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point in my life. Then for the first time, under the tuition
of Professor Turovor BEXFEY, I came into close relations
with a great scholar of the modern type, and gained some
insight into modern methods of literary investigation; and
my thoughts have ever since turned towards the border lands
between European and Asiatic civilisation.  That wvisit,
like many other things, I owe to you ; and now I send you the
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I remain always, your affectionate nephew,

WILLIAM MITCHELL RAMSAY.

King's College, Aberdeen,
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PREFACE.

WueN | was honoured by the invitation of Auburn
Theological Seminary, I referred the matter to my
friends, Dr. Fairbairn and Dr. Sanday, who knew
what were my circumstances and other duties. On
their advice the invitation was accepted; and it
included the condition that the lectures must be
published. In revising the printed sheets I have
felt strongly the imperfections of the exposition; but
I can feel no doubt about the facts themselves, which
seem to stand out so clear and distinct, that one
has only to look and write. Hence I have not with-
drawn from any of the positions maintained in my
Church in the Roman Empive before 170 (apart
from incidental imperfections). The present work
is founded on the results for which evidence is there
accumulated ; but, in place of its neutral tone, a

definite theory about the composition of Acts is
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here maintained (see p. 383 f.). Many references
were made, at first, to pages of that work, and of
my Cities and Bishoprics of Phrygia (1895), where
views here assumed were explained and defended ;
but they had an egotistic appearance, and, on the
advice of a valued friend, have been cut out from
the proof-sheets.

[ use in Acts the canons of interpretation which
[ have learned from many teachers (beyond all
others from Mommsen) to apply to history; and
[ have looked at Paul and Luke as men among
men. My aim has been to state the facts of Paul’s
life simply, avoiding argument and controversy so
far as was possible in a subject where every point
is controverted. [ have sometimes thought of a
supplementary volume of ZElucidations of Early
Christian History, in which reasons should be
stated more fully.!

[t is impossible. to find anything to say about
Acts that has not been said before by somebody.

L Articles in Zhe Expositor, Apr.-Aug., 1895 (part of my
Auburn material, excluded by the plan of this book) have that
object ; also two articles, Sept. and Oct.
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Doubtless almost everything 1 have to say might
be supported by some quotation. But if a history
of opinion about Acts had been desired, 1 should
not have been applied to. Where [ was conscious
of having learned any special point from any special
scholar I have mentioned his name ; but, that, of
course, does not exhaust half my debt. The inter-
pretation of one of the great ancient authors is a
long slow growth; one is not conscious where he
learned most of his ideas; and, if he were, their
genesis i1s a matter of no interest or value to others.
Not merely the writers quoted, but also Schiirer,
Meyer-Wendt, Zockler, Holtzmann, Clemen, Spitta,
Zeller, Everett, Paley, Page, and many others,
have taught me; and I thankfully acknowledge
my debt. But specially Lightfoot, Lewin's Fastz
Sacrz, and the two greatest editors of Ac/s, Wetstein
and Blass, have been constant companions.
Discussions with my wife, and with my friends,
Professor W. P. Paterson, Rev. A. F. Findlay, and,
above all, Prof. Rendel Harris, have cleared my
ideas on many points, beyond what can be distinctly

specified. The book has been greatly improved
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by criticisms from Prof. Rendel Harris, and by
many notes and suggestions from Rev. A. C.
Headlam (who has not suffered a friendship, begun
on the mountains of Isauria and the wide plains
of Lycaonia and Cappadocia, to languish now
that he ‘“doth inherit the vasty halls of 7 All Souls).
Mr. A. Souter, Caius College, Cambridge, has
aided me in many ways, and especially by
compiling the index of passages quoted. But
it would be vain to try to enumerate all my
obligations to many {riends.

I wish to mention two facts about the genesis of
my studies in this subject: (1) Dr. Fairbairn pro-
posed to me the subject of ““ St. Paul as a Citizen”
long ago; and 1 long shrank from it as too
great and too difficult; (2) Dr. Robertson Nicoll
(mindful of early acquaintance in Aberdeen) urged
me in 1884 to write, and gave me no peace, until |
published a first article in Z4e Expositor, Oct.,
1888.

An apology is due for the variations, often
harsh, from the familiar translation of Acts,; but a

little insertion or change often saved a paragraph.



Preface. X1

Lectures which I had the honour to give before
Harvard University, Johns Hopkins University
(the Levering Lectures), and Union Seminary, New

York, are worked up in this volume.

KiNG's COLLEGE,
ABERDEEN, 237d Seplember, 1895.
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ST. PAUL.

CHAPTER L.
THE ACTS OF THE APOSTLES.

. TRUSTWORTHINESS. The aim of our work is to
treat its subject as a department of history and of litera-
ture. Christianity was not merely a religion, but also
a system of life and action ; and its introduction by
Paul amid the society of the Roman Empire produced
changes of momentous consequence, which the historian
must study. What does the student of Roman history
find in the subject of our investigation? How would an
observaut, educated, and unprejudiced citizen of the
Roman Empire have regarded that new social force, that
new philosophical system, if he had studied it with the
eyes and the temper of a nineteenth century investigator?

As a preliminary the historian of Rome must make up his
mind about the trustworthiness of the authorities. Those
which we shall use are: (1) a work of history commonly
entitled the Acts of the Aposties (the title does not originate
from the author), (2) certain Epistles purporting to be
written by Paul. Of the latter we make only slight and
incidental use ; and probably even those who dispute their
authenticity would admit that the facts we use are trust-
worthy, as being the settled belief of the Church at a very
early period. It is, therefore, unnecessary to touch on the
authenticity of the Epistles; but the question as to the date

the composition, and the author of the Acts must be
’ 1



2 The Acts of the Apostles. CHar. I

discussed. If the main position of this book is.
admitted, it will furnish a secure basis for the Epistles
to rest on.

Works that proless to be historical are of various kinds
and trustworthy in varying degrees. (1) There is the
historical romance, which in a framework of history inter-
weaves an invented tale. Some of the Apocryphal tales of
the Apostles are of this class, springing apparently from a
desire to provide Christian substitutes for the popular
romances of the period. (2) There is the legend, in which
popular fancy, working for generations, has surrounded a
real person and real events with such a mass of extraneous
matter that the historical kernel is hardly discernible.
Certain of the Apocryphal tales of the Apostles may belong
to this class, and many of the AcZz of martyrs and saints
certainly do. (3) There is the history of the second or
third rate, in which the writer, either using good authori-
ties carelessly and without judgment, or not possessing
sufficiently detailed and correct authorities, gives a
narrative of past events which is to a certain degree
trustworthy, but contains errors in facts and in the
grouping and proportions, and tinges the narrative of the
past with the colour of his own time. In using works of
this class the modern student has to exercise his historical
tact, comparing the narrative with any other evidence that
can be obtained from any source, and judging whether the
action attributed to individuals is compatible with the
possibilities of human nature. (4) There is, finally, the
historical work of the highest order, in which a writer
commands excellent means of knowledge either through
personal acquaintance or through access to original
authorities, and brings to the treatment of his subject
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genius, literary skill, and sympathetic historical insight into
human character and the movement of events. Such an
author seizes the critical events, concentrates the reader’s
attention on them by giving them fuller treatment, touches
more lightly and briefly on the less important events,
omits entirely a mass of unimportant details, and makes
his work an artistic and idealised picture of the progressive
tendency of the period.

Great historians are the rarest of writers. By general
consent the typical example of the highest class of historians
is Thucydides, and it is doubtful whether any other writer
would be by general consent ranked along with him. But
all historians, from Thucydides downwards, must be
subjected to free criticism. The fire which consumes the
second-rate historian only leaves the real master brighter
and stronger and more evidently supreme. The keenest
criticism will do him the best service in the long run. But
the critic in his turn requires high qualities ; he must be
able to distinguish the true from the false ; he must be
candid and unbiassed and open-minded. There are many
critics who have at great length stated their preference of
the false before the true ; and it may safely be said that
there is no class of literary productions in our century in
which there is such an enormous preponderance of error
and bad judgment as in that of historical criticism. To
some of our critics Herodotus is the Father of History, to
others he is an inaccurate reproducer of uneducated gossip :
one writer at portentous length shows up the weakness of
Thucydides, another can see no fault in him.

But, while recognising the risk, and the probable con-
demnation that awaits the rash attempt, I will venture to
add one to the number of the critics, by stating in the
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following chapters reasons for placing the author of Acts
among the historians of the first rank.

