always the same, we would expect them speeches to be similar.
The idea that Peter had not yet such a highly developed theology as

he here teaches, can be held only on the basis of progressive or evo-
lutionistic religion, which has no place whatsoever in Christianity.

On the other hand, we note that Peter seizes the opportunity to pre- -
sent the great truths of God. The astonishment and curiosity of the
people gave him a lead over into the power and works of Christ, fmgﬁthat
thence to the person of Christ, His prophecy, the fulfillment of the
prophecy, the results of the coming of Christ, and the final _word to
believethis. Peter shows no little knowledge of the. human psychology.
He is ready to grasp the opportunity. His wbrds must have seg@ngly
made an impression on his hearers. If not, the tem;i-e-xofficerds. and
Sadducees w-uld not have interfered. Apparently he was ghining the
approval of the veople, or the ob;]getion to them would not have been

80 great .

Source: Peter sgain is undoubtedly the source of Luke"s. report. The
whole incident must have made a deep impression on him.

Integrity: We can safely say that we have the entire speech of Peter
on this occasion. The detail of the material given speaks agalnst

the idea of a resume or synopsis. Though not a long speech as we have
1t, the manner in vwhich it was interrupted by the temple priests, not
a great opportunity would be given Peter for speaking. As soon a;&‘ éhey
noticed that Peter was teaching and heard what he was teaching, they
.would not dealy in stopping him. Ve can, therefore, accept the speech
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as 1t stands as complete.

Peter's Speech before the Council. Acts 4,8=12,

Occasion: The events leading up to this speech of Peter's follow im-
mediately upon the adress in the porch of Solomon. As Peter was speak-
1ng. he was rudely interrupted by the temple guard and by the Sadducees.
The fact that they were teaching in the temple was resented by the
priests and captain of the Leviticael guard(ilford). The Sadducees
resented the teaching of the refsurrection(Latt. 22,25; Acts 23,8).

They were 'vut in hola! » either in prison or under guard over night.
ext morning the council convened. There were p esent the rulers, the
elders, the scribes, the priests and all the kindred of the high priest.

innas was present. Probably assembly of the Sanhedrin. They were in

pR = P

Jerusalem, perhaps in thé temple, perhaps in some other hall(ilford).
The objection of the priests shows that the whole system was under the ?
control of the Sadduc'ees and Fharisees. Brought before this assembly
Peter and John were questioned by what power and name they had done

this. “uestion does show wvhether they referred to the healing of the

lame man or the teaching in the temple. Perhans both. But it shows that

they recognized some higher power or name back of the works and words| of
the disciples. Peter was Eébecially filled with the Eoly CGhost and g
answered them in the following speech. : !

Analysis of the Speech.: '
Vv.8: Salutation, customary .usage, one of respe ct. E
v.9: Peter is not guite clear vhy they are. called to account.

v.10: But 1t 1s by the power of the crucified and risen Christ that the
lame man was ma'de whole.

V.ll: This same 'rrfan was rejected and scorned by you(Jews and rulers).

v.12: But in this s:me man lies the only hope of every man's salvation.

In the name of Christ there is salvation, the only salvation.
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Observations:

These few words of Peter are remarkasble in their clarity, their direct-
ness and their content. Peter gives a straight unfpiguous answer to
their question. There is no doubt of his meaning. And the great
truths that are contained in these few words astonish us. Thejlare a
proof of supernatural inspiration.

Ve have in this connection a strong proof against the modern
ldea of the impossibliity of miracles. Vie have the healed man, the
words of Peter, a disciple of Christ. We have then the Sanhedrin, who
could do nothing but admitjit. Solely on the basis of the historical
recordffthis record is accepted at all, the miracle -must be admitted.
The enemies of Christ here admitted it. Cf. v.13-14.
= But we note also the holdness of the discliples. Compare thisﬁgéter
wvith the Peter in the Palace of the high priest. There is no denial,
no quibdling in the answer of Peter. We note also the 0.T. reference
of Peter. The Jews believed the 0.T.,claimed to adhere to it. Peter
chows that Christ is the stone of the corner, Is.28,16. In this short
speech he drives this point home. The object of his speech, the answer
to the question, is extenuatotl by the teaching of the person of Christ.
The object is accomplished, the Jews have no comeback. £
Integrity: The speech is complete. This is clear from its mnstmqtio;:.
Its point 1s clear. Hothing more is needed. Beslides Peter was fully
aware that no greet opportunity for many words would be given him. '?'e'r-
haps other conversation was exchanged between them, but in this :l.n?f?nce
we have all that Peter spoke'. The source ofLuke was probably Peter,

or some of the other disciples to whom Peter repeated his remarks. Per-

haps even Paul was present at the assembly, though this cannot be shown.

The Prayer of the Disciples. Acts 4,24-30. /
. - s
Occasgfion: The Sahhedrin had released Peter and John with the command

that they should no more preach in the name of Jesus. The answer oﬁ%ldter_,

|
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“Whether it be right in the sight of God to hearken unto you mor than
unto God, judge ye, for we cannot but-; gspeak the things which we have
seen and heard." Acts 4,19.20. But because they could prove nothing
sgainst them, and because they feared the people, they were forced to f
let them go. 4As in the duys of Christ, the worker of miracles was saved
by popular aporoval. But without this eld, the courage and boldness ";éf
the disciples was in no way daunted. The Holy ‘Sp:l.rit was working in
them and through them. This they confessed in prayer. 'I'heylreturned "T;o
thelr own company, either the twelve disclples, or to a larger group of
Christians. VVhen they had reported their experience, thefr joined in -

a prayer of thankgiving and sup ‘lication.

Analysis of the Prayer:

V. 24: Recognition of the power, creatorship and rulership of God.
v.25: Human wisdom and efforts are vain and foolish.

V. 26: The greastest earthly powers rall against Christ.

Ve 27: It is always and only zgeinst Christ that opposition centers.
V. 28: But even the enemies of Christ work out the will and plans oij‘i' (:‘éod. ]

Wi
v.20~30: Petltion for continued help and strength in preaching His ¥ord.

Observations : : & ‘
Were are shown here: ‘then we should pray; to %hom we should pray; for

what we should; the thankfulness for blessings.

The prayer 1s probably spoken by one in the name of all. If we take the
uual;f course of events, Peter would assume the role of spokesman.

We noté also the use of Scripture in Prayer. Especlally the use of
Psalms. We have very likely the entire prayer recorded. The Lord's
Prayer 1s shobt. Christ had told them that vain repttitions were the
heathen prayers. When we note the beginning of the prayer, the con-
nected thought in the prayer, and the eoﬂ{éion in the nare of Christ,
then we can comclude thet we have the entirs prayer. *he source is

probably the same as for the speech of Peter.




_V.29: General statement, we ought to obey God rather than man.

19.
Peter before the Council. Acts 5,29-32.

Ococasion: This occurred after the death of Ananias. and Sapphira. The
apostles continued performing teaching and performing many signs and
miracles. There were many believers, bgoth men an'd women are mentioned.
Ve 28 gives us the extent of the effect of their preaching. It was
becoming known over all Jerusalem, and _were preaching that the -Tews“g%re
gullty of the death of Christ. The prie;ts, the Pi:mr:l.sees, and Sadaiefgees
every class of opnonents were greatly incensed against them, and had

all the disciples put in prison. But now they were miraculously freed

by the angel of the Lord, and were told to go, and preach in the temple./
Very early next morning they were in the temple. The cm'mcil and senate

of the Jews assembled, not in the temple for they did not yet know of

the release of the apostles. They sent to the prison, found the ap%s‘erﬁ‘lea
gone, no one knew how. <Then report came that they: were in the témple
teaching. The captain of the guard came to the temple and took them
before the council. <*he high priest ont the question to them: "Did we
not straitly command you that ye should not teach in this name? and, ]
behold, ye have filled Jerus:ulem with your doctrine, and intend toké'ﬂj.ng

thls man's blood upon us?" Peter's short speech was the smswer.

