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Author

	The person who wrote the gospel of Luke also wrote the book of Acts. The proofs for this assertion are threefold.

(1) The beginnings of Luke and of Acts link the two volumes together.

Both Luke 1:3 and Acts 1:1 directly address Theophilus.
Acts 1:1 refers to a previous volume and summarizes the content of Luke: “In the first book, Theophilus, I wrote about all that Jesus began to do and teach . . .”

(2) The ending of Luke and the beginning of Acts link the two volumes together.

The ascension is only recounted twice in the New Testament: at the end of Luke (24:50-53) and at the beginning of Acts (1:2-11).
Luke 24:49 says, “And see, I am sending upon you what my Father promised, so stay here in the city until you have been clothed with power from on high.” The fulfillment of this promise is in Acts 2 (Pentecost).

(3)	The style in both Luke and Acts is very similar. (It is also exceptionally good Greek.)

Date

	Probably Acts was written after the gospel of Luke. Since Luke dates from around 90 CE, a likely date for Acts is around the 90s.

Structure

Acts 1:8 seems to anticipate the three divisions of the book of Acts. The resurrected Jesus says to the apostles, “you will be my witnesses in Jerusalem, in all Judea and Samaria, and to the ends of the earth.” The divisions of Acts are:

Jerusalem								chs. 1-7
Judea and Samaria							 8-9
the Gentile world (ending in Rome)			 10-28

Within 1-7, Acts has three summary passages (2:42-47, 4:32-35, 5:11-16). These show the earliest Church as idyllic (sharing of goods, etc.).

Within 10-28, Paul takes four trips: three missionary journeys of Paul (13-14, 15:36-19:20, 19:21-26) plus a final trip to Rome (27-28).

Title

The title to Acts is a misnomer. It is called “Acts of the Apostles,” yet the only apostles to receive much attention are Peter (chs. 1-12) and Paul (chs. 9-28). Moreover, much of Acts is discourses; the book does not relate only “acts” of the apostles. Probably the title is not original and was added later, perhaps around the same time that the gospels received their titles (c. AD 150).

Contradictions

There are a number of contradictions in Acts. Some are contradictions within the book itself (cf. Acts 9:7, Paul’s companions hear the heavenly voice but don’t see the bright light, versus Acts 22:9, Paul’s companions see the bright light but don’t hear the voice). But more important are Acts’ contradictions with Paul’s letters. Two major examples are:

Acts 9 (22, 26)	vs.	Gal 1:11-2:1a
Acts 15 	vs.	Gal 2:1b-10 and 11-15

We-Passages

Most of Acts is told in a third-person style (e.g., 14:21, “When they had preached the gospel to that city and had made many disciples, they returned to Lystra”). But Acts also contains three passages in first-person plural (e.g., 16:10, “we sought to go on into Macedonia, concluding that God had called us . . .”):

1:1-16:9	third person
16:10-17	we-passage
16:18-20:4	third person
20:5-21:18	we-passage
21:19-26:32	third person
27:1-28:16	we-passage
28:17-31	third-person[footnoteRef:1] [1:     In one ancient manuscript, Codex Bezae, verse 11:28 is also in first-person plural. Moreover, 20:16-38 is Paul’s Miletus speech and contains no first-person references. So conceivably one should enumerate four we-passages (16:10-17, 20:5-15; 21:1-18; 27:1-28:16).] 


How are these passages to be explained? (1) Perhaps the author of Acts himself joined Paul’s journey at 16:10 (Troas), left him at Philippi, and rejoined him when Paul came back through Philippi, remaining with Paul until the end of the book. (2) But since the author shows no knowledge of Paul’s letters, and therefore probably was not a companion of Paul, it may be that a source in first person (perhaps a travel diary that someone wandering with Paul had kept) was used by Luke, and Luke did not alter the source’s first-person pronouns to third person.

Integrity

Have there been additions or deletions to Acts? The ending seems abrupt. Did the conclusion of the book become detached? Did Paul simply die in the Roman jail? Did Luke’s sources provide no further information about Paul? These are possibilities, but it is more credible that Luke deliberately concluded his gospel with Paul preaching the gospel in the heart of the empire. After all, the theme of Acts is the spread of the gospel from Jerusalem to Rome; with Paul preaching in Rome, Luke has completed his theme.[footnoteRef:2] Since the theme of Acts is the spread of the gospel, to end the work with Paul still spreading it provides an open-ended conclusion. [2:     Moreover, the story of Peter in Acts also ends abruptly: though Peter appears momentarily in chapter 15, his story really concludes in 12:7.] 


Theme

The theme of Acts is the Holy Spirit spreading the gospel from Jerusalem (Christianity as a Jewish sect) to Rome (Christianity as a Gentile Church).

Also, it is curious to note which themes Acts does not mention. Unlike Paul’s letters, Acts hardly concerns itself with the problem of the Law and with the Judaizers. And Acts says little about eschatology, especially an imminent parousia.

Speeches

The speeches in Acts are either kerygmatic or apologetic. The apologetic speeches (Greek apologia, “defense”) are those in which Paul defends himself; the kerygmatic speeches (Greek kerygma, “proclamation”) are those which proclaim the good news.

