Adult III –14 Apr 13 – Notes on Acts
Introduction - Acts
· Sequel to the Gospels, and the gateway to the doctrines of the Epistles. 
· A good question for one to ask when beginning the study of any book in the Bible is:

·  What difference would it make in our understanding of truth if the book were left out of the Canon of Scriptures?

· If the Book of Acts were gone, there would be nothing to replace it; the Christian Scriptures would then lie before us in two disjointed fragments; the complete arch would not be built.
1. We would not know who Paul was and on what authority he was writing the epistles.
2. We would be largely ignorant about the Person and the ministry of the Holy Spirit.

3. Acts gives us a blueprint of the practical application of the great commission.

4. Acts demonstrates that the Gospel has its roots in Judaism but is quite distinct from it.

5. The preaching of the Apostles centers upon the resurrection of Jesus Christ as the core of the Gospel message.
6. God allows persecution and opposition against the Gospel. 
· Acts 14:22b “We must go through much tribulation to enter the kingdom of God.”
· 2 Timothy 2:12  If we suffer, we shall also reign with him: if we deny him, he also will deny us:
· 2 Timothy 3:12  Yea, and all that will live godly in Christ Jesus shall suffer persecution.

The author:
· The name Luke is the English translation of the Greek name Loukas, which is an abbreviation of the Latin Loukanos.
· Most of the biblical information comes from the apostle Paul who mentions Luke several times in his epistles. 
· Paul calls him: “Luke, the beloved physician.” (Col. 4:14) Luke was an educated man and with Paul until the end of the apostle’s life. 

· Shortly before his execution, Paul wrote to Timothy: “I am already being poured out like a drink offering, and the time has come for my departure… Only Luke is with me.”( 2 Tim. 4:6, 11) 

· Paul also mentions Luke in his letter to Philemon.( Philemon v24)

The Nelson’s Illustrated Bible Dictionary says this about Luke: “Luke apparently was a humble man, with no desire to sound his own horn. More than one-fourth of the New Testament comes from his pen, but not once does he mention himself by name. He had a greater command of the Greek language and was probably more broadminded and urbane than any New Testament writer. He was a careful historian, both by his own admission (Luke 1:1-4), and by the judgment of later history.”
The Title of the Book:
G. Campbell Morgan, in his commentary The Acts of the Apostles, states: “The title of the book is an

unfortunate one. To one taking up the book for the first time, that title, “The Acts of the Apostles,” would seem to suggest that in the book we should find a chronicle of all the doings of all the apostles. We know that this is not so. As a matter of fact the Greek title of the manuscript is “Acts of Apostles.” That is more indefinite, suggesting only that it records some acts of some apostles, which comes far nearer the truth. Some of the apostles are never named beyond their inclusion in the list given before the account of the Pentecostal effusion. Further, not all the acts of any one apostle are recorded.
Campbell Morgan suggests this as a title: “The book of the continued doing and teaching of the living Christ by the Holy Spirit through His Body which is the Church.”
The History of the Book:
· There was a time when many scholars thought that Acts was sort of a romance novel of the early church, written at least 100 years after the events supposedly happened.  But William Ramsay, a noted archaeologist and Bible scholar, proved that the historical record of Acts is remarkably accurate regarding the specific practices, laws and customs of the period it claims to record.  It is definitely the work of contemporary eyewitnesses.
· Sir William Mitchell Ramsay (15 March 1851, Glasgow –20 April 1939) was a Scottish archaeologist and New Testament scholar. By his death in 1939 he had become the foremost authority of his day on the history of Asia Minor and a leading scholar in the study of the New Testament.
· William Ramsay paid a lot of attention to the New Testament events, particularly the Book of Acts and Pauline Epistles. When he first went to Asia Minor, many of the cities mentioned in Acts had no known location and almost nothing was known of their detailed history or politics. The Acts of the Apostles was the only record and Ramsay was very skeptical. He fully expected his own research to prove the author of Acts hopelessly inaccurate since no man could possibly know the details of Asia Minor more than a hundred years after the event—that was, when Acts was then supposed to have been written. He therefore set out to put the writer of Acts on trial. He devoted his life to unearthing the ancient cities and documents of Asia Minor. After a lifetime of study, however, he concluded: 'Further study . . . showed that the book could bear the most minute scrutiny as an authority for the facts of the Aegean world, and that it was written with such judgment, skill, art and perception of truth as to be a model of historical statement' (The Bearing of Recent Discovery, p. 85). On page 89 of the same book, Ramsay accounted, 'I set out to look for truth on the borderland where Greece and Asia meet, and found it there [in Acts]. You may press the words of Luke in a degree beyond any other historian's and they stand the keenest scrutiny and the hardest treatment...' When Ramsay turned his attention to Paul's letters, most of which the critics dismissed as forgeries, he concluded that all thirteen New Testament letters that claimed to have been written by Paul were really his.
· In the mid-1960's, A.N. Sherwin-White, an expert in Graeco-Roman history from Oxford, wrote about Acts: "The historical framework is exact.  In terms of time and place the details are precise and correct . . . As documents these narratives belong to the same historical series as the record of provincial and imperial trials in epigraphical and literary sources of the first and early second centuries AD . . . For Acts the confirmation of historicity is overwhelming . . . Any attempt to reject its basic historicity even in matters of detail must now appear absurd.  Roman historians have long taken it for granted."
The Application of the Book:
· Often misused:  experiences of Apostles taught as if they are doctrine

· Cast lots to select a spiritual leader -> use discernment

· Shared all things communally -> be good stewards

· Absence of musical instruments

· Receive the Holy Spirit with Tongues -> everyone who receives Christ receives the Spirit

Who Was Theophilus?
Theophilos - means friend of God or (be)loved by God or loving God in the Greek language.

· Coptic view - was a Jew of Alexandria
· Roman Official - Others say that Theophilus was likely a Roman official of some sort, because Luke referred to him as "most excellent" (Luke 1:3). 
· Honorary Title -  tradition maintains that Theophilus was not a person. The word in Greek means "Friend of God" and thus both Luke and Acts were addressed to anyone who fits that description. 

· Jewish priest – 

· Theophilus ben Ananus, High Priest of the Temple in Jerusalem from 37-41 In this tradition Theophilus would have been both a kohen and a Sadducee. That would make him the son of Annas and brother-in-law of Caiaphas, raised in the Jewish Temple. 

· Theophilus as a later high priest: Mattathias ben Theophilus who served from 65-66. 

· Titus Flavius Sabinus - a converted Roman official, a former Prefect of Rome and older brother of a future Roman Emperor, owing to the honorific, "most excellent" (Luke 1:3)
· Another theory is that Luke was Sabinus' slave and Luke cured him of an illness. In return Sabinus set Luke free and he travels with Paul to Antioch dedicating the book of Acts to Sabinus.

· A lawyerSome believe that Theophilus could have been Paul's lawyer during his trial period in Rome.