Analysis of the Sneech:

v.30: God has raised the slain Christ.
v. 31:He is the prince and Savior of Israel.

V.52: Ve are simply carrying out the commands to be Hlis witnesses.

Observations: "

Alford,N.T.: "The whole is a perfect model of concise and ready elo-

susnce and of .unansw'erable lo'giual coherence, and a natable fulfillment

of the promise, liatt. 10,19." We note the logic of Peter. \‘19 ought to
obey God rather than man, this is just what we a.re doing, he says.

Again, the God our of owr Fatherg, the God whom they worshipped, He is E
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One, who has raised Christ, the teaching to which they ‘make such ob-
Jection. This is the fourth time that Peter connectsvéiwch on earth
with the ascended Lord. Ye note also the direct accusation against the
Jews, Again the fearless Pete;'. * There is no gualling before them.
Peter's words struck home. But the effect of his words on some we find
in the speech of Gamaliel s Who draws a comp~rison between things that
are of God and of manl.

Integrity: While during the course of their dealings with the council
there must have been several questions-a.nd answers, alsdby the other
apostles, we can safely say that what Peter answered here is complete

and exactly as it was spoken. lias has simply made an answer to a

question. It is notable that we hé.ve always the words of Peter, but
not of the other. disciples. This tells us the source which I ke had
was one who if not ‘eter, was one who knew of his dealings and words,
as for instance, iark. That Peter's words are so fait hfully given

throughout the entire first part, are an added proof of their relia-

The Sneech of Gamaliel. Acts 5,35-39.

It 1s listed by some as one of the speeches of Acts(iiadden: Problems

of the W.T.). 3'at we do best merely to regard it as. en opinion expi'-gs'sed.
It is of note inasmuch as it shows the effect of FPeter's speech on
Gamaliel. It saved the apostles from any rash treatment at the hands

of*the Jews. Gamaliel's opinion that the works of men always come to

= Ten
nought cannot be held absolutely. In the final sense regarding salva:t“:lon

this is true, but in the sense that Gamaliel spoke it is not the csase,

if we compare Liohammedanism ;, Buddhism, and the other false religions ‘)
which have stood for eenturie; His reference to the rebel, Theudas, !
mentioned also by Josepius, and the contradiction between the two “ﬁzgﬁnts‘j

may be satisfactorily explained in the manner found in Alford N.T.
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Peter's Speech to Cornelius. Acts 10, 34=43.

Occasion: Peter, after many labors, was residing at the house of a tanner

in Joppa. There appeared to him the vision from heaven in the form of
a sheet filled with all manner of unclean animals. As he pondered on
vision, there cal] ed for him the men sent by Cornelius, the centurion
of the Italian, living in Caesarea. '.l‘.'his man had also had a vision in
the form of an angel, who commanded him that he should send for Peter
and from him receive instruction. Obeylng the request, Peter the next
day departed with them for Caesarea and entered the house of Cornelius.
Cornelius had called his friends and relatives together for the event.
At the qntrance of Peter, Cornelius fell-down and worshipped him. -._A'_'E
t_his Peter forbade him to do it, and the conversation began as to how
it came about that Cornelius had senﬁ for Peter. The two viidns ex-
plained each other. cor;xelius » knowing that Peter was a disciple of
Christ, asked that Peter teach them the things of God. Peter complied.
The crowd before him were Gentiles. He was a Jew. Ordinarily there was
no contact between the two. o Jew entered the house of a Gentile. But
Peter u.nitesite.tingly enters and preaches to the assembled Gentiles.

Analysis of the Speech:

V.54~35: God has his believers in every natlon of the earth.
7;56-57: The word of God was to be preached first in all Judea.

V. 38: What that word concerned, namely Christ, the An:i{;;.nted.

V. 39=43: Disciples are the witnesses of this man after His work of
Redemption was done, as the pivhets were before He came.

Observations:

The outstanding characteristic of this speech is the open statement
of Peter, that not only the Jews, but also the Gentiles were included
in the new covengant of God. This was not a completely new revelation
to Peter, as we see from his statement on Pentecost day. But never

before had the fact appeared to him with such striking force gas now.
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. true words of Peter.

22,
lle see this from his opening words. It is the first thing he says. The
matter, which appesrs to have been somewhat doubtful to him before this
time is no longer in doubt. Froﬁ this statement then he turns his words
to the same old message, that of Christ and His work. We note that he
particularly emphasized his apostleship. As the'Jews had little com-
mnication with the Gentiles, so the; Gentiles had little use for the
Jews. To esta‘plish his apostleship then, was first of all necessary.
Eut there is no doubt in Peter's mind. The Gentiles called. He answered.
He preaches them the words of Christ. It is the Gentiles! Pentecost. .
We see this, that while he was speaking, the Holy Spirit fell on a.lléegﬁat
heard him speak. Peter verceived this, that i1s, he saw and heared their
confessions of faith, and they were baptized.
Integritx: Hot all the speech of Peter is recorded. -The _speech i1s too
short to meet the demands of the occasion. In such a time Peter would
not be cont.ent with only these words. Besides, the statements are too
general. The truths as he wonld preach them to the Gentiles would be
more detailed. The words which Luke records are the words either of P-e"ger
or someone else giving a resume of what Peter saild, or only a part of
Peter!'s address. It may be that these words represent the truths that
Peter then expounded, but we are told that while speaking these words
the Holy Ghost descended, inplying that at this point in the speechz“f.ulce
brings in this fact. Also the fact of baptisni shows further :I.nstru:iﬁ"on
by Peter. 4ilso Cornelius had requested to hear 211 the things that God
had commanded to speak. These were not all the truths of God. The
Source for this speech could be found in any number of Christians. ‘he
preaching of Peter to the Gentiles created a sensation. What he
preached as well as the fact of his preaching was sure to be remembered.

It is entirely probably that Cornelius, devout as he was would write

down the words of Peter, that he might have them continually. Thus we
3 e
take them not as Luke!s idea of the opening for the Gentiles, but as the
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23.
Peter's Speech at Jerusalem. Acts 11,4=17.

Occasion: The apostles and other Christians heard of the experience’ énd
the works of Peter among the Gentiles. Vhen Peter, therefore in the
course of his labors came to Jerusalem, the Jews questioned him con-
cerning this, and seemed to be of the opinion that he should not have
mingled with the Gentiles. In order to explain the situation, Peter

tells them the whole story from beginning to end. (note: Ramsay takes

- this incldent at Jerusalem as that time to which faul refors in Gal.2.

He says that Gal.2 does not mention the later occurénce recorded in

Acts 15. liost of the investigators do not agree with him).

Analysis of the Speech:

V.4-15: Recounting the order of events with Cornelius.
V.18: Promise of Christ to send the Holy Ghost.
Ve 17: Since it was then the work of God, it was proper to do it.

