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Act of the Apostles, Chapter 18, verses 1to 16

Good evening. In this evenings New Testament reading we
hear the account of Paul’s visit to Corinth after his time in
Athens.

Verse 11 tells us that Paul stayed in Corinth for a year and
a half.

The reference to the Roman pro consul Achaia in verse 12
enables us to date Paul’s visit to Corinth to the period 50
to 54 AD, some 20 years after the death and resurrection
of Jesus Christ.

The Acts the Apostles was, according to Hans Conzelman
a leading academic scholar of the 20th century, probably
written between 80 and 100AD by the author of the
Gospel of Luke.

In his commentary of 1987, Conzelman makes some
interesting points regarding the literary form, structure
and content or Acts.



Regarding literary form, Acts is both theological and
historical but barely biographical. It is very deliberate and
focused. A novelitis not.

Regarding structure, | would like to make two points.

In Acts Luke follows the three epochs of history schema
he established in his gospel: A time of Israel, A time of
Jesus, A time of the Church. Acts of course is all about
recording the latter.

Within Acts our reading tonight is key turning point in the
narrative, the moment when Luke implies that Paul came
to a settled understanding that the Christian faith must be
all mankind, Jews and Gentiles.

Regarding content, it is interesting to note that Luke does
not make any reference to Paul’s epistles in Acts. This
begs interesting questions about Luke’s sources and
indeed the overall level of communication across the
early Church.

So much for analysis, what can we learn more of this?
Perhaps the following:

First that Acts is seeking to both represent, and to subtly
adjust, the early understanding (of both Christ’s disciples
and St Paul) of the timeline for the return of Christ. After
all if Acts was written in 80 to 100AD, at least fifty years
had already elapsed since Christ’s death and
resurrection.



Second, | wonder if Luke might also be seeking to hint at,
but downplay, differences of understanding and belief
within the Church of the first century, for example about
what might happen when Christ returns.

We certainly see such differences emerge more fully in
the extended disputes of the church in the third and
fourth centuries, for example about the precise divine and
human nature of Christ.

What is the relevance of all this possible uncertainty in
the early Church, and where might we best find help and
guidance to navigate the uncertainties of faith and life
today?

In my next reflection | hope to kill two birds with one step:
First to answer the questions just put; and second to
complete my reflection on the history of the book of
common prayer from 1570 to 1662.

| aim to do so with a short reflection on the life and works
of the great but neglected Anglican Divine Richard

Hooker.

Amen.



