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Session 1: Introduction to the Acts of the Apostles 

Readings: Carson and Moo, Introduction, 285-330 | Peterson, Acts, 1-97. 

I. Technical information: 
A. Name of the book: 

1. Inconsistency in the book’s name: 
a. Early Christian writers refer to this book using different names. 
b. Perhaps the book was originally circulated with the Gospel of Luke 

without its own title. 
c. The need to give a title to Luke’s second volume arose when the Gospels 

were grouped together. 
2. Some names given to the book by early writers: 

a. The Memorandum of Luke (Tertullian). 
b. The Acts of All the Apostles (Muratorian). 
c. The Acts of the Apostles (Anti-Marcionite; Irenaeus). 

B. Authorship: 
1. Traditional case for Luke: 

a. Same author as the Gospel of Luke (Luke 1:1-4). 
b. “We” passages: 

i. 2nd missionary journey: From Troas to Philippi (Acts 16:8-10). 
ii. 3rd missionary journey: From Philippi to Miletus (20:5-15). 
iii. From Miletus to Jerusalem (21:1-18). 
iv. From Jerusalem to Rome (27:1-28:16). 

c. Paul’s potential travel companion to Rome: 
i. Letters Paul possibly wrote from Rome: Colossians, Philemon, 

Ephesians, and Philippians (?). 
ii. Names mentioned in these letters: Mark, Jesus Justus, Epaphras, 

Demas, Luke, Tychicus, Timothy, Aristarchus, and Epaphroditus. 
iii. Candidates ruled out due to their names being mentioned in Acts 

(the author would have said “I” given that he was willing to say 
“we”): Mark, Timothy, Aristarchus, and Tychicus. 

iv. Names disqualified: Epaphroditus and Demas (?). 
v. Remaining candidates: Jesus Justus, Epaphras, and Luke. 

d. External evidence supports Luke as the author. 
2. The case against tradition: 

a. Traditions are sometimes unreliable and often fanciful. 
b. “We” passages: 
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i. “We” may be due to the author’s incorporation of third-party 
sources. 

ii. “We” may be stylistic rather than factual – the author could be using 
an ancient rhetorical method to create a sense of adventure. 

c. Paul of Acts versus Paul of the epistles: 
i. Acts mention that Paul made five trips to Jerusalem (9:26; 11:27-30; 

chap. 15; 18:22; 21:17) but Paul mentions only three such trips (Gal. 
1:18; 2:1; Rom. 15:24). 

ii. The Paul of Acts uses natural theology positively (Acts 17) but the 
Paul of the epistles is skeptical of natural theology (Rom. 1). 

iii. The Paul of Acts is loyal to Judaism (15:22-35; 16:3; 21:17-26) but the 
Paul of the epistles is contra-Judaism (1 Cor. 8-10; Col. 2; Gal. 5:2-4; 
Phil. 3:5-8). 

iv. Contrary to the epistles, Paul’s preaching in Acts lacks eschatological 
focus; also Paul of Acts focuses on church structure (e.g., 14:23) but 
the Paul of epistles emphasises Spirit-leadership (1 Cor. 12). 

C. Date of writing: 
1. Events in Acts end in 62 CE. 
2. The case for a date between 115-130 CE (F. C. Baur; Tübingen School): 

a. Possible dependency of Acts on Josephus’ Antiquities (c. 94 CE). 
b. Hegelian dialectics between Petrine Jewish Christianity versus Pauline 

Gentile Christianity resulted in “Early Catholicism” of the second century, 
as synthesised in Acts where Peter was portrayed as pro-gentile while 
Paul was portrayed as pro-Jewish. 

3. The case for a date between 80-95 CE (majority view): 
a. Many scholars date the Gospel of Luke after 70 CE. 
b. Optimistic attitude toward the Roman government inconceivable after 

Domitian persecution in the mid-90s (what about Neronian persecution 
in 64-65 CE?). 

4. The case for a date before 70 CE (minority view): 
a. The abrupt ending of Acts 28 – what happened to Paul’s judicial 

proceedings? 
b. What about the destruction of the Temple in 70 CE? 
c. Acts make no reference to Paul’s letters and Neronian persecution. 
d. Judaism is portrayed as religio licita (Jewish rebellion 66-70 CE). 
e. Vivid detail of the shipwreck voyage narrative (27:1-28:16). 
f. Counterpoints: 

i. What if Paul reaching Rome was Luke’s intended climax? 
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ii. What if Theophilus was up-to-date with post-Rome events? 
iii. “Two whole years” (28:30) indicates that Luke was writing after 

those two years. 
D. Genre: 

1. Second-century authors identify this volume as “Acts:” ancient historians used 
the word “acts” to describe the narratives in which they recounted the heroic 
deeds of individuals or cities (e.g., Polybius, 1.1.1; Diodorus Siculus, 1.1.1). 