Observations:

e note in the last part of the speech of Peter that he again assertsa
that it was the working of God, and proves it by the fact that Gont'.
the Holy Soirt. Peter is convinced against his will. Again, were'ég.l
the Christians and apostles of the opinion that Peter had done wrong?
We say no; for we read in v. 3: 'they that were of the circumecision
cont_ended with him!. This could mean all Jews, but more probably to

the more zealous and fanatical Jews, who particularly stressed the'.éob-
servace of the law in spite of their faith. Peter's speech 1s coﬁv“fr'z-e—
ing. After he h@d recounted his experience, they held thelr peace. :
Integrity: Wo doubt Peter was forced more than once to answer this ob-
Jection. But here we have what is the complete explanation of Peter
before a more or less formal asseimblage or conference. Paul »probably
was, and even Luke, may have been present. . liany Christians were there,
perhaps even an account of Peter's reémarks were kept, for they were ims

portant in the growth and expansion of the -Christian church.
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Peter!'s Speech in Jerusalem. Acts 15,%-11.
Occasion: The question of the Gentiles! admission into the Christian

L9
church was being discussed. Paul and RBarnabas, teaching in the churches

<t e e S et N SRS

of country around and in Antloch, were accosted by various Judaistic
Christisns on the question of circumcision. These Jews still always
Insisted that the Gentiles must be c:l:rcumcised. Aftermuch dispute 1t
was dcided_that the apostles and others should go to Jerusalem to dis-
cuss the matter in general assembly. Thus we find the apostles and
elders of the whole church assembled in conference. The question was
brought up. There was much discussion. Finally Peter arose and 'ﬁfyoke.

inalysls of the Speecch:

V.7: Salutation. God chose the Gentiles to receive His word also.
Ve8: In proof of which He sent Hig Holy Spirit into their hearts.
V.9: And put them on the same level \vii::h the other “hristians(Jews).
v.10: Therefore they should not tempt God by placing unnecessary
burdens on those whom “e has made his Christians.

v.1l: But everyone shnll be saved only by the grace of Jesus Christ.

Observations:

Peter, being yet the acknowledged leader of the church gives his o}:ﬂim
as a summary of what he thinks is correct in regard to this guestion.
This is the complete speechof Peter in this instance. There had been
much discussion. In these few words Peter summarizes. Each verse

" gives a statement or a truth of God. ZHe stateshis view of the matter.
In every verse we note a characteristic phrase of Peter, such as he :
had used in his previous speeches. There is no doubt about the geﬁu*;ﬁe-
ness of the report. Pasul was present. “uke may have been present.
Very likely reports of the conference were kept. The most noteworthy
thing about Peter's spsech is the strong leaning toward the Gentlle :
viewpoint. It seems that he leans more toward the Gentliles than to- \

vard the Jews, if one must mal;e a décision.
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Conclusions to be drawn from Peter!'s Speeches:

Addressees: Peter!'s wo:‘-gis reached every class of people. He limited him-
self to no particulari‘:’ but the higher and lowly, the rulers and masses,
men and women, Jews and Centiles alike were the receivers of his words.
This was a novel attempt in the history of the Jewish church, exceptﬁbr
the examples of Christ. Chrit's kingdom was no¥all-inclusive.

Content of his preaching: The one word which of course would character-

ize his preaching is the "gospel". But particularly ddwe find Peter
breaching thase things of Christ which he himself had seen Christ do.
On almost every occassion he mentions the many‘works of healing and
wonders that Christ had performed. Then also the great events of his
crucifixion and death, and his resurrection and ascension, events to
which Peter was an eye-witness, and which therefore made a lasting
lzpression on him, these also are constantly proclaimed byyPeter. The
claim that the Christology and theblogy of Peter is primitive and not
within the experience of the writer of Acts (lléﬁ'att » Overbeck, Robert-
son) cannot be held. It is contrary to the statements of Christ that
the "Holy Ghost should lead them in all truth.® While in Peter!'s
speeches we do not have the detalls and the e:u:_!:enuatio: of the great
truths of Scripture recorded, we have enough to show that the Holy
Spirit was not restricted in him, and that in Peter was the conscious-
ness of complete Christianity.

Form of speaking: thlile we have only a very small number of the many

discourses that Petor must have delivered, we find by their similarity
and their unity of thought, that he spoke as one convinced of what he
was spe aking, that he- spoke directly with the boldness of one who had
the courage of his convictions. Directness, plainness, straightforward-
ness, no covering of facts, this chararacterizes his speech. A compar-
_1son with the Epistles of Peter show the same characteristics. But
above all, we note that though primarZily his work was among the Yews,

it e |
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| The Speech of Stephen. Acts 7,2-53.

; Otcasion: Stephen was one of the seven men, chosen by the congre-
gat:l.on to take care of the duties of the office of the deacons of the
church at Jerusalem. Stephen, it seems, did not limit his work to
_the care of the poor, but went about, doing great wonders and mir'a‘égles,
icts 6,8, In the course of his labors, he came into contact and
argument with those of his own national:l.t:f, the Greeks, and the Jews.
Auite naturally, his'lo.bors, as that of the apostles incurred the
hostility of the Joews, especially,the rulers, priests, Pharisee,:fgtc.
By false witnesses they brought him before the councll, charging him
with blasphemy against lioses, against the temple, the law and God.

He was reported to have said ( 6,14) "Jesus of Hazareth shall%‘ea;ﬁroy

this plree, m»nd shall chonge the customs which Liopses delivered."

Therefore he was arraigned before the council, the Sanhedrin, and
the apology which we have recorded in the seventh chapter of Acts
was delivered.

Analysis of the Speech:

V.2=56: The conbtinuous history of the Patriarchs, beginning with
Abraham, his rhomise; Isaaé.c, Joseph, his twelve son, and the tri?;s__ ;
to Egypt, the opnression ix; Egypt; lioses, his youth, the killing 'of
the Egyptien, the apoearance of God to him, and the deliver=2:zce out
of the land of op-ression.

« V.37=50: The prophecy of iioses of the prophet like him, and the suc=
ceeding proiises of God, but the Jews were idolatrous and turnegmgilmy
from God,the worship of the true God to théér idols, and the dese-=
ecration of the tabernacle and the temple. Particular emphasis is
laid on the holiness of the temple. 'The various temples are mentioried

" but it is shown from 1 Kgs.8,27; 2Chr.2,6; Is.66,1.2, that not the
outward b-!ilding of the temple, but the temple of the living God

in the heart of men is reg- rded by God himself.
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have
V.61=63: An imprecation against the evil and rebellious Jews who h:ve
changed since the days of their fathers, the greatest evil which
culminated in the slaving of the Just One, Jesus of liaz:reth.

Observations: W%e not first how admirably the speech of Stephen fits

into the occasion. He spoke to the Jews. They knew the 0ld Teié'&-ﬁ’ént.
He shows to them that he knows it also. They accuse’ of blapl'_tem:lng
lioses. lie gives them the plain statement what he thinks of iLioses.

They accuse him of blaspheming God. He calls Him the "God of glory
vho appeared unto our father Abraham". The 7 accﬁse him of blas-
pheming the temple, and he lays particular emphasis upon the hoi.?lurfgss
of that plsce, showing how it is held in esteem by ell the trus
believers, and showing at the seme time from their own S_cripturea
that the outward form is mere hyprocrisy if the heart is not right.
They accuse him of speaking against the law, snd he says it was éf:i‘ven
by the dispensation of the angels. From their own Scriptures, he
shows that everythi g he sa.:,rs and which Jesus said 1s true. Theymﬁre
forced to admit the truth on the basis of theér own claim of author-
ity. Theses noints re just as we would expect. We are told that

Stephan was learned and full of wisdom of the Holy Ghost. A refu-

tation of the accusations against him is what we would expect. That
they are reproduvuced solexactly shows not only the accuracy of LYke's
report, but shows that his source for the speech 1‘s reliable.