The first and the essential quality of the great historian is
truth. What he says must be trustworthy. Now historical
truth implies not merely truth in each detail, but also truth
in the general effect, and that kind of truth cannot be
attained without selection, grouping, and idealisation.

So far sas one may judge from books, the opinion of
scholars seems to have, on the whole, settled down to the
conclusion that the author of Acts belongs either to the
second- or the third-rate historians. Among those who
assign him to the third rate we may rank all those who
consider that the author clipped up older documents and
patched together the fragments in a more or less intelligent
way, making a certain number of errors in the process.
Theories of this kind are quite compatible with assigning
a high degree of trustworthiness to many statements in
the book; but this trustworthiness belongs not to the
author of the work, but to the older documents which
he glued together. Such theories usually assign varying
degrees of accuracy to the different older documents : all
statements which suit the critic’s own views on early Church
history are taken from an original document of the highest
character ; those which he likes less belong to a less
trustworthy document; and those which are absolutely
inconsistent with his views are the work of the ignorant
botcher who constructed the book.  But this way of judging,
common as it is, assumes the truth of the gritic"s own
theory, and decides on the authenticity of ancient
documents according to their agreement with that theory ;
and the strangest part of this medley of uncritical method
is that other writers, who dispute the first critic’s theory of
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early Church history, yet attach some value to his opinion
upon the spuriousness of documents which he has con-
demned solely on the ground that they disagree with his
theory.

The most important group among those who assign the
author to the second rank of historians, consists of them
that accept his facts as true, although his selection of what
he should say and what he should omit seems to them
strangely capricious. They recognise many of the signs
of extraordinary accuracy in his statements; and these
signs are so numerous that they feel bound to infer that
the facts as a whole are stated with great accuracy by a
personal friend of St. Paul. But when they compare the
Acts with such documents as the Epistles of Paul, and
when they study the history as a whole, they are strongly
impressed with the inequalities of treatment, and the
unexpected and puzzling gaps; events of great import-
ance see mto be dismissed in a brief and unsatisfactory
way ; and, sometimes, when one of the actors (such as
Paul) has left an account of an event described in Acts,
they find difficulty in recognising the two accounts as
descriptions of the same event. Bishop Lightfoot’s com-
parison of Gal. 11 1-10 with Acts XV may be quoted as
a single specimen out of many: the elaborate process
whereby he explains away the seeming discrepancies
_would alone be sufficient, if it were right, to prove that
Acts was a second-rate work of history. We never feel
on firm historical ground, when discrepancies are clevérly
explained away : we need agreements to stand upon.
Witnesses in a law court may give discrepant accounts
of the same event; but they are half-educated, confused,
unable to rise to historical truth. But when a historian
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is compared with the reminiscences of an able and
highly educated actor in the same scenes, and when the
comparison consists chiefly in a laboured proof that the
discrepancies do not amount to positive contradiction,
the conclusion is very near, that, if the reminiscences
are strictly honest, the historian’s picture is not of
the highest rank.

But there is a further difficulty. How does it come
that a writer, who shows himself distinctly second-rate
in his historical perception of the comparative import-
ance of events, is able to attain such remarkable -accuracy
in describing many of them? The power of accurate
description implies in itself a power of reconstructing the
past, which involves the most delicate selection and group-
ing of details according to their truth and reality, ze.,
according to their comparative importance. Acts, as Light-
foot pictures it, is to me an inconceivable phenomenon ;
such a mixture of strength and weakness, of historical
insight and historical incapacity, would be unique and
incredible. If the choice for an intelligible theory of
Acts lay between Lightfoot's view and that which is
presented in different forms by Clemen, Spitta, and
other scholars, I could only adopt the same point of
view as these critics. Lightfoot, with all his genius, has
here led English scholarship into a cx#/ de sac: we can
make no progress, unless we retrace our steps and try a
new path. But my belief is, that all the difficulties in
which Lightfoot was involved spring from the attempt to
identify the wrong events. In this attempt ke naturally
found discrepancies ; but by a liberal allowance of gaps in
the narrative of Acss, and the supposition of different
points of view and of deficient information on Luke’s
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part, it was possible to show why the eye-witness
saw one set of incidents, while Acss described quite a
different set.

The historian who is to give a brief history of a great
period need not reproduce on a reduced uniform scale
all the facts which he would mention in a long history,
like a picture reduced by a photographic process. If
a brief history is to be a work of true art, it must omit
a great deal, and concentrate the reader’s attention on
a certain number of critical points in the development
of events, elaborating these sufficiently to present them
in life-like and clearly intelligible form. True historical
genius lies in selecting the great crises, the great agents,
and the great movements, in making these clear to the
reader in their real nature, in passing over with the
lightest and slightest touch numerous events and many
persons, but always keeping clear before the reader the
plan of composition. The historian may dismiss
years with a word, and devote considerable space to a
single incident. In such a work, the omission of an
event does not constitute a gap, but is merely a proof
that the event had not sufficient importance to enter
into the plan. A gap is some omission that offends our
reason and our sense of harmony and propriety ; and
where something is omitted that bears on the author’s
plan, or where the plan as conceived by the author does
not correspond to the march of events, but only to some
fanciful and subjective view, there the work falls short of
the level of history.

I may fairly claim to have entered on this investigation
without any prejudice in favour of the conclusion which
[ shall now attempt to justify to the reader. On the con-
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trary, I began with a mind unfavourable to it, for the
ingenuity and apparent completeness of the Tiibingen
theory had at one time quite convinced me. It did not lie
then in my line of life to investigate the subject minutely;
but more recently I found myself often brought in contact
with the book of Ac#s as an authority for the topography,
antiquities, and society of Asia Minor. It was gradually
borne in upon me that in various details the narrative
showed marvellous truth. In fact, beginning with the
fixed idea that the work was essentially a second-century
composition, and never relying on its evidence as trust-
worthy for first-century conditions, 1  gradually came to
find it a useful ally in some obscure and difficult investiga-
tions. But there remained still one serious objection to
accepting it as entirely a first-century work. According
to the almost universally accepted view, this history led
Paul along a path and through surroundings which seemed
to me historically and topographically self-contradictory.
It was not possible to bring Paul’'s work in Asia Minor
into accordance with the facts of history on the supposition
that an important part of that work was devoted to a
district in the northern part of the peninsula, called
Galatia. It may appear at first sight a mere topographi-
cal subtlety whether Paul travelled through North Galatia
or through Lycaonia ; but, when you consider that any
details given of his joufneys must be false to the one side
just in proportion as they are true to the other, you will
perceive that, if you try to apply the narrative to the
wrong side of the country, it will not suit the scene, and if
it does not suit, then it must appear to be written by a
person ignorant of what he pretends to know. The case
might be illustrated from our own experience. Suppose
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that an unknown person came to Auburn from New
York, and you wished to find out whether he was an
impostor or not. In our country we are exposed to
frequent attempts at imposition, which can often be
detected by a few questions ; and you would probably ask.
him about his experiences on his journey from New York
to Auburn. Now suppose you had been informed that he
had come not along the direct road, but by a long detour
through Boston, Montreal, and Toronto, and had thus ar-
rived at Auburn; and suppose that you by questioning
elicited from him various facts which suited only a route
through Schenectady and Utica, you would condemn the
man as an impostor, because he did not know the road
which he pretended to have travelled. But suppose further
that it was pointed out by some third party that this
stranger had really travelled along the direct road, and
that you had been misinformed when you supposed him to
have come by the round-about way, your opinion as to
the stranger’s truthfulness would be instantly affected.
Precisely similar is the case of Acts as a record of travel ;
generations and centuries have been attempting to apply
it to the wrong countries. [ must speak on this point
confidently and uncompromisingly, for the facts stand out
so clear and bold and simple that to affect to hesitate or
to profess any doubt as to one’s judgment would be a
betrayal of truth.

[ know the difficulties of this attempt to understand
rightly a book so difficult, so familiar, and so much mis-
understood as Acss. It is probable that I have missed the
right turn or not grasped the full meaning in some cases.
[ am well aware that I leave some difficulties unexplained,
sometimes from inability, sometimes from mere omission.



10 The Acts of the Apostles. CHar. L

But I am sustained by the firm belief that I am on the
right path, and by the hope that enough of difficulties
have been cleared away to justify a dispassionate historical
criticism in placing this great writer on the high pedestal
that belongs to him.

