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::;Ui·d·L\HY: ._---

~'he essay consists of five main chapters with an introduc­

ti on o.no conclusion. 

'.~hj s def ines the limite of th e e :Jsay and. explains the method­

oloGY employed. 

1(; rr11e 1~e..t~_viiY Stories - 1:](. J.-2~ 

The se chapters are examine d pnrticula~ly with reference to 

the Spirit as the a ' :ent of fulfilment of the old . and the 

in,.uturator of the new. '1'he lTI?in text examined is Lk . 1. 35. 
Th" Spirit is shown to be 8.1so u e.ed in a okilful lin }~i_n:; aDc;. 

lli f.fe rentiatin:; of John the Baptist and Jesus. 

Throuch a farily detailed synoptic comparison , the peculiarly 

Lukan emphasis is brousht to J.ight . The Baptism is linked with 

1 35 an~ -t~e ~-anafi-ur-~'o~ • 0....... I", _.I ~ ._u - rJ _ =J. V..J. _ • • ;,gain !.;oth tb e Baptism and 

'i' 0:r;lpt2.tion ere cho'.!n t :; be seen in the l:i ght of th e fulfil :-n ent 

of the Old Coven2.nt ~ All the lines of fu l filment join 

to~e th cr in the Spirit ' s descent on Jes~s . The im:nediate 

r esult of this io tbe testinG of h is i·;eBsi2.r.ship, 2.110. tbc 

1'rocl amation in the 8yna:::;0 :;ue oJ ;;azo.reth . This proclam-

stiOD is coupled witb the Luken rejection mo t if. 

The Spirit i s seen to be especi~lly involved in Jesus ' 

mini Gtries of e ~orci~ ~l nnd he alille, but also in h.lS preaching 
and teachin[. The posi-;;ion of L}~. 4 .18-19 is seen to be 

of ~reat ir:; lJG:r.~tc;.nce .. ~he ma in problem is the lack of 

s pecific refe r onc e to the Spirit . This is resolve d in 0. 

si~nj.18.r f C),.::;h i Dr- to t:18 qULstion of. tho Eessianic Secret . 

1\11(~ rel;...:.tion of the apof:;tles to the ~)pJrit is also discUSECU, 

since tbis is relevant -to -the lninistry of -the Chu~ch. 

BJ.on 18 cxa-.! i.!lC1 o 
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Pent L coS -~ is tl1 2Jl seen 

i.nto, 0.:-1':1 Jl::1c: 8.i.!"!1.i.J.a.:j. Lib:~ \·;j.-i:h Johann.ine tr~oucht arc Tlotec. e 

'llhis r8.i:) ~ s the ou.e8t~;_0r1 (~f '~l'JC historj_city of the Lnkan 

seb 81r:c.-r',:L !~; (' ti. on. 11"1 the f~:.'L ; :J ~_Ilation of .Pentecost i tsc1f 

the pJ:o ul('>!;] of ' .:11e quoti:.t.ion i':r'om Joel, a ;10 also ehe I'eJatic,n 

of Fen·t , co. ~ t to~he roun6in~ 0; tbe Chu~ch and the G~ntile 

TIlissioll are rai8cd~ 

The Spj,rit j.s reveal ed to bE active in two main areas : 

( 1) -tho Inission 0.2 the Clmrch in eva~selization - thi s is 

especiall; seen in 

and justification 

to Obf:C~~C the ather functions of t~l2 Sp~~jt, especially 

i n the I'C~c:lr:: of ·Dapt.isr.. 2.::A the Cbr i. sti2.n life of th8 

Ind.! v.i.cllJ.~:~,l. 

c oupled \Vi th a thcologic2.l cier.iTe to justify 2.nd ::lOlster the 

Gentile rnission~ 

This d:c·av,'s o ~,l t the.- varia-u.s cC'~cluEions VIi thin the eSFay. 

The que stj.o~ ol ' salv~tion-hi3tory! is ~aised and a solution 

found i n terms of ~JkG ' s use of the Spirit. 

outline t he scher.-ia of Con~.Jqlmar..l) is accepted. 