The alleged mistaltes in the report of Stephen concerning the event'i of !
the Jewish history, \'.re‘,',"gre never fully enumsrated and ca:r;'ied out |
by the critics. The incident in 7,16, concerning the b;:.ria-l éround 4
of Jeserh, which aprarently is not the one referred to in Gen.23,16,
offers no difficulty. "_"'he mention of the angel, _wh:l.ch spoke to !.is'g'és

on lit., Sainel, and who gave the law, me}-ely serves to show that the
lmow&e/dge of Stephen of the angel of the Lord, w&s the Logos, the

Revelation of God in %he barw His Word.
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0f importance in the speech of Stephen is the‘ reference to the Gen-
tiles in v.45. Critics say that hare Stephen supersedes his t:lm.e.
This should be a proof of the composition of Lpyke, namely, that Luke
put this thought in the speech, Lecause this was too early a datq'l’:?‘or
such ideas to be incorporated in the .Jewish Christianity. But we
note against tﬁi._s » the earlier references in the specches of Peter.
But above all, any reader of the 0.T. will find not only one but’%y
references that the Gentiles shall inherit vggg’ Ispael shall reject.
The apostles, Jesus, and the 0.T. give to the 1earned and spiritual
Stephen an insight that is unusial, far beyond that of the blinded
councll, =nd of the modern critics. Ilsurice Jones, Vriting in the
Expositor, vol.l3, says that the real motive for introducinz this

for introducing ety
speaech of Stephen is the onnortunity, the personalities of Stephen “and
Pnilip. This is weak. While Iuke undoubtedly chose only portions

of the history of the early church, the reason for chosing this par-

ticular portion is to show 1) a true occuré&ce of the early church;

2) the spirii of the defense of the fimst Christisn m:rtyr; 3) the
spread of Christianity =nd its influence among Gentile nations;

4) the record of the heroic conviction of the early Christians.
Some critics take the speech to be a btridge from Peter to Paul( Re't;‘é']'s-
ham, Robertson). While this in a certsain s_ense may be true, 1t canyf
hardly have been intentional on the part of Luke, who also would not

find it necessary, since his purpose was to write a history.

Source :Hirnack thinks that Inke is dependent on Silas for this section.

He thinks that Luke head. o written document, as doas_ Rebertson, and
others. Ramsay, Expositor, vol.E¥, says that Philip is the eye wit-
ness. We know that Paul heard the speech. Robertson says that the
speech was a formal apology snd was therefore wr:ttten out. Against

this speaks the length of the speech, the great jumps in some seé—tzfa'ns =2

of the history, and the abrupt and sdathing ending from the mouth of
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Stephen. It may be that Stephen wrote the apology snd that Buke had
the written document, but if such is the case, not all of it was de-
livered. The last 'verses,- 51-55 seem to be an outburst of feellng on
the part of Stephen, as he saw the hardness of his listeners ; and his
om accusations sgainst them aroused ¥him to greater wrath and indig-
nation. The closing incidents and words Luke could have gotteﬂ from
Paul. This speech must have made an impression on Paul. Some of the
thoughts, especially those concerning the temple, we find reproduced
again in the speeches of “aul himself. fThe fact that similar phrases
and thoughts occur in the sneeches of E:eter end Paul as are found’w‘ﬁere
in the apology, is no ground for assuming th;a.t all these speeches are
the composition of Luke, wherein he puts his own thoughts and the
prevalent doctrines of the age .in the mouth of the contemporaneous
apostle. then we consider that these men lived among the same class
of people, had the same opnosition, spoke under very sin_lilar circun-
stances, :nd above all that h@iman nature is always the same and the
truth of God is always the same, and that they taught all and only
the truth of God, what else should we expect but that similar.
thoughts and phrases occur? To the contrary, this is a proof that
these spseches are genuine, and are not a mechanical reproduc.stion of
I-uke., but the words of different men under similar circumst:=nces.
Later in the speeches of Paul we shall note similar conditions.
Robertson says:(p.224) Iyke has given “the trial and defense or%'é;i‘)ﬂ‘{n
a dramatic setting ‘and has shown the historians insight in the wa-?‘éhat
he has presented the whole story. The speech bears the mark of 'E.u;'jeal
report. It is full of 1ife and power. It left its mark on Paul. It
blazed the way for future expansion of Christianity. It broke the ]
shackles of Judaism. It‘ defied Pharisaism. It flashed before &t "f‘r;w-
1sh world the heart of Christ's message and mission to the wholea#fde

Horld () A
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SPEECHES OF PAUL.

Paul, The Apostle. Again, as in the case of Peter, we canuot give

a detailed accounib of the great aposstle to the Gentiles, but are
permitted to 'Sa:f only a few words which heve a mo're direct be ring
upon the point at issue. Irom the zccount of Luke and from his own
mouth, we learn how thils once zsalous Jew, learned in the Jewish law
and customs, the most straitest of the Pharisees, was turned by the
power .of God to the anostle of that tesdching which he had purposed to
destroy. As he had been vigorous in his persecution of the Christian
religion, just so strong was he, just such courage' of conviction was
his in his defense of the Christian religion. 1o man was too lowly,
no land was too far, no danger to’ threaztening, no despair too black
to keep him from beginning anew the battle for the Lord against the
forces of evil. Tis call, an apostle to the Gentiles was his one
purpo-e in life, it was his being, his existence, his goal.

In our work we consider him mainly as Paul the Preacher. In
Acts 9,29 Iuke gives us an interesting noint ss to the manner of
Paul!s preaching, to whom, how and what he preached, and also the
difficulties he encountered, where it reads: "And he spake boldly in
the nsme of the Lord Jesus, and disputed with the Grecians: but they
vent about to slay him." We see him =s one .who was ready to meet
others in discussion, as one who h:d the courage of his religious
convictions, as one who held the Crucified Christ before his hearers
continually. Due to the fact that all his preaching centered about
the Christ, it was at Antioch that Paul and his followers were first
called Christians, Acts 11,26,

Luke presents him to.us in his spesches as the versatile orator,
the solicitous pastor, the able apologist, the determined Christian.
Yhat more is to be said of him will be brought out in the various
speeches as the facts exhibit his characteristics. .

ORI
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Paul's Speech at Antioch. Acts 13, 16-41l.
Occasicn: Paul and Barnabas were on what we call Paul's first miss-
lonary journey. Being separated by the HolyGhost (Acts 13,4) they
departed tothe island of Cyprus, then went to Perga and from thence
their journey took them to Antioch in Pisidia. John and others(13,13)
were with them. On the Sabbath day they went into the synagogue and
,8at down for the reading of the Seripture. At the close of this, the
rulers of the synagogue approached them and asked if they wished %o
‘say anyt“ing to the people. Paul and his company must have been itx:if-.he
clty several days, and rumor of thisr work and mission must heve been
spread. Otherwise we cannot understend this stftnge guestion, whether
or not they wished to speak to the people. The people were not the
usual strict Jews. The city was Hellenized. Ramsays The Cities o:E‘
St. Paul, p.281:"The evidence, scanty as it is, points tothe cor::ﬁ“sion
that the Hellenistic Antioch was rather a Greek colony than a Phry&'ian
city Hellenized. The Greek colonists predominated, end, although a
Phrygian element in the city must be supposed, yet either it was no'l: so

numerous =8 to affect the character of the city, or 11: was so thor&hly
Hellenized as to acquiesce in the Hellenic spirit." Thus to a mixed

audience of Jews and proselytes, men who had learned and knew the .
Jewish law, Paul adressed this speech.

Analysis of the Spsech:

"llt

V. 16-26 The prior history of the Jewish nation and the events lead
up to the gre=t event=~what God has done for his people--in the glft
of the Savior.

Y'-2'?-3'7: Hessiahship of Jesus end proof of it from the 0.T.
V+38=41: Application of this truth to themselves. )

Obaervations: liost critics ossume that Paul's theme was taken from the

previously read Scripture raddings » which for this Sunday to be Is.

.M etelw, ]
and Deut «I. The f@reek words :|.n Paul's speech agree 1n several instsances

]
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This 1s customary of Paul. Taylor, Paul the iilssionary, points out
that the speeoch contains a hito_r:l.cal, an apologetical, doctrinal,
and a practical section. "The historical section bears & eonsid?e#a%le
resemblance to the address of-Stephen before the councll at Jerué%"l'em,
and %l is not improbeble that the words of the protomartyr weref'?r!’esh
in the memory of the apostle while he spoke." "In the second part we
are reminded of words of Peter on Pentecost. It wa§ natura:!. that, 1in
seeking to establish the same conclusion, they should use similar
arguments, especially when they were reasoning with the same claas;!of
hearsrs." (Tavlor.pill5).