2. DEVELOPMENT OF MODERN CRITICISM ON
4cTs. With regard to the trustworthiness of Acss as a
record of events, a change is perceptible in the tendency of
recent criticism. Setting aside various exceptional cases,
and also leaving out of sight the strictly “orthodox” view,
which accepts Acts as truth without seeking to compare or
to criticise (a view which in its simplicity and completeness
needs neither defence nor examination), we may say that
for a time the general drift of criticism was to conceive the
book as a work composed in the second century with the
intention of so representiné (or rather misrepresenting) the
facts as to suit the writer’'s opinion about the Church ques-
tions of his own time. All theories of this class imply
that the atmosphere and surroundings of the work are of
the second-century type; and such theories have to be
founded on a proof that the details are represented in an
inaccurate way and coloured by second-century ideas. The
efforts of that earlier school of critics were directed to give
the required proof; and in the attempt they displayed a
misapprehension of the real character of ancient life and
Roman history which is often astonishing, and which has
been decisively disproved in the progress of Roman
historical investigation. All such theories belong to the
pre-Mommsenian epoch of Roman history : they are now
impossible for a rational and educated critic; and they
hardly survive except in popular magazines and novels of
the semi-religious order,
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But while one is occasionally tempted to judge harshly
the assumption of knowledge made by the older critics
where knowledge was at the time difficult or impossible, it
is only fair also to emphatically acknowledge the debt
we owe them for practising in a fearless and independent
spirit the right and much-needed task of investigating
the nature and origin of the book.

Warned by the failure of the older theories, many recent
critics take the line that Acss consists of various first-
century scraps put together in the book as we have it by a
second-century Redactor. The obvious signs of vivid
accuracy in many of the details oblige these critics to
assume that the Redactor incorporated the older scraps
with no change except such as results from different sur-
roundings and occasional wrong collocation. Some hold
that the Redactor made considerable additions in order to
make a proper setting for the older scraps. Others reduce
the Redactor’s action to a minimum ; Spitta is the most
remarkable example of this class. In the latter form the
Redaction-theory is the diametrical opposite of the old
tendency theories; the latter supposed that the second-
century author coloured the whole narrative and put his
own views into every paragraph, while, according to Spitta,
the Redactor added nothing of consequence to his first-
century materials except some blunders of arrangement.
The older theories were founded on the proof of a uni-
formity of later style and purpose throughout the book ;
the later theories depend on the proof of differences of
style between the different parts. The old critics were
impressed by the literary skill of the author, while the later
critics can see no literary power or activity in him. Any
argument in favour of the one class of theories tells
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against the other; and, if we admit (as I think we must
admit), that each view is founded on a correct but one-
sided perception of certain qualities in this remarkable
book, we may fairly say that each disproves the other.

Certain theorists, and especially Clemen in his extra-
ordinarily ingenious and bold work Chronologie der Paulin-
zschen Briefe, see clearly that such a bald scissors-and-paste
theory as Spitta’s is quite inadequate to explain the many-
sided character of this history. Dr. Clemen supposes that
three older documents, a history of the Hellenistic Jews,
a history of Peter, and a history of Paul, were worked into
one work by a Judaist Redactor, who inserted many
little touches and even passages of considerable length to
give a tone favourable to the Judaising type of Christianity ;
and that this completed book was again worked over by
an anti-Judaist Redactor 1I, who inserted other parts to
give a tone unfavourable to the Judaising type of Chris-
tianity, but left the Judaistic insertions. Finally, a
Redactor 111 of neutral tone incorporated a new document
(VI 1-6), and gave the whole its present form by a
number of small touches.

When a theory becomes so complicated as Clemen’s,
the humble scholar who has been trained only in philo-
logical and historical method finds himself unable to keep
pace, and toils in vain behind this daring flight. We shall
not at present stop to argue from examples in ancient and
modern literature, that a dissection of this elaborate kind
cannot be carried out. Style is seen in the whole rather
than in single sentences, still less in parts of sentences ; and
a partition between six authors, clause by clause, sentence
by sentence, paragraph by paragraph, of a work that
seemed even to bold and revolutionary critics like Zeller
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and Baur in Germany and Renan in France to be a model
of unity and individuality in style, is simply impossible.
Moreover, the plan of this study is not to argue against
other theories, but to set forth a plain and simple interpre-
tation of the text, and appeal to the recognised principle of
criticism that, where a simple theory of origin can be shown
to hold together properly, complicated theories must give
way to it.

One feature in Dr. Clemen’s theory shows true insight.
No simple theory of gluing together can exhaust the varied
character of the Acts - a very complex system of junctures
is needed to explain its many-sidedness. But Dr. Clemen
has not gone far enough. There is only one kind of cause
that is sufficiently complex to match the many-sided aspects
of the book, and that cause is the many-sided character of
a thoughtful and highly educated man.

Dr. Clemen seems to assume that every instance where
Paul adopts an attitude of conciliation towards the Jews is
added by a Judaistic Redactor, and every step in his grow-
ing estrangement from them is due to an anti-Judaistic
Redactor. He does not, I venture to think, allow due scope
to the possibility that an historian might record both classes
of incidents in the interests of truth. 1t is admitted that a
dislocation occurred in the early Church, and that the
contention between the Judaising and the Universalising
(to adopt a convenient designation) parties was keen for a
time. Itis naturalthatthe estrangement should be gradual ;
and the historian sets before us a gradual process. He
shows us Paul acting on the principle that the Jews had
the first claim (X111 46), and always attempting to conciliate
them ; but he also shows us that Paul did not struggle
against the facts, but turned his back on the Jews when
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they rejected him (as their whole history proves, even
without the evidence of Acts, that they were sure to do).

It is hard to find a sufficient foundation for Dr. Clemen’s
theory without the preliminary assumption that an early
Christian must necessarily be incapable of taking a broad
and unbiassed view of history as a whole. Grant that
assumption, and his theory is built up with marvellous
skill, patience and ingenuity.

3. WORKING HYPOTHESIS OF THE INVESTI-
GATION. OQur hypothesis is that Acss was written by a
great historian, a writer who set himself to record the facts
as they occurred, a strong partisan indeed, but raised above
partiality by his perfect confidence that he had only to
describe the facts as they occurred, in order to make the
truth of Christianity and the honour of Paul apparent. To
a Gentile Christian, as the author of Acts was, the refusal of
the Jews to listen to Paul, and their natural hatred of him
as untrue to their pride of birth, must appear due to pure
malignity ; and the growing estrangement must seem to
him the fault of the Jews alone. It is not my object to
assume or to prove that there was no prejudice in the mind
of Luke, no fault on the part of Paul ; but only to examine
whether the facts stated are trustworthy, and leave them to
speak for themselves (as the author does). I shall argue
that the book was composed by a personal friend and
disciple of Paul, and if this be once established there will
be no hesitation in accepting the primitive tradition that
Luke was the author.

We must face the facts boldly. If Luke wrote Acts,
his narrative wmeust agree in a striking and convincing
way with Paul's: they musz confirm, explain and com-
plete one another. This is not a case of two common-
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place, imperfectly educated, and not very observant
witnesses who give divergent accounts of certain incidents
which they saw without paying much attention to them.
We have here two men of high education, one writing a
formal history, the other speaking under every obligation
of honour and conscience to be careful in his words: the
subjects they speak of were of the most overpowering
interest to both: their points of view must be very
similar, for they were personal friends, and one was the
teacher of the other, and naturally had moulded to some
extent his mind during long companionship. If ever
there was a case in which striking agreement was
demanded by historical criticism between two classes
of documents, it is between the writings of Paul and of
Luke.

There is one subject in particular in which criticism
demands absolute agreement. The difference of position
and object between the two writers, one composing a
formal history, the other writing letters or making
speeches, may justifiably be invoked to account for some
difference in the selection of details. But in regard to
the influence of the Divine will on human affairs they
ought to agree. Both firmly believed that God often
guided the conduct of His Church by clear and open
revelation of His will; and we should be slow to believe
that one of them attributed to human volition what the
other believed to be ordered by direct manifestation of
God (p. 140). We shall try to prove that there is a
remarkable agreement between them in regard to the
actions which they attribute to direct revelation.

Further, we cannot admit readily that peculiarities
of Luke’s narrative are to be accounted for by want of
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information : in his case this explanation really amounts
to an accusation of culpable neglect of a historian’s
first duty, for full information was within Luke’s reach,
if he had taken the trouble to seek it. We shall find
no need of this supposition. Finally, it is hard to be-
lieve that Paul’s letters were unknown to Luke; he was
in Paul’'s company when some of them were written ; he
must have known about the rest, and could readily learn
their contents in the intimate intercommunication that
bound together the early Churches. We shall try to
show that Luke had in mind the idea of explaining and
elucidating the letters.