In broad 

The J,u':an 

eSGb?.·L Dlo:·~:l iB mentioned in an atte!1:pt to finu a solutj.on 

to QUt::Gtions re .. ~;_~3ed "by t02 co:np2.ri. ::-;cn of Luke \'/i th Faul and 

John. 
~;lOnG of tb~ GGSPY witl~n tl) ~ context of the wider :~ .e ~ ~!esta­

l~. er:t o 
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J'l " r 
-', .. , ' ... ··em : 

The purposo of this introduction is to define the limits of 

thia essRY an~ to e ~') lain and justify th e methodology 

In ; ,ny C8E~'·.y 0:[' trJ.is n,,·cu:ce, tbe main problem is to s t rike 

a bal c-rice bet \"! €,En a !lle~' e outline of the subject, and an 

in.-depth s~udy of the various cro 25-currents involvedo 

Ide <~.}J.y 1.,11is C' Gsay srJould be but one part of a total exar.l-

in:tion of tho theolos y of st . Luke. In such a treatment 

the comple~ question of literary analysis and the use of 

sources would be a fittinG stRrtlng pain •• All such 

questions have, of necessity , Leen exclu~cd . Also the 

qu s nticn of tIle historicity of the accounts has had to be 

l eft ) althou~h at poin~s it may have illdircct si ~ni~icancef 

The only exception to this is a necessary ~rief discussion 

of the Lukan scl1ernatiz[~ti ~n cf the ReSUTrec ",ion , Ascension 

and Fcntecost. The r eason for avoiding those questions is 

qui te s inp ly one of spe.c c. Consequently re sults of such 

invcst i gct1ono have occcsionally had to be rather u~criti-

cal ly accepted , or morc often , not even mBntioned. 

rrhe escay E~ccepts the t.:xt of L'J.ke and. ".cts as a wbole and 

att Q;~1pt8 to e : .. arni.ne i,t in terms of Luke IS theolo ;:;y of the 

Spirit. ':'1l8 lfI a il! th e si.s revolves around Luk e's use of the 

S~irit as a key to his t ory, and attempt3 to examine the 

Spirit ' E r~le in God's dcalin~s with Man throueh tl1C 

Only such NbW ~2st-

2nent pu.l'a.l1elr;; 'inich :.li~·~ht h.elp to .i.llu'-, ~ in C1.te Luke h8..VfJ 

been ment.i. r.:rj·2cJ. . The com;l8.ri son of the Lukhn, I:luli.:1C and 
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hi Gh light the Lukan peculiarities. 

Because of the limitations of t:lis essay, it seems to raise 

more questi ons t11an it 2nSWerSj b'J.t if it does thj.s then at 

l east something has been achieved. 

The methodoJ.oGY used is that of straight progrescive exegesis. 

A thematic treatment of the question is not employed, since 

this would be imposinG a schema onto Luke. But this 

approach creates its own problems since in each section so 

much could be included of all the other sections. For 

this reason no one section can be saj_d to be a total treat­

ment of the topic under discussion, but it is hoped that as 

a whole the result may be satisfactory . It has, therefore, 

been necessary to include numercus cross-referenc es within 

the essay . 

A further reason for a ttacking the problem in this way is the 

basic difficulty the i,ew Testament theologian is faced with, 

alld this is that h e has to extract a systematic doctrine from 

work that is not really concerned with his questions . It 

i s therefor e fitting that the treatment of a subject no~ the 

prime focus of Luke's attention, should at least ae::no\,lledc e 

this in its methodology. 
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When Luke sat down to I>'ri te hi. s narrative (Sl1r7'~'v, 1.1) he 

must have been confronted with the same problem facing all 

writers, namely, where to begin. A careless first reading of 

Mark's gospel could give us the impression that the baptism 

of John, and Jesus' baptism by him are r eally the !be~inning! 

(J(JX '}) of tbe Gospel of Jesus Christ (I~k. 1.1 ) . But Hark ' s 

i ffimediate reference to the fulfilment of Mal . 3 .1 and Is. 
) I 

40.3 must lead us to see that, whereas this ~{) Xi does recall 
) I 

the o\.('X') of Gen. 1.1, it is not an absolute beginning but 

, 1 the beginning of a new phase in God ! s dealings with man. 

Luke and Latthew bave enlarged on th i s , l eaving the reader 

with no doubt a s to the way i n whi ch t he even t of Jesus i s t he 

cl i.r~ax of the o} d Testa~lent . Matthew u see the devices of the 

refrain of 'jl1st as it has been wri tten thrOUGh the prophet ' 

(Mt. 2.56), and the prefixing of the Gospel with the genea-

lOLY of Jesus. Luke has a very simi l ar <tress on the fulfil-

ment of prophecy , but his devices are r a ther differ ent. 

They are: 

(1) the LXX style of Lk. 1_2. 2 Straight after the prologue 

one is plung ed from the flowing cadenc e s of the cla~s i cal 

world into the circur.110cutions of the Ol d 'f'estament \'lith 

I( , ~ <. I (CO) 
f::()(.j~ ·1 0 (;;~ 't.~t.S 'lit.L(~?"''.. 'l 1.::> • Some have given this style and 

tbe general tenor of these chapters as a reason for neglecting 

them in their treatment of Lukan theology, but this is to 

----
(1) For a discussion of the controversy over Luke ' s treatment 

of t salvation- hic to ry ', see passim , and the conclllsion, p~87. 