The effect of his speech was unusual. llany were interested in
vhat he said to them, v.41l-43. ‘e attribute this to 1) his manner
of apvroach, from the known to the unknown, from: impersonal to the
personal, making them feel that what he said was for the ubmost im-
portance i'or them, 38-42; 2) by forestalling rejection and counter=-

: the cases,
speech on the part of the Jews, v. 40,41; 3) mainly, as is alweys, to
the power of the iloly Spirit. Ramsay:Cities of St. Paul, p.298:"Such
a reception-~that a psgan city should welcome a Jewish stranger a8 an
angel of God-_--was marvzlous, impossible, incredible,but Luke dese-rﬁ:es
how 1t occured.” |

: Lovel

This speech morks the elevation of the Gentiles to the same level
with the Jews. Ramsay: "It is absurd and unfair to doubt that Luke was
fully conscious of this. The aim of the sermon wes to drive into the
minds of the é.udience one of two fundamental principles, and to s;zggest
the universality of the gospel; and the subseguent events showed that
this part of the message was caught' with avidity by the hitherto un-
privileged Gentilla in the audience. The oration was only the :I.;tr’gauc'-
tion, not the completion of a course of ins ruction." MNecGiffert,p.186:

and in other parts to the discourses of Peter, whlle the style is , the
main undenially ILuke's. Iiioreover, 1t is difficult to believe that Faul

There is a resemblence in the early portion to the speech of step:?ﬁ
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can have uttered vs.38 and 39, at least in the form in which we have
the::[ Both of them are sufficiently unPauline to excite surprise
occuring as they do at the climax of his utterance to the very essence
of the gospzl as he understood it. V.38 contains an idea of which™there
/little truce in his teaching, while the phrese itself,¥qess 449¢ T3
vhich is emploved by Feter with the same significance and practicglly
in the same connection in both his Pentecostal and Caesarean disconrses,
is found in none of Paul's evistles, except once in Eph. 1,7 sndJ&gain
the parallel passage in Col. 1,14, On the other hand, in v. 39,

vhere it is said that "every one that believeth is justified from_all ‘
things from which ye could not be justified by the law:of !.Eoses,“"?‘ cone »
ceptlon of justification is expressed, vhich, if not distinctly un- :
Pauline, nevertheless falls far below Paul's characteristic =nd con-
trolling ides of justification as the state of the saved man who is
conpletely reconciled to (fod :nd enjoys pesce with him." 3

-

Welzs=ecker: Paul in _ﬁ.ntioch repeats argument from the 1l6th Psalx,%&
Therdremains therefore hardly a doubt thet it is not at one time er
at the other Paul, who speaks, but thatithé historian has assigned the
same ideas to both.!

lickiffert =~ssertion is destroyed by his own statement that Paul did
repeat this teaching in two other occasions. Again, he seems wholly
to neglect what is one the great thresds of Paul argument in the whole

Letter to the Lomans. In 2 Cor. 3, we find a similar idea, Yeizsaeclker's

statement has been answered before.
Wgdo not have all the speech that Paul made recorded here. Luke E

evidently has it as he got it from Paul, who clearly was the source.

The occasion, however, demends, and the results show that more was

‘spoken than these few words. From this very first recorded speech

of Paul we note the conplete absence of a counter doctrine to that/of

Peter, any disa;reement .with the earlier apostles or a !tendency!

foctrine, but rather the great, simple, siblime gosvel truths.

Paul!'s Speech at Lystra. Acts 14,15-17.

Paul and Barnabas were still on their first missicnary journey. They
had been forced to flee from Iconium sand came to Lystra. There they
continued preaching the gospel, and they found there a lame man, vho

]

oo :
hearing the preaching of Paul and believing him, Paul healed him. This
was a heathen city, full of idols, superstitious. Anyone who performed

Lealin
something unusual or supernatural was to their minds a god. This he‘z.lin"g

of the '‘cripnle was an astounding miracle to their minds. Only a god

ﬁ:.—zw-- g
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could have done it. Immediately the rumor spread. 4 crowd coll-é‘gted..
They saw and called out: The gods are come down to us in the 1iReRess
of men. They thought Barnabas to be Jupiter and Paul ﬁercurius?’?"f-om
this we see that their idea of a'god was vague, h-ving no clear—ﬁ,ﬁ-cep-
tion of what they were liks or what they could or would do. Theyw\qure
c'early gross heathen. Seeing Paul'smiracle their heathen priest mnde
ready to sacrifice to them. Uhen the avostles learned this, they
naturallyjere shocked and immediately raised their protests against
the action. Paul words are as follows:
V.15: They were merely men created by the living Creator olf the \'u;rld.
V.16: Vho has permitted -any people to live in their idolatry.
v.17: But hos been witness to himself th;'u Hys providence.

Observations: On the spur of the moment, Paul apneals to the natural

knowledge of the neople. They knew nothing of “Yhrist. He had no

approach thru the jospel. Their common ground was the natural kmow-

ledge in the henrt of man. To this Psul directs his remarks. Shows

Peul resourcefulness =nd knowledge of the natural heart of man. 1
Taylor,p.143: says in reference to v. 16: "Paul knew nothing of that
modern idea which would make all things evolve themselves from a pri-
mordial germ, and simply by the force of an inherent energy, into the
cause of which it is no part of philosophy to investigate."
Integrity: The speech here is reproduced as Luke got it from Paul.
o doubt that much more was said and explained, vv. 14,18. BEut these
words reproduce exactly the thoughts which Paul uttered on that o?c- |
: : a.sion. That just these thoughts are recorded, which even to our"ﬁi‘.‘r‘xds
today seem to be the correct and psychologically correct thoughts to
speak to such an audience on such an occasion, speaks not only fo?‘the
truth ~nd reliability of Luke as a historian, but shows that he ha"ﬁ in
'mind not the idea of giving us, as is said bty sonme, merely an e;&ﬁble ‘

of the type of apostolic preaching among the heathen.

— s
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| Peul at Athens. Acts 17,22-31. ‘
Occasion: Luke describes the city of Athens at the time of Yaul, as
a 'eity vholly given to idolatry'. Paul w:s on his second missionsry
Journey, had gone to Bered, was forced to leave because of the dis-
turbances caused by the Jews, and had gone to Athens to await the
arrival of Silas and Timothy. ihile there he naturally explored the
city. As an educated man, lenrned also in =211 the philosophy of his
day, not insensible to the arts and sciences of the Atheniens, still
suscentible to the influences of intellectual minds from his training
at Tarsus, the air and gtmosphere of Athens was to Faul no unfamiliar
things Eadie: Paul the Preacher, p. 189, describes the scene wall:
"As he waited, he wandered through its streets with inquisitive and
sorrowing gaze--it was so unlike Jerusalem, the city of God. His
spirit was stirred within him, roused nnd excited to vprofound grief
end indignétion, as he surveyed it glories, not with the eye of an
artist but that of a Christian. The statues ind temples not looked
upon him .s the creation of genius, but the means snd results o -
basing superstitions. Intellect, taste and beauty were alike pforaned,
for the one fod was dethroned. iherever the solitary stranger gazed,
he saw manifestations of polytheism, nature deified, humanity depitte
as suparhuman, =nd virbues, nsy even vices, exalted into divinities.
It was an unwonted sight which greeted him, The city was wholy given
to idolatry--idol ful), crammed, as one might say, with idols,-one
idol=trous mess." 1In the city which contsined many Jews also, he
entered into the synagogue and taught, and in the market place, or
forum. Tere he encountered the many different classes of men from
all narts of the world, also the philosophers, who spent their time
in conversation, in gossip, in any new idea or rumor that arose. The
Epicureans and Stoics are mentioned, as prominent ones of the time,
very likely. <This new philosophy of Paul--for Chritienity is a form
of philosophy, rightly considered---attrected the attention of the
inquisitive Athenians, and especlally it was concerning some God of |
whom they had not heard, they inguired of him. From their questions
we gather that they thought not very highly of him, yet their cur-

losity was too strong for them. They summoned him to the Areopagus,

-
-
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56« .
or Mars Hill. W :ere this was 1s a disputed question with the critiecs.
Some- say it was the forum, others the open meeting placef of the“%kirt ’
some say it was a judicizl assembly of the highest court of Athens.
In éi‘l:hér case, at the request of the =ssembly, he prepares to%’%\ain
to them the tenchings of which they had heard.