In maintaining our hypothesis it is not necessary either
to show that the author made no mistake, or to solve every
difficulty. From them that start with a different view more
may be demanded ; but here we are making a historical
and literary investigation. The greatest historians of other
periods are not above error ; and we may admit the possi-
bility that a first-century historian has made errors. We
shall not make much use of this groviso,; but still the condi-
tions of the investigation must be clearly laid down.

Again, in almost every ancient writer of any value there
remain unsolved problems by the score. Where would our
philological scholars be, if every question were satisfactorily
disposed of ? The. plan and the date of Horace’s longest
work, the A#»z of Poetry, are unsolved and apparently
insoluble ; every theory involves serious difficulties ; yet
that does not make its avuthenticity doubtful. That there
remain some difficulties not explained satisfactorily in
Acts does not disprove its first-century origin.

Further, it is necessary to study every historian’s method,
and not to judge him according to whether or not he uses
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our methods. For example, Thucydides makes a practice
of putting into the mouths of his characters speeches which
they never delivered ; no modern historian would do this :
the speeches of Thucydides, however, are the greatest and
most instructive part of his history. They might be truly
called unhistorical ; but the critic who summed up their
character in that epithet would only show his incapacity
for historical criticism. Similarly the critic must study
Luke’s method, and not judge him according to whether he
writes exactly as the critic considers a history ought to be
written.

Luke’s style is compressed to the highest degree; and
he expects a great deal from the reader. He does not
attempt to sketch the surroundings and set the whole scene
like a picture before the reader ; he states the bare facts
that seem to him important, and leaves the reader to
imagine the situation. But there are many cases in which,
to catch his meaning properly, you must imagine .yourself
standing with Paul on the deck of the ship, or before the
Roman official ; and unless you reproduce the scene in
imagination, you miss the sense. Hence, though his style is
simple and clear, yet it often becomes obscure from its
brevity; and the meaning is lost, because the reader has an
incomplete, or a positively false idea of the situation. It is
always hard to recreate the remote past; knowledge, im-
agination, and, above all, sympathy and love are all needed.
But Asia Minor, in which the scene is often laid, was not
merely little known, but positively wrongly known.

I know of no person except Bishop Lightfoot who has
seriously attempted to test or revise or improve the
traditional statements (often, the traditional blunders)

about Asian antiquities as bearing on Acss,; but the
2
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materials were not at his disposal for doing this successfully.
But it is bad method to found theories of its composition
on wrong interpretations of its meaning: the stock mis-
conceptions should first be cleared away, and the book
studied in relation to the localities and the antiquities.

Luke was deficient in the sense for time; and hence his
chronology is bad. It would be quite impossible from Acts
alone to acquire any idea of the lapse of time. That is the
fault of his age; Tacitus, writing the biography of Agricola
(about 9o A.D.), makes no chronological statement, until in
the last chapter he gives a series of statistics. Luke had
studied the sequence of events carefully, and observes it in
his arrangement minutely, but he often has to carry forward
one thread of his narrative, and then goes back in time to
take up another thread; and these transitions are some-
times rather harsh. Yet, in respect of chronology, he was,
perhaps, less careless than would appear: see p. 23.

His plan leads him to concentrate attention on the critical
steps. Hence he often passes lightly over a long period of
gradual development marked by no striking incident ; and
from his bad chronological sense he gives no measure of the
lapse of time implied in a sentence, a clause, or even a word.
He dismisses ten years in a breath, and devotes a chapter
to a single incident.  His character as an historian, there-
fore, depends on his selection of topics. Does he show the
true historian’s power of seizing the great facts, and mark-
ing clearly the stages in the development of his subject?
Now, what impresses me is the sense of proportion in
Acts, and the skill with which a complex and difficult
subject is grouped to bring out the historical development
from the primitive Church (Ch. I-V) through the successive
steps associated with four great names, Stephen, Philip,
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Peter, Paul. Where the author passes rapidly over a
period or a journey, we shall find reason to believe that
it was marked by no striking feature and no new
foundation. The axiom from which we start must be
that which is assumed in all literary investigations—pre-
ference is to be given to the interpretation which restores
order, lucidity, and sanity to the work. All that we ask
in this place is the admission of that axiom, and a patient
hearing, and especially that the reader, before condemning
any early steps as not in harmony with other incidents,
will wait to see how we can interpret those incidents.

The dominant interpretation rests avowedly on the
principle that Aczs is full of gaps, and that “nothing is
more striking than the want of proportion”. Those un-
fortunate words of Bishop Lightfoot are worked out by
some of his successors with that “illogical consistency ”
which often leads the weaker disciples of a great teacher
to choose his errors for loving imitation and emphasis.
With such a theory no historical absurdity is too gross
to be imputed to ILuke. But our hypothesis is that
Luke’s silence about an incident or person should always
be investigated as a piece of evidence, on the principle that
he had some reason for his silence; and in the course of
this study we shall in several cases find that omission is
a distinct element in the effect of his narrative,

There is a contrast between the early chapters of Acts
and the later. In the later chapters there are few sen-
tences that do not afford some test of their accuracy by
mentioning external facts of life, history, and antiquities.
But the earlier chapters contain comparatively few such
details ; the subject in them is handled in a vaguer way,
with a less vigorous and nervous grasp; the facts are
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rarely given in their local and historical surroundings, and
sometimes seem to float in air rather than to stand on solid
ground.

This fundamental difference in handling must be acknow-
ledged ; but it can be fairly attributed to difference of
information and of local knowledge. The writer shows
himself in his later narrative to be a stranger to the Levant
and familiar with the /Egean ; he could not stand with the
same confidence on the soil of Syria and Palestine, as on
that of Asia Minor or Greece. Moreover, he was dealing
with an earlier period ; and he had not the advantage of
formal historical narratives, such as he mentions for the
period described in his First Book (the Gospe/y. Luke
was dependent on various informants in the earlier chap-
ters of Acts (among them Paul and Philip); and he put
together their information, in many cases reproducing it
almost verbatim. Sometimes the form of his record gives
a clue to the circumstances in which he learned it. That
line of investigation is liable to become subjective and
fanciful ; but modern historical investigation always tries
to get behind the actual record and to investigate the
ultimate sources of statements.

4 THE AUTHOR OF ACTS AND HIS HERO.
It is rare to find a narrative so simple and so little
forced as that of Acts. It is a mere uncoloured recital of
the important facts in the briefest possible terms. The
narrator’s individuality and his personal feelings and
preferences are almost wholly suppressed. He is entirely
absorbed in his work ; and he writes with the single aim
to state the facts as he has learned them. It would be
difficult in the whole range of literature to find a work
where there is less attempt at pointing a moral or drawing
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a lesson from the facts. The narrator is persuaded that
the facts themselves in their barest form are a perfect
lesson and a complete instruction, and he feels that it
would be an impertinence and even an impiety to intrude
his individual views into the narrative.

It is, however, impossible for an author to hide himself
completely. Even in the selection of details, his personality
shows itself. So in Acts, the author shows the true Greek
feeling for the sea. He hardly ever omits to name the har-
bours which Paul sailed from or arrived at, even though
little or nothing in the way of incident occurred in them.
But on land journeys he confines himself to missionary facts,
and gives no purely geographical information; where any
statements of a geographical character occur, they serve a
distinct purpose in the narrative, and the reader who accepts
them as mere geographical specifications has failed to catch
the author’s purpose (see p. 2035 f.).

Under the surface of the narrative, there moves a current
of strong personal affection and enthusiastic admiration for
Paul.  Paul is the author’s hero; his general aim is to de-
scribe the development of the Church; but his affection and
his interest turn to Paul; and after a time his narrative
groups itself round Paul.  He is keenly concerned to show
that Paul was in perfect accord with the leaders among the
older Apostles, but so also was Paul himself in his letters.
That is the point of view of a personal friend and disciple,
full of affection,and jealous of Paul’s honour and reputation.