( 2 ) c f. H 0 J" C no.-bu ry : :Sf;;::). n.r:.illi:.E. v , p • 420 , 

I 

J 
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miss the point altoGether . 3 Luke uses this close juxtaposi-

tien to o11ow the \·my in which the Old Testament is fulfilled 

in J esus. Hore than this, the I-/ay in which he here raises mayl'J 

of his theological themes shows that he can on l y i nterpret 

Jesus in the light of the Old Testament. It i s ironic 

t hat j·jarcion could have approved of Luke, although of 

course,on ly after editing. One can t entatively suggest that 

the modern schol ars \'Iho ignore these chapters are t ending to 

a Marcionite position. 

(2) th e t ypol og;r of Lk. 1-2 must reveal t o the reader that 

the whole Old Testament world j.s r epresented at the advent 

of its fulfi lment . 4 

(3) contrary to Conzelmann ,5 there is th e skilful Viay .i.n 

whi ch John and Jesus are linked and differentiated. (Here 

Luke differs radically fre m Matthew whose first mention of 

John is in 3. 1. 'rhe connection between the two is not 

developed in Matthew , except that John is the ' voice crying i n 

the wilderness' ( ::>.3 ), as i n Hark. ) The r elationship of the 

two as described in the birth narratives should be used in the 

exeGesis of 3.19f. 

(4) but above all the fulfilment theme is brought t o a head 

by Luke by the emphasis on God ' s activity in the events. 

This activity is represented both by ange l s and by the Spirit. 6 

( 3) Unfortun~tely here one must especially criticize both 
Conzelm2.nn, ?he '.l'l1 Eo~£~.Lof...Jl_t_,_LCly.e, and Haenchen, '];he 
Acts of t.he .;{~)o;:tlc:::;, pp .. 90 Ii', Bnd aGree 'IIi th F c So 
j'iine2"j:·; LU1{eYsUse-o:l toe .3irth Stories, in L. E . Keck 
. d J L ~{i " ·t l r • "'-, ~ "~r-' } ' 1 ..... ',...-'-,in . . 1.ar J n~ .;;1,U.G .l ~ .... In .Ju.!.:!::= ... ~~o 

(4) It is impossible to deny that some of the typolo3Y must 
bCe from the hand of the ed.i.tor/author, but it does not 
necessarily Hlean tbat all d ' l; il e events elid not actually 
happen, even if t.he tr,'.c' i t ion 11o.s moulded the ," , and 
pcrllQ.ps, even 0.1 ~ered thei.r po"ition in the story. 

I 
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It is by God's action that the scriptures are fulfilled, and 

i t is by siGns given by God t~ at Jesus is revealed as the 

Hessiah. 7 It is here that Luke's treatment of the Holy Spirit 

is so revealing. A comparison with l~atthew reveals that 

Mntthew only mentions the Holy Spirit twice in the nativity 

stories, both times re f ering to the conception of Jesus by 

Mary (1.18, 20), whereas Luke has reference to the Spirit 

ten times in his nativity stories. B Later we will come to 

Luke's unique stress on t t e link between Jesus and the Spirit, 

but here it is fitting to notice two main sections of Luke's 

work where obvious reference is made to the work of the 

Spirit. These are; (1) the section Lk. 1-4, and (2) Acts 

1-2. l'he one is the birth of Jesus and his endoYlment 'with 

the Spirit and the proclamation of his message (4.16£'f.); the 

other is the birth of the Church, its endowment VI!. th the Spirit 

and its proclamation in .Peter's speech. 9 It is to a fuller 

treatment of the first of these that the rest of chapters one 

and two are devoted. 

(5) For the d.ebate with Conzelmann at this point see Ch . 2, p.20. 
( 6) For anGels see; Lk. 1.11,19,26,28,35, 2.9,15,21. 

For the Spirit see: 1.15,17,35,41,66,67,80 , 2.25-6, and 2.40 

(7) cf. 1,35 and 3.22, and Ch. 2, pp. 21f. 

(B) cf. note 6 a bove, 

(9) For the two-fold method of Lulce, cf. C.H. Talbert: ~J.:tcr8~a 
l'att erns . 'J.° b.t ol o:::'i c c.;.l '.:.lh 2;n ef~ , ['lnd t tl (:' G~·~ nI'e of JJ1J.1ce- j~ c t s, 
yifO'· po in t f: ou t "t "i"Jis cotlparis 811lP.-TE;), e.~l fflou c b n"ot j~n qu.i te 
these terms since he is concerned with smaller sections of 
materi al, and th er efore s ee s the parallel as strictly between 
Lk. 3.21,22 and Acts 1.14,24, 2.1-13. Talbert's boo k is 
most convi ncing, but it is a pi ty that his section on the 
theolocica1 them e s is not nearly as imprensive a s that on 
the literc.ry patterns . 