Analysis of the Speech:

V.22, Salutation. Ilientions the religious fervor of the Athenians.
V.25: From this point proceeds to the 'uninovn god! of the Athenians.
Ve24: This Cod is the creator of the_world end is not 'h-nd-made!.
v.25: God is not dependent bubt all things are dependent on Hin.

V.26: (God has established the human race and their habitation.
v.27.28: Cod is near and sustains all His creations.

v.29.50: Idalotry God has in past times overlooked and not always
chastened and corrected thoss who did.not worship him.

(47395

vedl: Bub now is an apnointed day of judgment by the ressurrected Christ.

Observations: .(lost crities are loud in their praise of this spesch.

: — weLsters
Steir, calls it a "marvelous example of logical cohsrence and eloguence".

Wgnote first of all, the logic which Paul uses. Every verse is in
logical connection. iinch verse and the truth it depicts flows as a
logical. conclusion from the preceecding one. Liseting the Athenians™on
their own ground, Paul is their equal. Hext we note his text: To Hi?he
unkmown God. Ladie,p.193, says: " In the synagogue he had selecteé.wilis
theme from lioses, but on the Areopagus he tskes his text from a&h'g;.‘{:han
alt'r. To the children of Abraham he proclaimed Christ, but to the
citizens of Athens he 'preached Jesus!." Their own unimown God was
the one he revealed to them. He made known the unknown, by soiqé"f"rom
the unknown to the known. He uses this basic principle of teaching.
He chooses from those things which are befors them, he is aware oghthe
gituation. Hext we note the subject matter. ¥We find not the d'é':;fst

<Tarnts
dogmatical teschings offthe person of the Trinity and Christ. He starts
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with the natural knowledge of Yod, as he did before at Lystra. He is
avare of the fact that he is speaking to heathen. Only a.t.the end of
his spsech does he mention something of the person of Christ. But
all the way through the appeal to the things of God that can be seen
or felt. He appeals »‘l;o their reason. 4nd his argwnents are irrefg.t-
able. “‘hey know within them that his words are true » Whether tﬂg?rw‘admit
it or not. ilext we note how he refutes the logic of the day. The
Stoics are ca led the Pharisess of Athens » the Zpicureans, the Sad-
ducees. The Ex.:'icureans denied the truth of a Deity, the certainty
of ir ort:litr, the existence of the s-ul, and the gods, if any, are
entirely algolf from the the doings and actlions of man. Ve see at a
glanee how Paul draws a sword through these. The rejection of Stof‘l.c-
ism is not so apparent except in v. 27.28. The Stoic ideas that-suieide
is justified, that there is not higher goal than this life to seek,
that there is no consmn.ﬁtion of glory, are here refuted. Ain outright
declaration against the nrevalent philosophy would have been fool-
hardy and without resunlt. Paul was not insensible to the fact. His
teaching of the i‘.l‘*i.l.e f-fod is couched in terms that the philososphers
could devour. They listened, until he ‘S3poke of the resurrection of
Christ=-the stumbling »lock of all unbelievera--and they would have
nothing more to do with him.

Luke got this speech from Paul. It is the record of a true oc=-
currance. Velzsaecher's st=tement that it has only 'proverbiaﬁ:iue" -
and that this discourse =t Athens is interpolated between the visits
to liacedonia and “orinth, as a type of Faul's mre-ching to the'%&a;;%iles 9
is without grounds. iot all the speech of Paul is recorded. It _:rs*not
reasonable to sun ose that he spokeonly these few words. They had
summoned hinfto hear his teachings. *“hat “uke gives us here is the
report which Paul gove him of his speech in a somewhat resume form. |

* Its brevity, however, does not destroy its verity and anthenticity.

R
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Paul's Speech at Ephesus. Acts 20, 18-35.

Faul was returning home on his thrjd missionary journey. He vas
heading back for “yria, and was going from Tnozs to Rhodes. They came
to the city of illletus, and in order to s=ve time, he called the

elders of “;hesus Ho come Lo see him, that he might go on as soon o8
possible. ILuls und others offhis comprny were with him. He was t;l:.’zng
his final leave of them, and the words of his spesch wors here reo-

corded by the histarian.

(¢

Analysis of the Snecch:

v.18-21: le reminds the elders of his conduct among them.

V.22-25: He anaounces to them his final separation from them.
V.25-35:He earnestly co ends to their care the flock for which he
has labored, not for his own interests, but solely for theirs.

Obssrvations: Tuaylor,p.355, says: "For denth of pathos and fervor of

apneal it seems to me to be well nigh unrivalled even in Holy Writ.

It quivers all through with emotion. There is love in every sentence

and a tear in every tone.” This we note, that his words here are
conspicuous for their tenderness. ‘his s of course, is what we would
expect at suech an ocersion, and the words are correctly reproduced
by Lﬁke. Lulre himself wss present. It is first hand reporting. Ve
can note this in the detail of the words =nd thought s that arJ':Eiven
us hare. The complete spzech is not given. It sounds very much as
the: final words which Paul might h ve used on this occasion. They
ars very likely the verbatim conclusion of the remarks which Paul )
mede to them.
ant

Critics accapt this speech as the most authentic of all that are
recorded in .-’Lcts,' ‘becruse the author(we ). was present himself and had
first hand sources. The last words of Paul throw an 1nterast1n.§e‘é“]{§nt
on the integrity in reproducing the speeches in that it shows a sim-
ilare principle in the recording of the spoeches of “hrist.
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The last words of the speech:"It is more blessed to give than to

receive.” Paul says these are the words of Christ. But they are not
found in the gospels. This shows that not all the words of Christ
vhich he spoke officially or in the capacity as a teacher 2re re-
corded for us. e can safely assume that this method was also fol-
loved by Luke in raporting the speeches which he records for us.

Paul's Speech on the Stairs at Jerusalem. Acts 22, 1-21.

Oceasion: Paul was in -Te;:'usalem. He was, 1t seems by now almost x
nationally known. ::j:_'hereever he went, he attracted great crowds aﬁd
continual followings, if for nothings else than curiosity. While in
derusalem he went to the temple with the other Jews. There Jews of
Asia, where he had labored, recognized him, and immediately set the
erowd afire. They accused him of defiling the temple by bringin'&g%aﬁks
into it. The mob grew furious. They beat and buffeted. They took

him from the temple and set about to kill him. The confusion attracted
the attention of the Roman soldiers, who came and quieted the mob %u‘l:
the lender was forced to take Paul to a castle to protect him from

the infuriated mob. Ais they were entering the “ullding, Paul askegtthe
captain if he might speak to the people. The bullding was one with

an outer stairs le:ding to the second story. On this stairs, perhaps
on a little platform in the midst of it, at least on an elevated pos=
ition, standin;: with a soldier on each side guarding him, Paul becitned
to the people to come closer beneath him, and he spoke to them the
followings words of defense of his position and aci;:lons'-

Analysis of the Speech:

V.l-3: Paul declares himself to be' Jew and zealous in the law.

v.4=5: He formerly persecuted Christianity at the instigation of the
high priest, and was 1ts bitterest enemy.