The characterisation of Paul in Aczs is so detailed and
individualised as to prove the author's personal acquaint-
ance. Moreover, the Paul of Acts is the Paul that ap-
pears to us in his own letters, in his ways and his thoughts,
in his educated tone of polished courtesy, in his quick and
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vehement temper, in the extraordinary versatility and adapt-
ability which made him at home in every society, moving
at ease in all surroundings, and everywhere the centre of
interest, whether he is the Socratic dialectician in the
agora of Athens, or the rhetorician in its University, or
conversing with kings and proconsuls, or advising in the
council on shipboard, or cheering a broken-spirited crew to
make one more effort for life. ~ Wherever Paul is, no one
present has eyes for any but him.

Such a view could not have been taken by a second-
century author. The Church in the second century had
passed into new circumstances and was interested in quite
different questions, The catastrophe of the persecution of
Domitian, and the effect produced for the time on the
attitude of the Church by the deliberate attempt to sup-
press and destroy it on the part of the imperial government,
made a great gulf between the first century and the second
century of Christian history.! Though the policy of the
great emperors of the second century came back to
somewhat milder measures, the Church could not recover
the same feeling that Paul had, so long as Christianity
continued to be a proscribed religion, and a Christian was
in theory at least an outlaw and a rebel. Many questions
that were evidently vital to the author of Acts were
buried in oblivion during the persecution of Domitian,
and could not have been present in the mind of a later
author. Our view classes Acfs with 1 Peter, intermediate
between the Pauline letters and the literature of the last
decade of the century (such as Revelation). Luke shows
the same attitude as Paul, but he aims at proving what

Paul feels.
Y Church wn R. E., Ch. XIII.
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The question must be fairly .considered whether Luke
had completed his history. There is one piece of evi-
dence from his own hand that he had not completed it,
but contemplated a third book at least. His work is
divided into two books, the Gospe/ and the Acts, but in the
opening line of the Ac#s he refers to the Gospel as the First
Discourse (mp@ros Adyos). Had he not contemplated a
third book, we expect the term Former Discourse (mwpotepos).
In a marked position like the opening of a book, we must
take the word jfirst strictly (Note, p. 27).

We shall argue that the plan of Ac#s has been ob-
scured by the want of the proper climax and conclusion,
which would have made it clear, and also that the author
did not live to put the final touches to his second book.
Perhaps we may thus account for the failure of chrono-
logical data. In Book I there are careful reckonings of
dates (in one case by several different eras) at the great
steps of the narrative. In Book II there are no such
calculations (except the vague “under Claudius” in
XI 28, in itself a striking contrast to “the fifteenth
year of Tiberius,” Zuke 111 1). Tacitus, as we saw,
appends the dates to his Agricola: lLuke incorporates
his dates, but they have all the appearance of being put
into an already finished narrative. If other reasons prove
that Acss wants the finishing touches, we may reckon
among the touches that would have been added certain
calculations of synchronism, which would have furnished a
chronological skeleton.for the narrative. '

If the work was left incomplete, the reason, perhaps,
lay in the author’s martyrdom under Domitian.

5. THE TEXT OF 4cTS. It was my wish to take
no notice here of differences of reading, but simply to
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follow Westcott and Hort (except in two impossible
cases, XI 20, XII 25). This, however, proved impracti-
cable; for there are some cases in which over-estimate of
the two great MSS. (the Sinaitic and the Vatican) has
led to the adoption of a reading that obscures history.
In several places I have been driven back on the
Received Text and the Authorised Version, and in
others the Bezan Text either contains or gives the clue
to the original text; and wherever the Bezan Text is
confirmed by old Versions and by certain Greek MSS.,
it seems to me to deserve very earnest consideration, as
at least pointing in the direction of an original reading
subjected to wide-spread corruption.

It is universally admitted that the text of Acts was
exposed to very careless or free handling in the second
century. This came about in various ways, for the most
part unintentionally, but partly by deliberate action.
At that time great interest was taken in gathering from
trustworthy sources supplementary information, beyond
what was contained in the Gospe/s and Acts. FEusebius,
IIT 39, quotes a passage from Papias describing his
eager inquiries after such information from those who
had come into personal relations with the Apostles,
and another, V 2o, from Irenzus, describing how Poly-
carp used to tell of his intercourse with John and the
rest that had seen the Lord. Now there was a natural
tendency to note on the margin of a MS. additional
information obtained on good authority about incidents
mentioned in the text; and there is always a danger
that such notes may be inserted in the text by a
copyist, who takes them for parts accidentally omitted.
There is also a certain probability that deliberate addi-
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tions might be made to the text (as deliberate excisions
are said to have been made by Marcion). The balance
of evidence is; on the whole, that Mark XVI g-20 is a
later composition, designed to complete a narrative that
had all the appearance of being defective. Again, ex-
planatory notes on the margin of a MS. are often added
by a reader interested in the text; there is no doubt
that in some books such glosses have crept into the
text through the errors of the copyist; and there are on
our view three such cases at least in the generally
accepted text of Acts.

But, beyond this, when translations were made into
Syriac and Latin (the former certainly, the later probably,
as early as the middle of the second century), the attention
of scholars was necessarily directed to the difficulties in
interpretation of the text, with its occasional archaic ex-
pressions, obscure words, and harsh constructions; and
the practical usefulness of a simplified and modernised
text was thus suggested. Tatian’s Hawmony of the Four
Gospels, and Marcion’s doctored editions, show how at-
tempts were made from different points of view and in
different ways to adapt the sacred narrative for popular
use : Tatian changed the order, Marcion altered the text
by excision or worse. Thus the plan of a simplified
text was quite in keeping with the custom of the second
century ; and the Bezan Text seems to be of that kind.
As a whole it is not Lukan: it has a fatal smoothness,
it loses the rather harsh but very individual style of Luke,
and it neglects some of the literary forms that Luke
observed. But it has a high value for several reasons:
(I) it preserves with corruptions a second-century witness
to the text, and often gives valuable, and sometimes
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conclusive, evidence of readings; (2) it shows what view
was held as to the meaning of various passages in the
second century ; (3) it adds several pieces of information
which probably rest on good evidence, though they were
not written by Luke. Thus we can often gather from the
Bezan comment what was the original reading commented
on; and it vindicates the great MSS. in XVI 12 against
Dr. Hort’s conjecture. It reveals to us the first beginnings
of Pauline legend (p. 106); and in this respect it stands
on much the same level as the original text of the Acta
of Paul and Thekla, where also it is hard to distinguish
where history ends and romance begins. With the help
of these two authorities, combined with early Christian
inscriptions (which begin only about 190, but give retro-
spective evidence), we can recover some faint idea of the
intellectual life of the second-century Christians in Asia
Minor and North Syria.

The Bezan Text will, indubitably, afford much study and
some discoveries in the future. Its explanatory simplifica-
tions often show the influence of the translations which
first suggested the idea of a simplified text. When the
need for an explanation arose in connection with a render-
ing in Latin, or in Syriac, the simplification took a Latin
or Syriac colour; but this was consciously adopted as a
simplification, and not through mere blundering.

While the Bezan Text has gone furthest from the
original Lukan Text, there is no MS. which has not
suffered seriously from the various causes of depravation:
Several of the errors that have affected the two great
MSS. look like changes made intentionally in order to
suit a mistaken idea of the meaning of other passages;
but there is always a possibility that in these cases an
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editor was making a choice between varieties of reading
that had been produced unintentionally. Only in the
Bezan Text can we confidently say that deliberate
alterations were made in the text. '

[ "believe that the Bezan Reviser made many skilful
changes in passages relating to Asia Minor and some
foolish changes in European passages. In some of these
cases, the view remains open that the Bezan reading is the
original; but evidence is as yet not sufficient to give
certainty. The home of the Revision is along the line of
intercourse between Syrian Antioch and Ephesus, for the
life of the early Church lay in intercommunication, but the
Reviser was connected with Antioch, for he inserts “we”
in X1 28. Dr. Chase emphasises this point.