- 8 -

The main th.en~e of Lk. 1-2 is undoubtedly that of the }lessiah. 

Jesus' earthly father is 'from the house of David' (1.27), 

and Jesus wjll be given 'the thl"One of David' (1.32).10 The 

messianic importance of descent from David and of the city of 

David, (i.e. Jerusalem, Lk. 2.11 and 2 Km. 7.12- 16) becomes 

11 one of the key points in Lukan theology . In this ree;ard Luke 

draws extensively from the theology of Isaiah, and especially on 

Is . 40 onwards. 12 Mary is clearly seen as a fulfilment of Is. 

7.14. 13 Apart from these paints, what distinguishes Jesus is the 

(10) 

(11) 

(12) 

(1.3 ) 

For David see also 1.69, 2.4,11. 
menti8n of David, in this regard, 
genealogy, and in connection with 

In Matthew the only 
in in 1.1, 1.6,7 in the 
Joseph in 1. 20. 

Conzelmann, op.cit. part one, but especially p. 74. The 
whole of the gospel revolves around events iri Jerusalem or 
pointsto a return to Jerusalem. Undoubtedly one of the ma~ 
points of Acts is the tr'ansfer of the gosp el fl"om Jewish 
Jerusalem to Gentile Rome. See Ch. 5, p.72. 
The following are some of the key 
from Is. 40-42: 
Lk. 2.25 IrFo6 ,sf-x6v.l-vo) ;'o.,o~ II. A ~ '" V 

f\ I ....)- I I 
1'"", J. ~ e'" iA 

2.9,14,32 Sh{o(. .... "I'C." 
1.54,69 ",,'1\ 

(cf. Cullmann: Chrr5talo~y of the 
1.68, 2.38 J;:"Gy"""''' 7':; >-.. ,? .. :it"" 

Acts2. 21, 38 &-;\' ..... ).~'lt .. ' ~~ ?!Nor ,,-
K." r' ",-, 

Lk. 2.32, 3.6 it;).." 6~('S 
1.69,71,77 ':'''';:'If,<7>/ 

These to~ether with the theme 
of election from Is. 42.1 are 
comparison. 

word.s of L'[;.ke which conie 

Is. 40.1 

,~ ~ '" I '" I , ) r \ Compare 1.27 7'0 <;NOrd.. (",'S n"'ff.7/c"v"" l ' I"(lt~M, and 1.31 u. ... , d "'J 
\ \ I ) \ 1.,- ( I t I 7 '14 ,~, < - c! • 

~"""",'Vt7 ~{O"6,':('; "'" ~{-l. :'I I), ,,,, as. • , • .,...,1 7 .jj, ,) W"'r. 1 irV 
~tl" ).·l y'-~."· t ""'"'- ~ " ~C""-t ,,'<oJ From the comparison it it; clear 
that tile .l'16",yI of 1k. 1.31 is the't!J~i"""6u"'\ of Is. 7.14-. 
1k. 1.13 sno,,:s much the sane for:nula vii tb th e comDound of 
}l/'-~'oi '-'-;" and the 'c~~t-'CIM <.l\~'" but here ~"-6t('f is ami tted. 
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activity of ttl(" Spirit \·:hich sur-rounds hj,m at every staGe of 

his eartbly life. The first mention of Jesus and the Spirit 

is in Gabriel's foretelling of his conc~ption (1.35). This 

i s 2. key text and it rE:veals at least four important points; 

( 1) the agrec~ent with Mattbew about the divine conception. 