V.6=16: The account of his conversion, the t_{’_-_? to Damascus, 'bheh]:‘;;uzse

and events of Ananias, and the command to be an apostle to the nations.
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Vv.17-21: The command that he should leave Jerusalem, necessitated
by his conversion, his part in the trial of Stephen and the command
of God tos‘é. witness to the Ggntiles.

: e
Observations: Paul spoke in Hebrew, the langusge of the people.(iot the

Hebrew of the 0.T., but the Chaldee > which at the tims of the apo.';%ies
had long supsrseded it in Palestine.-Thayer,p/164). Hot only the
psychology of Paul, but the accurateness of Iuke is shown here.

We not’ also how Paul stresses his former learning and actions as a

Jew, showing that at the tire he was!/Jew. Then also, how all the

work which he did was at the cormand of God alone. Also s Tirst he is
to be witness~-this was accented by the Jews-- and then to be a \;1"1':;1‘935
to the Gentiles. Here the Jews interrupted his words.

Integrity: Ve probably have the complete speech of Paul. Conditions
were not favorsbtle for izany words, a mob does notjtake to;";hany detai‘ls
and explanations. <he facts Prul stresses. ILuke was probably p-;-‘em;'ent,
Acts 21,17ff., so that the report is from'eyewitness. The detalls of
the events following tI{e interruption of the speech, the throwing of
dust in the air by the mob, the fury at the mention of the name' of
Stehpen and the Gentiles, spesk for an eyewitness. Eut Paul had over=-
estimated the indulgence of the Jews, when he brought in these things.
Paul's Speech before Felix =t Caesarea. Acts 24,10-21.

Occasion: Paul was in prison in Caesarea. After the trouble in Jer=-
usalem, a number of Jews had conspired to k:l.l],',‘i" 'Iaaarning of this from
Paul's nephew, by night the chief captain, Clsudias Lysiss, sent Baul
to Caesarea to be tried in the court of Felix, the governor. Arriﬁng
there, and learning the charge that was against Paul, Felix ordered
him placed in the judgment hall of Herod until the accusers of Faul
should come down. Five days later they appeared, armed with a_e:;;a:ln
orator' named Tertullus. Called before the governor, Tertullus first
pleaded the case of the Jews, accusing Pzul and Paul was then reqﬁé';!ted

to answer to the eharge. The following speech was h:‘l.s answer. 7'
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v.10-13: Respects to governor. The follyof the accusation, and the
refutation of it, the false testimony of the Jews against him.
v.14-17: He worships the same God which his accuser claim to wor-
ship and preaches the ressurrection of the dead.
V.18-21: The Jows should therefore have no fault to find with his
teachings and if they do they are finding fault with their own doetrine .
Observatj.ons: We note first Paul's clear'refutation of the accus_at:i.on
of the Jews. The Jews had no real case against him. The eircuxr:““:;ces
showed it. Felix knew it(v.22). Ve also gather from this that the

gist of Paul's teaching was concerning the res#urrectlbon. Again we

note how important a pert this plays in the teachings of the early

apostles. The source of L ke here was probably himself. He very

—m—

likely was present when Paul spoke tﬁese words. The answer of Paul
is complete. It is the short simple direct statement of the fe-;i:- ess
unwavering apostle to his civil superior. Other than this, little
need te said.

Paul's Speech to ¥ing Agrippa. Acts 26,2=29.

Qccasion: After Felix, Festus became governor, and three days after
his induction into office he went up to Jerusalem. At once the high
priest sought him out to persuade him against Paul. In trying to

lure him to Jerusalem, they wanted to kill him on the way. Bubt F-eg'tdus
was not so easy. Hé kept Paul in Caescrea, and informed the Jews that
they must bring their aceusatioﬂ against Paul there. This they did
sbout ten days later. On this occasion Festiis inquired of Paul {10
would be willing to go to Jerusalem. Paul snswered by a countei-dﬁat-
ment and made his apneal to Caesar. This ended the proceedin:s. Some
‘time later king Agrippa and his wife Bernice came t_g visit restus.
Festus put the case of Paul before Agripna. Agrippa was interested
and on the fihllowing day, before the royal assembly, Paul was b;'ftrght

ad
out to be given & hearing befare the king. Festus stated the faots end

Pas2
-azfaxzegad Vbefore Agr;ppg_%_@gﬂfglluﬁyg speech.,
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Analysis of the Speech:

V.2-3: Salutation. Respects to Agrippa. Agrippa's wisdom in' Judgment.
Ve4=7: Paul himself was formerly on of the strictest of the Pharisees,
and taught and did as they still did, having the hope of 1life to come.
v.8-11% Driven by his former unbdlief he had persecuted many Chrfsi:l"iwnhs.
v.12-18: The story of the conversion on the. way to Damascus.

V.19-23: Obedient to the command of Christ, he preache_d Christ and

his fruits to the Jews and the Gentiles, grezt and small, to all.
V.24-26: He answers Festus that he is not mad but spzaks only th-bﬁﬁth
.of God, which also Agrippa knows to be the truth.

Observations: The tone of the Speech reflocts the situation. The

vhole manner of speaking, the precision, the eloquence, the ca:;efull'
construction of thoughts bespeaks an unusual avdience. The vhole
speech 18 a nicely rounded unit, showing the fact th8 he is blame-
' less and that his commission is from God. Paul uses the argument ad
humanum. Tven kings :re not immune to 1t. We not“also the short
description of the facts of his conversion. - The detalls were not so
important as in the case with the Jews in Jerusalem. liainly the fect
that it was a divine conmand is stressed here. Agrippa would be int-
erested in the facts at hand, not the many preceeding details. The
diplomacy of Paul is carefully recorded by Luke. The fact that the
details of the conversion of Paul differy/ here from the-one in ch.22,
shows not only Paulx's knowledge but the care with wiich Iuke has put
down the records for us. ~—t shows the speeches are genuine. If they
were mere compositions by Luke, we would expect more corresvondence
of detall. ‘e not'‘also how Luke reflects Paul composure and ass?x;':r'ice
in his answer to Festus that he was mad. The outburts of Peter on
similar occusions, so ably put down by Iuke corresvond to what we
otherwise know of Peter. So here of Paul. These points are 1m50':71:=tant
in showing the reliability of Luke. Luke was undoubtedly an eye;mell-
cona:l.dering the conditions, we pro'bably have all the speeeh recordad.. d
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In addition to the speechss of Peter, Stephen and Paul, we find

in the book of Acts & number of smaller speeckes. In most cases these
speaches are:":f relatively gré*t importance, but for the sake of com=-
pleteness, we shall briefly consider them. The first of these we find:
The Speech of James at Jerusalem, Acts 15, 13-21.

The conference was in session in Jerusalem. The gquestions of the
Gentile circumcision was at hand. Peter, Paul and Barnabas had volced
their opinion, giving the facts of the happenings among the Gentiles.
Then James, in the ordinary manner of a conference glves his opinion.
He simply states that his opinion agrees with that of Peter, that the.
Bentiles should be admitted into the church of God and adds an addit-
ional pro;af from the 0.T. TILuke probably records all the words o Jauﬁles
here. The similarity of language between this specch and James' Epistle
is striking(liobertson, iayor). Luke inserts this very ordinary and
netural opinion of James, perhaps to show that the others were in nigz-ee-
ment with the opinicns of Peter and Paul. Paul was present and very
likely Luke was also present.(Cf,p.24, Sneech of Pete?l.