Note, Tov wpdTov ANoyov. The commentators univer-
sally regard this as an example of the misuse of wpdTos;
but they give no sufficient proof that Luke elsewhere
misused that word. In Stephen’s speech (VII 12) the
adverb wpdTor misused for mrporepor occurs, but a dis-
passionate consideration of the speeches in Acts must
convince every reader that they are not composed by the
author, but taken verdatin from other authorities (in this
case from Philip at Caesareia, XXI 8). Blass, p. 16,
points out with his usual power, that the character and
distinction of the comparative and superlative degrees
was decaying in the Greek of the N.T. and that in
many adjectives one of the two degrees played the
part of both. But such changes do not affect all words
simultaneously ; and the distinction between mportepos and
wpaTos might be expected to last longer than that between
most other pairs. We observe that Paul uses both, and
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distinguishes them correctly (though he blurs the dis-
tinction in other words): 7o mwpdrepor as the former of
two visits Gal IV 13, Tmyv mwporépav avacTpopriy FHph.
IV 22, Blass, with the grammarian’s love for making
absolute rules, conjectures the last example away, in
order to lay down the law that the adjective mpdrepos
is not employed in N.T.; but we follow the MSS. and
find in them the proof that the distinction was only in
process of decay, and that the pair wpérepos-mpdros still
survived among the more educated writers in N.T.
So long as Paul could distinguish mporepos and mpdTos,
there is a probability that I.uke would not utterly confuse
them ; and the fact that John uses mpaTos in the most
glaring way for mporepos has no bearing on Luke, who
was a far better master of Greek. We find several
instances where Luke uses wpd7os correctly: in Acts
XII 10 there were obviously three gates and three
wards to pass (Peter was allowed to pass the first and
the second, being taken presumably as a servant, but
no servant would be expected to pass beyond the outer-
most ward at night; and a different course was needed
there): in Luke 11 2 a series of census are contemplated
as having occurred, p. 386: in Luke XI 26 the man
is described as passing through several stages: cp. XIII
30, XIV 18, XVI 5, XIX 16, XX 29. And, if there
survived in Luke the slightest idea of any difference
between comparative and superlative, the opening of a
book is the place where we should expect to find the
difference expressed. We conclude, then, that the use of
mpdTos there is more easily reconcilable with the plan of
three books, than of two; but certainty is not attainable,
as mpérepos does not actually occur in his writings,



CHAPTER II.
THE ORIGIN OF ST. PAUL.

. PAUL’S NATIONALITY. In the growth of Christi-
anity we observe that all the threads of development which
had been formed in the life of the great races of older
history are gathered together into one complex whole.
Hence we have just the same assurance of the truth of
Christianity that we have of the trustworthiness of earlier
history : the earlier works into the later, the later grows
out of the earlier, in such a way that all must be taken
together. The correspondence is in itself a guarantee of
truth. Each exists for the other: each derives its full
comprehensibility from the other., We must accept the
general outline of early history as a whole, or we must
reject it as a whole on the plea of insufficient evidence.
There is not a fact of early history, whether Christian or
pre-Christian, which is not susceptible of being disputed
with a fair show of rational and logical argument: the
evidence is nowhere such as would convince a man whose
mind is made up against the trustworthiness of ancient
history. Let any one test the evidence for any pdint in
regard to the battles of Salamis or of Marathon; and
he will find that everywhere he is reduced to a balance
of evidence, and frequently to a balance so delicate that no

one can feel any assured confidence on the point. Yet
(29)
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our confidence in the general facts regarding each battle
and its results is not, as a rule, affected by our uncertainty
as to the details. Doubtless there will always be some
who argue that the trustworthiness of the whole must
be proportionate to the trustworthiness of the parts, and
conclude that, where all details are so uncertain, the
whole is unworthy of study; and those who cannot see
—or rather feel—for themselves the fallacy of the argu-
ment will not be convinced by any reasoning that can
be adduced. But for those who do not adopt the ex-
treme agnostic position, there is no other logical position
except that of accepting the general scheme of ancient
history, in which Christianity is the crowning factor that
gives unity and rational plan to the whole.

The life of Paul partakes of the uncertainty that en-
velopes all ancient history. As regards every detail we
shall find ourselves in the position of balancing evidence ;
as to almost every detail we shall find ourselves amid a
bewildering variety of opposite opinion and assertion
among modern scholars of every school and shade; and,
strangest of all, in regard to two or three points where
there exists the nearest approach to a general agreement
between all the various schools, we shall find ourselves
unable to agree. Owing to the peculiar character of the
evidence, we shall find it best to begin in the middle of
Paul’s life and study the events of the years 44 to 61,
and thereafter to sketch in outline the first half of his
life.

At present, however, we must emphasise the complex
influences amid which Paul grew up. According to the
law of his country, he was first of all a Roman citizen.

- That character superseded all others before the law and



SEC. 1. Paul’s Nationality. 31

in the general opinion of society; and placed him amid
the aristocracy of any provincial town. In the first

century, when the citizenship was still jealously guarded, ‘
the cfvitas may be taken as a proof that his family was
one of distinction and at least moderate wealth. It also
implies that there was in the surroundings amid which
he grew up, a certain attitude of friendliness to the
Imperial government (for the new citizens in general,
and the Jewish citizens in particular, were warm partisans
of their protector, the new Imperial régime), and also of
pride in a possession that ensured distinction and rank
and general respect in Tarsus. As a Roman, Paul had a
nomen and prenomen, probably taken from the Roman
officer who gave his family civitas, but Luke, a Greek,
had no interest in Roman names. Paulus, his cognomen,
was not determined by his zomern : there is no reason to
think he was an Amilius (as some suggest).

Paul was, in the second place, a “ Tarsian, a citizen of a
distinguished city ” (XXI 39, IX 11). He was not merely
a person born in Tarsus, owing to the accident of his
family being there: he had a citizen’s rights in Tarsus.
We may confidently assume that Paul was careful to
keep within demonstrable law and custom, when he
claimed to be a Tarsian citizen in describing himself
to the Tribune. According to the strict interpretation
of the Roman law, the civitas superseded all other
citizenship, but this theoretical exclusiveness was op-
posed to the Imperial spirit; and it is clear that Roman
cives in a provincial city commonly filled the position of
high-class citizens, and even had magistracies pressed
upon them by general consent. Now, if Paul’s family
had merely emigrated to Tarsus from Judza some years
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before his birth, neither he nor his father would have
been “Tarsians,” but merely “residents” (incole). 1t is
probable, but not certain, that the family had been
planted in Tarsus with full rights as part of a colony
settled there by one of the Seleucid kings in order to
strengthen their hold on the city. Such a re-foundation
took place at Tarsus, for the name Antiocheia was given
it under Antiochus IV (175-164 B.C.). The Seleucid
kings seem to have had a preference for Jewish colonists
in their foundations in Asia Minor.  Citizenship in
Tarsus might also have been presented to Paul’s father
or grandfather for distinguished services to the State;
but that is much less probable.

In the third place, Paul was “a Hebrew sprung from
Hebrews ”. The expression is a remarkable one. It is
used not to a Jewish audience, but to a Greek Church
(Phil. 111 5), and it is similar to a familiar expression
among the Greeks: “a priest sprung from priests”
is a term commonly applied to members of the great
sacerdotal families which play so important a part in
the society of Asian cities. He was a Jew at least as
much as he was a Tarsian and a Roman, as regards
his early surroundings ; and it is obvious that the Jewish
side of his nature and education proved infinitely the
most important, as his character developed. But it is a
too common error to ignore the other sides. Many
interpreters seem to think only of his words, XXII 3,
“I am a Jew born in Tarsus,” and to forget that he
said a few moments before, “1 am a Jew, a Tarsian, a
citizen of no mean city”. To the Hebrews he em-
phasises; his Jewish character, and his birth in Tarsus
is added as an accident: but to Claudius Lysias, a
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Greek-Roman, he emphasises his Tarsian citizenship
(after having told of his Roman cifizenship). Now,
there is no inconsistency between these descriptions of
himself. Most of us have no difficulty in understanding
that a Jew at the present day may be a thoroughly
patriotic English citizen, and yet equally proud of his
ancient and honourable origin. In the extraordinarily
mixed society of the Eastern provinces, it was the usual
rule in educated society that each man had at least two
nationalities and two sides to his character. If we would
clearly understand the society in which Paul worked,
and the mission of Rome to make the idea of cosmo-
politanism and universal citizenship a practical reality
—an idea that had been first conceived by the Stoic
philosophy in its attempt to fuse Greek and oriental
thought into a unified system—we must constantly bear
in mind that double or even triple character, which was
S0 common.