Decpite tbe traces of earlier traditions wbich do not seem 

to h&~e included this, the Spirit and Jesus are inextricably 

linked togetber. 1'he conception of the j'ie ssiah is through 

the same ii~~'~< active in cre ati. on from tll e beginni,ng ( Gen. 1.:1, 

Ps. 33.6, Provo 8.22f ) ,14 and I/hieh bas been active in tbe 

prophets and kin;:;s of Israel. 1 5 

( 2) the Ho l y Spirit is identified with ' the power of the Nost 

Higb' (.l'J~.i""') C,-.p:&rcN ) • Th i s is an important li nl~ espec i ally 

when we come to consicl c r tbe miracles of Jesus ( S"V~/"'h))' 16 

llere the Spirit is thought of as tbe power wbich kin 3s 

recei ved at tbeir a nointing for su;.' erhum2.11 deeds. 17 An 

( 14) C.L B8xrett, '1'be :-<01'1 Snirit and thQ.....Q..Qs-:Jcl_:.';:::£'.Cii'tJol1 , 
rightly points ou~ that the conception is t~rough ~he 
least p ersonal of the divine bypos--cases and that the 
danger of an hi~!'oG r;~ j. E avoic:ecl (p . 7); b"J.t his 
conclusion about the rOle of tbe S~irit in th e Old 
'J'estarnent , that 't'n!) Sr,iri t 'appears to act cre&'l;i vC?ly ~)!11y 
in relation to the Drim;::.l creation of the wo:rl(l and l:lan, 
and in the redenw'oion of the peo:;>1e of God ' (p. 20) 
seems to be ne Glccting the connection of tbe S:;>irit with 
the l~ing (1 San. 16.13) anrl the inspi r ation of toe 
prophets b,t" the S,.,.Lri t. His conclusion th a t the I Genuin-
ely biblical co~c ept of the activity of the Spirit in .he 
new cr BRt ion was kept alive chiefly in HellC?nistic r~tner 
than in FalestiniaJ Judaism' (p. 23), seer;lS to be a bit 
too sweepin,::; in the ligbt of the Dead Sea SCl'011s and 
Ps. Sol. 17.42, wbieh he mentions. 

( 15) llor a n f.'xcellent SUi:imary of the Spirit in the Old 'i'es·"a­
meTlt , cf. G .. VI . n. Lar,lpc, 1 The Holy ~jpiri t in the Viri tinGe 
of st. Luke' Stuclies in the Goslle10 . ELsavs in dOnOI)r of 
lLH. I·t.:::h.ifoot, ( '~d)D~:s.-)lineham, r;p:-"I6CJff. ,--

(16) cf. ell. 3, p . 34. 
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exal1l ;)le of a foretelline; of this empowering is seen i_n Is. 

1102ff. A similar but rather different tradition comes into 

force in the fulfilment of Is. 61.1ff. 18 

(3) the prophecy of Gabriel that 'the Holy Spirit will 
) I 

overshadow (~-i;-, G' ... ' .... 6M ) you' must have made every Jew think of 

This forms a connection 

between the Spirit as a sign to Christ as the cloud was to 
/ 

the 6'~'1 vI ' wl1icll was both a localization of tbe 'glory of the 

, -Lord' (1 S~<J/ cc0/<,v{'~~,) and also of God's presence in the Torab, 

~I~" ' and points to Christ be:Lng this <X>04N /<.1.lJ'wand the fulfilment 

and replacement of the Torah. 19 This interpretation of the 

verse becomes immediately apparent when it is compared with 
I 

Lk. 9.34, where the V'-~I-Al obviously recalls the cloud of 

lOx. 40. 35 • 20 

(4) The saying concludes with a triumphant climax, 'he will be 

The $,~ 
, 

~.L implies that this assertion follows from the nature of the 

conception. From this one could conclude that Luke portrays 

Jesus' very existence as being dependent on the work of the 

bpirit, but he never goes so far as even to hint that Jesus 

is an embodiment of the Spirit. In the Old Testament the 

(17) S. l',]o \,rinkel, He ~'hat Cometh, p. 56 ':Irate: 'The king is 
a di ville being, possessin!; tilis super'tHman quality because 
Yahweh has r called' him and 'chosen him I to be the slJepheT d. 
of his people, and has made him His son, has ancinted him 
and endo wed him with His spirit •.•• He represents Yahl·/eh 
before the people.', See also Oh. 2, pp.22ff. 

(18) cf. Ch. 2, pp. 27ff. 
(19) cf. Cll. 4, p. 56. For this as a theme in Pauline theologJ" 

cf. \'J.D. Davies: Paul "nei Habb.inic Judaimn. 

(20) cf. Ch. 4, pp. Hff. 
(21) For the difficult: in the rendering of tbis verse, cf. 

Creed, st. Luke, p. 20 0 
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Son of God concept was based on election. Israel is 

to election( Has. 

4.22 ) , not from a physical conception but due 

11.1).22 Similarly the king is called ~~~ 

".;, &(-~ lPs . 2.7).23 But here Luke goes beyond all these ideas 

by making God Himself instrumental .in the conception. Further-

more, in both of the passages which are pointed to in this verse 

(the baptism, Lk. 3.21f, and the transfiguration, 9.28-36) the 

activity and presence of the Spirit results in a proclamation 

and affirmation of Christ's Sonship.24 Characteristically the 

Spirit's activity sums up the Old Testament, for Jesus is the 

::Oon of God in all of the Old 'festament senses, but it also creates 
') \ I I I 

a new dimension, making the wdw 61f<I,a.rn'"'''1ilJl-{,!-of Fs. 2.7 

(cf. the variant of Lk. 3.22) an actual reality and not just 

a truth of generation by adoption. Even while there is this 

new element in Jesus, it does not allow us to find the 

background of this sonship in Hel1enism;25 its roots are still 

firmly in Judaism. 