2. Most scholars would categorise Acts as “historical monograph.” 
3. Talbert: “succession narrative.” 
4. Pervo: “historical novel.” 

E. Events timeline (Approx.): 
1. 30 CE – Jesus’ ascension and Pentecost 
2. 30-34 CE – Church in Jerusalem 
3. 34 CE – Stephen’s martyrdom 
4. 35 CE – Paul on the road to Damascus 
5. 43 CE – Church in Antioch 
6. 44-46 CE – Paul’s first missionary journey 
7. 48/9 CE – Council of Jerusalem 
8. 49-52 CE – Paul’s second missionary journey 
9. 49 CE – Edict of Claudius (18:2) 

10. 51 CE – Gallio became proconsul of Achaia (18:12-17) 
11. 53-57 CE – Paul’s third missionary journey 
12. 57-59 CE – Paul in Jerusalem 
13. 60-62 CE – Paul under house arrest in Rome 

F. Literary structure: 
1. Acts 1-12 – Peter: Jerusalem, Judea, and Samaria: 

a. Jerusalem: “And the word of God continued to increase, and the number 
of the disciples multiplied greatly in Jerusalem, and a great many of the 
priests became obedient to the faith” (6:7). 

b. Judea and Samaria: “So the church throughout all Judea and Galilee and 
Samaria had peace and was being built up. And walking in the fear of the 
Lord and in the comfort of the Holy Spirit, it multiplied” (9:31). 

c. Cornelius (Gentile God-fearer) and conclusion: “But the word of God 
increased and multiplied” (12:24). 

2. Acts 13-28 – Paul: From Antioch to Rome: 
a. 1st missionary journey and Jerusalem Council: “So the churches were 

strengthened in the faith, and they increased in numbers daily” (16:5). 
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b. 2nd and 3rd missionary journeys: “So the word of the Lord continued to 
increase and prevail mightily” (19:20). 

c. Return to Jerusalem and on to Rome: “Paul lived there two whole years… 
proclaiming the kingdom of God and teaching about the Lord Jesus Christ 
with all boldness and without hindrance” (28:31). 

 
II. An outline of the Acts of the Apostles: 

A. The book’s plan: “But you will receive power when the Holy Spirit has come upon you, 
and you will be my witnesses in Jerusalem and in all Judea and Samaria, and to the 
end of the earth” (1:8). 

B. Prologue: Foundations for the church and its mission (1:1-2:41). 
C. The church in Jerusalem (2:42-6:7). 
D. Wider horizons for the church: Stephen, Samaria, and Saul (6:8-9:31). 
E. Peter and the first Gentile convert (9:32-12:24). 
F. Paul turns to the Gentiles (12:25-16:5). 
G. Further penetration into the Gentile world (16:6-19:20). 
H. On to Rome (19:21-28:31). 

 
III. Theological themes: 

A. Re-theologising in light of delayed parousia (Conzelmann)? 
B. The working out of God’s plan (divine necessity – 1:16, 21; 3:12; etc.; fulfillment of 

scripture – 1:20; 2:16-21; etc.): 
1. Jesus’ crucifixion (2:23; 13:27). 
2. Inclusion of Gentiles in the people of God (e.g., 10:1-16; 13:47; 15:15-18). 

C. The presence of the future (2:16-17). 
D. Salvation (2:21, 47b; 4:12; 5:31; 13:23, 26; 28:28; etc). 
E. The word of God (6:7; 11:1; 12:24; 13:49; 19:20). 
F. The Holy Spirit (e.g., 2:28; 4:8, 31; 7:55; 13:9). 
G. The people of God – who are we? The Way? Christians? 

 
IV. Purpose of writing: 

A. Luke-Acts unity means that Luke 1:4 applies – to communicate the “certainty of the 
things you have been taught.” 

B. Conciliation:  
1. Tübingen School: To rewrite the history of the early church in hopes to 

conciliate the Jewish and Gentile factions in his second-century context? 
2. Conservatives: To show that Peter and Paul were in essential agreement over 

the basics of the faith? 
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C. Evangelism/Apologetics: 
1. Inclusion of a number of evangelistic speeches and miraculous accreditations. 
2. To create an apologetic for Christianity in the eyes of Romans (vice versa?)? 
3. Almost one-fourth (chaps. 22-28) of Acts devoted to Paul’s trials and defences 

– to prove that Christianity ought to be a religio licita? 
4. The book of Acts directed to Jewish Christians in Rome – thus apology for Paul? 

D. Theological Polemics: 
1. Contra-Gnosticism (Talbert)? 
2. Responding to delayed parousia (Conzemann)? 

E. Edification: 
1. To confirm the gospel to recent converts – e.g., Cornelius, Theophilus. 
2. The place of Christianity amidst Greco-Roman religious/philosophical options. 
3. To affirm the validity of Christianity’s claim to be God’s people. 