To the Hebrew of that period it was specially easy
to preserve the Hebraic side of his life along with his
Greek citizenship ; for the Jewish colony in a Seleucid
city preserved as a body its double character. It was
not merely a part of the city, whose members were
citizens, but it was also recognised by the Seleucid
Empire and afterwards by the Roman Empire as “the
Nation of the Jews in that city ”. Thus arose a strange
and often puzzling complication of rights, which caused
much heart-burning and jealousy among the non-Jewish
citizens of the city, and which was at last terminated by
the action of Vespasian in A.D. 70, when he put an end
to the legal existence of a “ Jewish nation,” and resolved

the Jews into the general population of the Empire.
3
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From this wide and diversified training we may under-
stand better Paul’s suitability to develop the primitive
Judaic Church into the Church of the Roman World
(for beyond that he never went in practice, though in
theory he recognised no limit short of universal
humanity), his extraordinary versatility and adaptability
(which evidently impressed ILuke so much, p. 22), and
his ability in turning the resources of civilisation to his
use. The Jew in his own land was rigidly conservative ;
but the Jew abroad has always been the most facile and
ingenious of men. There are no stronger influences in
education and in administration than rapidity and ease
of travelling and the postal service; Paul both by
precept and example impressed the importance of both
on his Churches; and the subsequent development of the
Church was determined greatly by the constant inter-
communication of its parts and the stimulating influence
thereby produced on the whole.

2. PAUL’S FAMILY. If Paul belonged to a family
of wealth and position, how comes it that in great part
of his career (but not in the whole, p. 312) he shows
all the marks of poverty, maintaining himself by his
own labour, and gratefully acknowledging his indebted-
ness to the contributions of his Philippian converts, in
Rome, in Corinth, and twice in Thessalonica (Phi/l. IV 15,
IT Cor. X1 9; see p. 360)? It was not simply that he
voluntarily worked with his hands in order to impress on
his converts the dignity and duty of labour, for he conveys
the impression, 11 Cor. X1 8 f, 1 74ess. 11 9, that he had
to choose between accepting help from his converts, and
making his own living. But it often happens in our own
experience that a member of a rich family is in a position



SEC. 2. Paul’'s Family. 35

of poverty. It would be enough simply to accept the
fact; but, as Paul in his later career is found in a different
position, and as the same conjecture about his poverty
must arise in every one's mind, we may glance for a moment
at the relations in which Paul would stand to his own
family after his conversion.

The relations between Paul and his family are never
alluded to by himself, and only once by Luke, who tells
how his sister’s son saved his life in Jerusalem by giving
private information of the secret conspiracy against him,
XXIII 16. How could this young man get immediate
information about a conspiracy, which was concocted by
a band of zealots, and arranged in private with the high
priests and elders? In absolute secrecy lay the sole hope
of success; and the conspiracy must therefore have been
imparted only to a few, and probably only the leaders
of the extreme Jewish party were aware of it. We must,
I think, infer that the nephew acquired his information
in the house of some leading Jew (to which he had access
as belonging to an influential family), and that he was
himself not a Christian, for in the heated state of feeling
it may be taken as practically certain that a Christian
would not have had free and confidential entry to -the
house of one of the Jewish leaders. But, further, if Paul’s
nephew were trusted with such a secret, it must have been
assumed that he was hostile to Paul.

Now, as Paul himself says, he had been brought up
in strict Judaic feeling, not as a Sadducee, accepting
the non-Jewish spirit, but as a Pharisee; and we must
infer that the spirit of his family was strongly Pharisaic.
The whole history of the Jews shows what was likely
to be the feeling among his parents and brothers and
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sisters, when he not merely became a Christian, but
went to the Gentiles. Their pride was outraged; and
we should naturally expect that such a family would
regard Paul as an apostate, a foe to God and the
chosen race, and a disgrace to the family; his own
relatives might be expected to be his most bitter
enemies. Looking at these probabilities, we see a special
force in Paul’s words to the Philippians, IIT 8, that he
had given up all for Christ, “for whom I suffered the
loss of all things and do count them but refuse”. These
emphatic words suit the mouth of one who had been
disowned by his family, and reduced from a position
of wealth and influence in his nation to poverty and
contempt.

Perhaps it is some terrible family scene that made
Paul so keenly alive to the duty owed by a father to
his children. Probably nothing in family life makes a
more awful and lasting impression on a sensitive mind
than a scene where a respected and beloved parent
makes a demand beyond what love or duty permits,
and tries to enforce that demand by authority and
threats. If Paul had to face such a scene, we can
appreciate the reason why he lays so much stress on
the duty of parents to respect their children’s just
feelings: “ye fathers, provoke not your children to
wrath ; but bring them up in the education and admoni-
tion of the Lord” (Eph VI 4): “fathers, provoke not
your children, lest they lose heart” (Co/ III 21). Not
every person would think this one of the most important
pieces of advice to give his young societies in Asia
Minor. But, according to our conjecture, Paul had
good cause to know the harm that parents may do by
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not reasonably considering their children’s desires and
beliefs. At the same time he strongly emphasises in
the same passages the duty of children to obey their
parents, and sets this before the duty of parents to
their children. That also is characteristic of one who
had been blameless as touching all the commandments
(Phil. 111 6), and who therefore must have gone to
the fullest extreme in compliance with his father’s
orders before he announced that he could comply no
further.

3. PERSONALITY. While Luke is very sparing of
personal details, he gives us some few hints about
Paul's physical characteristics as bearing on his moral
influence. As an orator, he evidently used a good deal
of gesture with his hands; for example, he enforced a
point to the Ephesian Elders by showing them these
hands” (XX 34). When he addressed the audience at
Pisidian Antioch, or the excited throng of Jews in
Jerusalem, he beckoned with the hand; when he ad-
dressed Agrippa and the distinguished audience in the
Roman governor’s hall, he “stretched forth his hand”.
This was evidently a characteristic and hardly conscious
feature of his more impassioned oratory ; but, when more
quiet and simple address was suitable (as in the
opening of his speech to the Ephesian Elders, before
the emotion was wrought up), or when a purely
argumentative and restrained style was more likely to
be effective (as in addressing the critical and cold
Athenian audience, or the Roman procurator’s court),
no gesture is mentioned. On the other hand, in the
éxtreme excitement at Lystra he “rent his garments”;
and in the jailor's critical situation, X VI 28, Paul called
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out with a loud voice. Wherever any little fact is
mentioned by Luke, we can always observe some
special force in it, and such details must have had real
importance, when an author so brief and so impersonal
as Luke mentions them ; and they are very rare in him.
Alexander tried to obtain a hearing from the Ephesian
mob by such a gesture; and the din, as they howled
like a lot of dervishes, is set before us strongly by the
fact that speaking was impossible and gesture alone
could be perceived. Peter, when he appeared to his
astonished friends in Mary’s house after his escape,
beckoned to them to make no noise that might attract
attention and betray his presence. Otherwise such
gestures are mentioned only where the hand is stretched
out to aid or to heal or to receive help.

Two of the most remarkable instances of Paul's power
over others are prefaced by the statement that Paul
“fixed his eyes on” the man (XIII 9, XIV g, cp.
XXIIT 1); and this suggests that his fixed, steady
gaze was a marked feature in his personality, and one
source of his influence over them that were brought
into relations with him. Luke frequently notes this
trait. Peter tells that he fixed his gaze on the heavenly
vision, XI 6; and he fixed his eyes on the lame man,
IIT 4. Stephen turned his fixed gaze towards heaven,
and saw it open to disclose the vision of glory to him.
In these cases the power of the eye is strongly brought
out. The same trait is alluded to where intense astonish-
ment or admiration is involved, as when the bystanders
gazed at Peter and John after they had healed the lame
man, or Stephen's auditors stared on him as they saw
his face suffused with glory, or the disciples gazed
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upwards as Jesus was taken away from them, or
Cornelius stared at the Angel. In the Third Gospel,
IV 20, the stare of the congregation in Nazareth at
Jesus, when He first spoke in the synagogue after His
baptism, suggests that a new glory and a new conscious-
ness of power in Him were perceived by them. The
power which looks from the eyes of an inspired person
attracts and compels a corresponding fixed gaze on the
part of them that are brought under his influence ; and
this adds much probability to the Bezan reading in
II1 3, where the fixed gaze of the lame man on Peter
seems to rouse the power that was latent in him. The
Greek word (dreviferv) is almost peculiar to Luke, and
occurs chiefly in Acts. Elsewhere in N.T. it is used
only by Paul in II Cor. III 7, 13; and it has often
seemed to me as if there were more of Lukan feeling
and character in Il Cor. than in any other of Paul’s
letters. A consideration of these passages must con-
vince every one that the action implied by the word
(aTevileww) 1is inconsistent with weakness of vision: in
fact, Paul says that the Jews could not gaze fixedly on
the glory of Moses’ face, implying that their eyes were
not strong enough. The theory which makes Paul a
permanent sufferer in his eyes, unable to see distinctly
persons quite near him, and repulsive to strangers on
account of their hideous state (Gal IV 13 f), is hopelessly
at variance with the evidence of Luke. In that word, as
he uses it, the soul looks through the eyes. '

The word twice occurs in the Third Gospel, once in a
passage peculiar to Luke, and once when the servant-
maid stared at Peter and recognised him, where her
fixed gaze is not mentioned by Matthew or Mark.