In this verse (Lk. 1.35), Luke establishes the link between 

the Spirit and Jesus, points to the activity of the Spirit 

in proclaiming his Sonship, and shows how he is the fulfil-

ment of what the Spirit had previously proclaimed through the 

prophets in the Old Testament. 

When one turns to the rest of the nativity stories, a rather 

different picture emerges. In the prophecy of John's 

birth there is no idea of divine conception, indeed the 

(22) cf. Cul1mann: op.cH. p . 273. 

(23) cf. j'.i. Hooker: ~Je Bus and t h.!' ::O ervant, p. 69, who claims 
that this idea 0; sonship 'is due to for eign influence on 
the kinGly ritual'. This opinion does not seem to be 
prevalent. 

( 24) c f. ell. 2, p. 23 
I 

J 



- 12 -

opposite is the case, of 1.13 anll the 

(..1l"~~,,,.3cJ of 1.24 imply natural concepti.on. (This is also 
\ 

borne out by the Old Testament typoloGical parallels of 

Ha.nnah specifically (1 Km. 1), and to a lesser extent Sarah 

(Gen. 17.15ff), and l'iinoah (Jd. 13,2ff)), None-the-less, 

God is highly active in h i s birth. The atmosphere surrounding 

hi s birth is highly charged, 26 and his mission, • to turn many 

of the sons of Israel to the Lord their God' (1.16), re~uires 

the power of the Holy Spirit (1.15,17), He is a prophet and 

like other Old Testament prophets is 'filled with the Holy 

Spiri t ' (cL L 15), This particular phrase typified by the 

conjunct ion of some form of rr;"ii\7t' or i\\1fl~ and t~ iiv(:~/"'oI. is 

a feature of Luke. Here, in the nativity stories, it occurs 

at 1.15,41,67. All of these references are overshadowed by 

( 25) cf . Cullman~ : op . cit. p, 270ff . for a discussion of 
possible Hellenistic backgrounds . 

( 26 ) Luke i s a superb user of atmosphere in his writing . 
There is not nearly the same aura of tension in the 
Hatthean nativity stories , which have a strange feeling 
of unreality, whi ch may be due to the use of the vision 
or dream as a means of divine revelation (I,Jt . 1.20, 
2.12,13,19,22), In f· latthew the angels are e'Ten further 
removed from reality by 9.pp earing "-""1:' ~l,["'P , whereas in 
Luke the angels just appear (~191' 1.11), Also in Luke 
the cha~acters are made more real by their reaction to the 
di vine messensers bursting in on them, as in 1.12 where 
Zachari.as becomes disturbed (i-orA(,':'" 6)'1) and fear falls on 
him. This 16jlo~ _ han::;s over the Vlho~e scene like a _ 
cloud (1.12, 05,_3,30,50 ,2, 9, 10) . ';Iherever God ana man 
com e close together tois '¥ b;! o) is present ano it becomes a 
mark of the Spirit's activity. It is notable in 
Acts 2.43 that it is resarded as one of the features of 
the young Church (J-Ai.-~,-,. t&- ilJ61 '.o"X~ ~'~' to}) • It is inter­
esting to note the~se of a~cel~ ~n~ ~he Spirit as a 
'p eriphrastic description of God's initiative and action 
in th e creation' (A, Richardson: An Introduction to the 
Theall" 'T"' T 0'" tll:::' ... ·r p~1 In,....,s..:·.,'t'lc...nt p 10"') nno an~el~ are" '=';':"'"~""._ ) ~ ,,' .1 • t. ,1 ', v " .L 1':;. v ( ., ", '" , .. 0 .J. ..1. LJ .., L. ,;;) 
as their name cU~Gests the divine messenger~ and tll€ 
Spiri t is the divine 'lower which vl ells up \-Ii thin rna.n, 
Nowhere in this section, (but cf. Ch. 5 ,pp.72f) does the 
Spirit speak; he inspires men to speak. 
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the climactic 'And Jesus being filled with the Holy Spirit 

returned from the Jordan' (iI~~n~ "1/().ic"~i:Q~ ~i0'V , 4.1). La t er 

this is to become a feature of Acts as the Spirit of J e sus 

is poured out on his Church. 27 The exegesis of these three 

references in Lk. 1 is difficult, but the key seems to lie in 

what follows each: 

in 1.16 we find: 'and many of the sons of Israel will he 

turn to the Lord their God'. 

1,42 'and she exclaimed with a loud cry, "Blessed 

are you amone;st women"'. 

1.67 ........ 'and he prophesied saying, "Blessed be the 

Lord the God of Israel"'. 