The circulsr letter, Acts 15,23-29, written as a result of the

decision of the conferance contains the resolution of-"'conference

in regard[to the matter of circumcision and Gentile admittance into the
church. Just when this conference took plice and this letter was sent
has been the source of much discussion and divided opinions among
critiecs, of which it is not in line to discuss. The statements.of the
letter Yare clear. Thejiwere sent to all the churches. Luke could
easily obtain a.copy, and we have it here verbatim. It was probatly
. composed by James , following his suggestion and beéring a close re=-
semblance to his Epistle. '

A somewhat unusual arid. novel speech is found in Acts 19,36-40, the
speech of the towr;-clerk of Ephesus at the occasion of a mob riot in

vhich Gaius and Aristiasrchus, companions of Paul were being mobbed by

.
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by preaching sgeinst idols. The adf:-ess of the town-clerk was adroit.
It shows that he knew how to deal with a mob. I-‘irat he compliments

F the friends of the silversmiths whose business the apostles destroyed Yl
|

thier image, then having gotten their confidence, he bade them bewsre ‘
against meking rash accusations. The accused had really not spoken
againgt their Gods and the courts were a better pl-ce to settle all

grievances. The testimony of the clerk shows wisdom in Paul's preach-

l
!
i
ing, vhich was not a brusk asttack ontheir great idolatry. He intro- {
duced truth without controversy. Just as at Athens, the tact of Paul !
1s shown. He vroceeds from the known to the unknown, from the visible, |
- fo the invisible, from the temvtoral to the eternal. This speech is *‘
recorded in its entirety. Paul snd his coripcnions heard it. The%fenech
mst hove made an impression on them, since he-could so qiickly dis-
pelf such a mob. From them ILuite could get the speech.
. (Acts'ﬂglg’;glllggr)ling spezches we will more briefly consider. The letter
of Clsudias Lysizs to the governor Felix was a public document. Luke
could have gotten hold of it. Lspecially when it wa learned that Paul
was a Roman citizen, greater privileges were accorded him. Also the
short spezch of Tertulilus, Acts 24,2-8, was made in public. Luke pro-
bably hesrd it. It embodies the accusations against Paul, framed in
the wopds of a hired lawyer, who was the plaintiff in the case of Paul
vs.Jews. Likewise the speech of Festus to Agrippa was in open court.
The public heard it. Luke could]hr-.ve heard it. The last short aﬁass
of .Paul, Acts 28,17-20, is merely a short recounting of how he was
made prisoner, and how he came to be in Home. Iuke w:s present with
Paul at the occesion. This speech offers no difficulty at all.

In all these last short sneeches, which zre more statements than
Speeches, we find the personal element; they are given as a part of

& conversation. Their formality is gone. ILuke gives us what he saw

and heard. Their histaricity and correctness can'not be doubted. |
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Conclusion to the Speeches of Paul.

Ve noﬁ/in' the speeches of Paul the abllity to fit himself to the
occision. He was able to strike a connection in whatever position he
found himself. The great truths of Scripture he could fit into a
form which was understodd by any class. In Athens he was an fAthenilan.
In Ephesus he was as an elderfd to the elders. Before Agrippa he was
the cool, logical defender of his position. And in reproducing this
effect, to really give us the situation, Luke is scrupulously cereful.

From the speeches of Paul we see that all and every one. of the
great truths of God were oroclaimed. While in his speeches we do not
f:l.'nd every detailed doctrine set forth, in the few that we have we
find so much of the complete Eibiiecal truth, that we can be sure that
Paul neglected no nart. . Especially the teaching of Christ crucified
for all the world, and the doctrine of the resurrection sre emphasized
by him, as ought to be done b:r every preacher of the gospel. Froﬁ&‘:\fbh

speeches as those in Athens, and before Agrippa we learn that true

Christianity doss not militate against either learning, logic, eloiﬁrﬁ!;,
or philosophy. iie find therein the educsted scholar, the Christian
orator, the sincere apologist.

The part that Imke plays is best given by a statement of Ramsay:

St.Paul, the Traveller and the Roman Citizen,p.l4:If luke wrote Acts,
his narrative must agree in a striking and convineing way with Paul's:
they must confirm, explain snd complete one another. This is not a
case of two commonplsce, imperfectly educsted, and not vsr observant
witnesses who give divergent accounts of certaln incidents which they
say’without paving much nttention to them. i/e have here two men of
high education, one writing a formal history, the other speaking under
every obligation of honor and conscience to be carefulvhls words; the
subjects they sveak of were of the most overpowering interest to both;
theéir points of view must be very simil r, for they were personal ‘
friends 'nd the one w:s the teacher of the other, and anturally h% .
moulded to some extent his mind during long compssionship. If ever ere |
was a case in which 'striking agreement was demanded by historical ‘
eriticism retween two classes of documents, it is between the writings
of Paul and Tuke." Suffice it to say here that the speeches of Paul «

In scts shows usl'ahat ‘ulke mrets every requirement, that as a historian |

he is not to be placed into guestion.




F;-' 45. ' T SR P

Conclusion: Ljttle noed be ndded to what has “een said in the con-
clusions to the spseches of Peter and Paul. Dut one point let me
emphasize, that the full revealed truth of God was complete-and
conscious in the apostles. DBy this I mean that Christianity is not
a progressive religion, that the theories advanced by the so-called
'Religionsgesehic‘hﬁé' sre untanables The fact that the speeches in
the icts contain the zrest depth of doctrine speak against the idea
that Luke has given us a second century idea of-advanced Judsism,
which was then enlled vhritianity. In this coniection we read in

Fisher: Beginnings of Christianity:" 4ll these developments, whether

of thought =and belief, of worship and devotion, of Christien politics
or morals, as far na they are sound or wholesome, are due to thne g_e:‘a us
of Christisnity. Iere is ab once their sourcs, and the touchstone of
their chor-cter....we must hold that the whole devosit of revealed
truth wos with Christ and the apostles, and is contained in their
teachings. So f»r ns the development is normal, it springs out of the
primitive seed. 'hat we behold results from a clesrer undarstanding,

8 more vivid ap recisztion of the truth forth in the ii.T. To the sum
end substance of this truth nothing has been added.”

The ??eeches in fActs ~re the heart of which the rest of the bot;k
is the body. It is the speeches which are the rain fector in changing
the historical narrativelinto a rsligiosus~historicel narrative. They
bring the parsbnal element into the hook. The'y are the expression of :

l

Holy Spirit, and they help to give us an insight in to the lives, the\

Christian minds and he:rts under the guidance :nd influence of the

."
workings and the ambitions of the apostles as nothing else could. lie

are sincerely grateful that they have been preserved for us.




o il
{';s

Ty e e e e -

a7/

Biﬁliography:

. Eadie: Paul the Preacher. .

Fisher: Beginnings of Ghristianitgola

Jones,iiaurice: The Expositor, vol.l3.

Iﬂath;s: Witness of St? Paul te Cnrist. (Boyle Lectures, 1869)
ladden: Problems of the Hew Testament.

HeGiffert: The Apnostolic Age.

Hoffatt: Introduction to the liew Testamgﬁt. o

Ramsay: St. Paul, the Traveller and the “oman Citizen.

Ramsay: Cities of St. Poul.

Ramsay: The Exnositor, vol. 7.

Schaff, Philip: Bpostolic Ciristisnity. r
Robertson: Luke the fistorian in the L%ght of Recent Research.
Torrey: Comnosition and Date of Acts. (1916).

Taylor: Peter the Apostle.

Taylor: Paul the liissionary.

Weber: History of Fhilosophy.

Welzsaecker: The ipostolic Age.

Text Looks:

English Bible.

Greck H.T.(iestle).

Expositor Greek Tesbament.
Alford Greeck ilew Testament.
Thayer: Lexicon of 1i.T. Greok.




	Speeches in the Book of Acts
	Recommended Citation

	tmp.1633017604.pdf.EQ0GC