CHAPTER IIL

. THE CHURCH IN ANTIOCH.

1. THE GENTILES IN THE CHURCH. (XI 19) THEY
THEN THAT WERE SCATTERED THROUGH THE TRIBULA-
TION THAT AROSE ON ACCOUNT OF STEPHEN TRAVELLED
(1.e., made missionary journeys) AS FAR AS PHENICE AND
CYPRUS AND ANTIOCH, SPEAKING THE WORD TO JEWS
AND NONE SAVE JEWS. (20) BUT THERE WERE SOME OF
THEM, MEN OF CYPRUS AND CYRENE, WHO WHEN THEY
WERE COME TO ANTIOCH, USED TO SPEAK TO GREEKS
ALSO, GIVING THE GOOD NEWS OF THE LORD JESUS. (21)
AND THE HAND OF THE LORD WAS WITH THEM, AND A
GREAT NUMBER THAT BELIEVED TURNED UNTO THE
LORD.

When Acts was written, the Church of Antioch was only
about fifty years old, but already its beginning seems to
have been lost in obscurity. It had not been founded, it
had grown by unrecorded and almost unobserved steps.
In the dispersion of the primitive Church at Jerusalem,
during the troubles ensuing on the bold action of Stephen,
certain Cypriote and Cyrenaic Jews, who had been brought
up in Greek lands and had wider outlook on the world
than the Palestinian Jews, came to Antioch. There they
made the innovation of addressing not merely fews but

also Greeks. We may understand here (1) that the words used
(40)
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imply successful preaching and the admission of Greeks
to the Christian congregation, and (2) that such an innova-
tion took place by slow degrees, and began in the synagogue,
where Greek proselytes heard the word. The Cypriote and
Cyrenaic Jews began pointedly to include these Greeks of
the synagogue in their invitations, and thus a mixed body
of Jews and Greeks constituted the primitive congregation
of Antioch; but the Greeks had entered through the door
of the synagogue (see pp. 62, 85, 156).

In verses 19-21 the narrative for the moment goes back to
a time earlier than X and XI 1-18, and starts a new thread
of history from the death of Stephen (VII 60). That event
was a critical one in the history of the Church. The
primitive Church had clung to Jerusalem, and lived there
in a state of simplicity and almost community of goods,
which was an interesting phase of socicty, but was quite
opposed to the spirit in which Jesus had said, ‘* Go ye into
all the world and preach the Gospel to the whole creation”.
For the time it seemed that the religion of Christ was
stagnating into a sociological experiment.  Stephen’s
vigour provoked a persecution, which dispersed itinerant
missionaries over Judea and Samaria(VIII 1-4), first among
whom was Philip the colleague of Stephen. New congrega-
tions of Christians were formed in many towns (VIII 14, 25,
40,1X 31, 32, 35, 42, X 44) ; and it became necessary that, if
these were to be kept in relation with the central body in
Jerusalem, journeys of survey should be made by delegates
from Jerusalem. The first of these journeys was made by
Peter and John, who were sent to Samaria, when the news
that a congregation had been formed there by Philip
reached Jerusalem (VIII 14). This may be taken as a
specimen of many similar journeys, one of which is recorded
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(IX 32 £) on account of the important development that
took- place in its course. It appears from Acts that Peter
was the leading spirit in these journeys of organisation,
which knit together the scattered congregations in Jud=a
and Samaria. Hence the first great question in the de-
velopment of the Church was presented to him, vz, whether
Hebrew birth was a necessary condition for entrance into
the kingdom of the Messiah and membership of the
Christian Church. That question must necessarily be soon
forced on the growing Church; for proselytes were not rare,
and the Christian doctrine, which was preached in the
synagogues, reached them. It was difficult to find any
justification for making the door of the Church narrower
than the door of the synagogue, and there is no record
that any one explicitly advocated the view that Christianity
should be confined to the chosen people, though the con-
dition and regulations on which non-Jews should be admitted
formed the subject of keen controversy in the following years.

According to Acfs, this great question was first presented
definitely to Peter in the case of a Roman centurion
named Cornelius ; and a vision, which had appeared to
him immediately before the question emerged, determined
him to enter the house and the society of Cornelius, and
set forth to him the good news, on the principle that *in
every nation he that feareth God and worketh righteous-
ness is acceptable to Him * (X 35). Peter’s action was
immediately confirmed by the communication of Divine
grace to the audience in Cornelius’s house ; and, though it
was at first disputed in Jerusalem, yet Peter’s defence was
approved of by general consent.

But this step, though an important one, was only the
first stage in a long advance that was still to be made.
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Cornelius was a proselyte ; and Peter in his speech to the
assembly in his house laid it down as a condition of
reception into the Church that the non-Jew must approach
by way of the synagogue (X 35), and become “one that
Sears God”.

Without entering on the details of a matter which has
been and still is under discussion, we must here allude to
the regulations imposed on strangers who wished to enter
into relations with the Jews. Besides the proselytes who
came under the full Law and entered the community of
Moses, there was another class of persons who wished
only to enter into partial relations with the Jews. These
two classes were at a later time distinguished as “ Proselytes of
the Sanctuary” and “of the Gate” ; but in Acts the second
class is always described as “they that fear God”!  The
God-fearing proselytes were bound to observe certain
ceremonial regulations of purity in order to be permitted
to come into any relations with the Jews; and it is
probable that these rules were the four prohibitions
enumerated in XV 28, to abstain from the flesh of animals
sacrificed to idols, and from blood, and from animals
strangled, and from marriage within the prohibited degrees
(many of which were not prohibited by Greek or Roman
law). These prohibitions stand in close relation to the
principles laid down in Leviticus XVII, XVIII, for the
conduct of strangers dwelling among the Israelites; and
it would appear that they had become the recognised rule
for admission to the synagogue and for the first stage of
approximation to the Jewish communion. They stand on
a different plane from the moral law of the Ten Com-
mandments, being rules of purity.

1 hoBoluevor or ceBdpevor Tov edy.
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While no one, probably, urged that the Church should
be confined to born Hebrews, there was a party in the
Church which maintained that those non-Jews who were
admitted should be required to conform to the entire “ Law
of God "’ : this was the party of “champions of the circum-
cision,”! which played so great a part in the drama of
subsequent years. This party was silenced by Peter’s
explanation in the case of Cornelius, for the preliminary
vision and the subsequent gift of grace could not be gain-
said. But the main question was not yet definitely
settled; only an exceptional case was condoned and
accepted.

The Church of Antioch then was in a somewhat
anomalous condition. It contained a number of Greeks,
who were in the position of “ God-fearing proselytes,” but
had not conformed to the entire law ; and the question was
still unsettled what was their status in the Church.

2. THE COMING OF BARNABAS AND THE SUM-
MONING OF SAUL. (XI 22) AND THE REPORT CON-
CERNING THEM CAME TO THE EARS OF THE CHURCH IN
JERUSALEM ; AND THEY SENT FORTH BARNABAS AS FAR
AS ANTIOCH : (23) WHO WHEN HE WAS COME, AND HAD
SEEN THE GRACE OF GOD, WAS GLAD ; AND HE EXHORTED
THEM ALL THAT WITH PURPOSE OF HEART THEY SHOULD
CLEAVE UNTO THE LORD (24) (FOR HE WAS A GOOD MAN,
AND FULL OF THE HOLY SPIRIT AND OF FAITH); AND
MUCH PEOPLE WAS ADDED UNTO THE LORD. (25) AND
HE WENT FORTH TO TARSUS TO SEEK FOR SAUL; (26)
AND WHEN HE HAD FOUND HIM, HE BROUGHT HIM UNTO
ANTIOCH. AND IT CAME TO PASS THAT EVEN FOR A

1 oi éx mepiropiis, X1 2, Gal. 11 12: ‘““some of the sect of the Phari-
sees that believed,” XV 5.
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WHOLE YEAR THEY MET IN THE ASSEMBLY, AND TAUGHT
MUCH PEOPLE; AND THAT THE DISCIPLES WERE CALLED
“ CHRISTIANS ”’ FIRST IN ANTIOCH.

As in previous cases, an envoy was sent from the Church
in Je