In each case the filling of the Spirit is qualified by what 

almost amounts to a purpose clause. In the latter two cases 

the filling of the Spirit is for the specific purpose of 

pronouncine; a prophetic blessing. In the first case the task 

is also propoetic but of a more lasting and deeper nature and 

is further qualified by 1.17, where ii>J"~r is again identified 

vii th $v"~",,,q and the connection between John and Elijah is 
I 

introduced. Furthermore, all of these cases recall the Old 

Testament. :Chere seem to be two main ways of describing the 

activity of the Spirit in the lives of men in the Old Testa-

mont: 

(1) the Spirit comes 'on' people. In Num . 11.17-31 the 

Spirit which God has placed on Moses, he will p lace on them 

In 11.26 the Spirit rests on them 

(27) cf. Cll. 5, pp. 73-76. 
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, _ _ I ' -J' I 28 «(,\,,,, .. J(-,,,,,,,,o;d-.t1:l <'-I< """eN.) ). }<'urther examples of this uoage are: 

Num. 23.6 and 24.2, both in connection with Balaam's inspir-

ation; Jd. 3.10 and Zach. 12.10. Another similar and co:nmon 

usae;e l.s that with ~l~"'-tO ~~'<\'1.lt;"', cf. Jd. 14.6, 19; 1 Km. 10.6,10, 

11,6. In these cases the spirit is an exterior force which 

seems to remain outside of the person concerned, but compels hi'll 

to prophesy or to do some marvellous deed. 

(2) In some texts we find a more internalized meaning. 
> )" 

Num. 27.18 reads: J oohua 'wh 0 had spiri t in him' (<h( olvt'f). 

The same phrase is used of Joseph in Gen . 41.38, where the 

context reveals the influence of the wisdom tradition and the 

text might alrlOst lead to an equation of "",..;;/'<'" I 

wi th 6"<f1. • , )-

N (/\\It'f is used in Num . 14.24, but the context and meaning 

are very different. 2 YJfl. 

' The Spirit of the Lord was 

23.2 is a very interesting exanple : 
, ) I 

speakine; in me (t-y i;-Wl'I ), and his 
I 

word was on my tongue ' . Not only is this a fascinating 
~ I < \ ' ) ..... 

conn ecti on between ii~~"\}F).. KUl ,crvand () 0\6"5 1.\1li'.N, but the 

revelation c ould be t ~ken to have come internally, although 
) ) I 

the flJ I:" .... :A could be interpreted instrumentally as ' by me ' or 
I 

' with my help ' . 

Nowhere in the Old Testament do we find quite the Lukan 

description of being 'filled with the Spirit ' although it 

could easily be interpreted in the Old Testament way.29 

( 28) ~. Noth: N\lmber~, p. 89f, recards this episode as 
' unhistorical' out reflecting a very early i'3t rugcle 
between prolJhetic groups represented by Elc:b.d and h el, 2cd 
and tbe elders. This j.s not immediately r elevant but 
is a cautionary note as to some conclus ions wh:cch have 
been drawn from this passage . 

(29) As :i.B . Swete: ~~ne_HolY ';.I)1r;t in the Ne\·, ~"e=,t911'jeD-J:, p. 13 , 
paints out, the closest Oll c Cets to this :!cu}~2.n ide a is 
Ex . 28.3 and 35.31, but both of these have distinct 
wisdom connotat.ions and reflect a very different under­
stand.illg. 
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What really makes one have to treat these as events of an 

Old Testament nature is the purpose of the 'filling'. 

In addition to these references explicitly to do with the 

Spirit, the relationship between John and Jesus is developed 

in other ways. One of these is the stylized literary structure. 

~he whole is built up of couplets. 1.5-25 and 1.26-3Bbeing 

the foretelling of the births of John and J·esus respectively. 

Then the section 1.39-56, the Visitation of Nary to Elizabeth , 

links the two mothers. 1. 57-BO and 2.1- 20 describe the births 

of the two children. The two sections 2.21-40 and 41-52 

close the nativity stories. By this structure Luke clearly 

links John and Jesus, but a l so lays the stress on Jesus by 

the last two sections. Within this strucutre, three related 

verses are of special interest. ~he first, 1.BO, ends the 

section narrating the birth of John. The second, 2.40, 

and the third, 2 .5 2, end the stories of Jesus being presented 

in t he temple and his teaching in the temple. LBO is very 

close to 2.40 . 30 In fact, the similarity has resulted in 

syp c adding the 'iiV(.~l'~ l( of 1. 80 to 2.40, Vlhi ch i'iould 

resul t in a rather strange phrase together wi to the 1iAll"dJ,.'~(-J"'" 
I 

6o~I~. . . The question that must be asked is whether the 
.. ,\' \ -' \ .... ) addi tion of \Ii11.r~"N'\I ..... H rJv..;( 0 has any significance, and is 

2.40 meant to be a contrast to 1.BO? This is probable , but 

the contrast is not between d I I . th an oo1 '&.' Slnce e 

of 1. BO probably does not have direct reference to the Holy 
, I (\''"\1' \\)1 

Spirit. '1'he addiUon of ~ ~d.tll "~ 1J t-iitW,o is especially 

significant, but it is stranGe that ~"'!"S is used in 2.52 in 

( 30) Creed, op.cit. p. 27 and 46, refers to Jd. 13.24 and 
1 hm. 2.26, which is closer to 2.52 . 
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its secular Greek meaning of 'favour' (cf. Pro v . 3,3 and 

1 Km. 2.26) 0 Both references to ~o,\,: ... , in 2.40 and 2.52, 

show the influence of wisdom traditiomwhich a~ain show 

themselvc s in such instances as IJk. 11. 29-32, 

The really characteristic thing about the Spirit with reference 

to the OJ.d 'i'estament figures in the nativity stories, is 

that the Spirit causes activity which points to Christ. 

However, the frame of reference of this activity is still 

within the confines of t he Old Testament . On the other 

hand, when used in connection with Jesus , the Spiri t seems 

to have : one beyond the confines of the Old Testament and, 

wi th the conception of the u~~ ~ 1.'';:; &1:<::;, points beyond this 

event t o the bapt ism, Transfiguration an d the d,·,elline; 

of God ' s glory on earth , and perhaps , even to Jesus ' 

presence in the Church after Pentecost. But to say that 

these two rather different operations are not r eally of the 

same Spirit would be incorrect. There is no indication 

in Luke of even two ' operations of the Spirit ' . Such 

systemization belongs to a l ater more refined way of 

t hinking. It i s the same Spirit, but i t is the event of 

Christ which changes the picture , 

It i s by usine; the Sp.iri t in this way that Luke is able to 

draw out the continuity between the dispensation of the 

Old Testament and that associated with the Person of Jesus, 

and at the same time show that the event of Christ is a 

new thinG in history . This theme of the uni tin3 of the 

Old and the New will be one which is revealed at every 

stage in our examination of the workinG of the Holy Spirit, 
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'rIm: - LUKE 3.1 - 4.30 

Having shown how the Spirit is operative in Lk. 1-2 and the 

way in which John and Jesus aTe at the same time linked and 

differE-ntiated, we now move on to do the same for the actual 

preaGllinc; of John, the baptism of j"esus and the beginning of 

his ministry . 

The question whether l~ark had access to a birth narrative 

tradition is unanswerable and any deductions from its absence 

are dubious , but , none-the-less , in c omparin g Hark and Luke 

the striking difference in their presentations of John the 

Baptist is that , in Luke , he is not a comple te stranger when 

he starts preach i ng in the desert. To analyse Luke 1 s presenta_ 

tioD of J ohn, a quick survey of the three d ifferent traditions 

i s given: 

(1) In l·;ark John is quite definitely the Elijah-type prophetic 

forerunner (1. 6 , 4 Km . 1. 8 ) • He prepares the way for the 

l'lessiah by a call to repentance and a baptism for the for-
c 1 giveness of sins (1.4). His message revolves around 0 

) b I , (, X \'t ,c-f 0.\ ( cf. Fs . Sol. 17.44 ), and moves to a climax in 
) , 

the prophecy of the baptism ' in the Holy Spirit 1 (t->I "lih,);-t!r~ 
, , 
<'0" ":' ' 1.8), which i3 iomediate l y followed by Jesus ' baptism . 

~ u 
There is a clear connecti.on beti/een the 1i<hj'A.I- old"'''''' of 1.8 

and the ii"'-V)w!. of 1.10. 

(1) J. Dunn ' s attempt (BaT't i pm in" t h e Holy Spi"ri t, p. 17) 
to limit thG phra1; e ~, J:',\,~6'\I &1-'""-1' l:',;:b./ to the /'-t-"~""'''' 
and to mC:.intain tha t it is not really connected with the 

("&.II"-C<l_, ..... '" is s1)ec ial plead i ng . As Jeremias hints 
( 'I" le 'J " 1 '~ l o""" o ·c ' '' ''I~ "0 \1 "0- ~~ ~ n I1 t Vol l' 44f ) - .'" .. , .[ C\.J_ ... . t - t. ~ \ , h "",' j.~ ..... l.'!:~.I ~":.::...:::.J , p. . ll... 

is po ssii.Jle cO aI' !~ile chat thL; purpose of J ohn's 
baptiGm i s a Chri st i an internr eta t ion, since elsewhere , ~f.~S is solely connect;Q with Jesus, 
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(2) Al thou::;h 9. probably contained much, if not all of Hark 

at this point it is very difficult to define what came from 

Q and what from Hark in the sections where Nk and Q overlap 

in Luke. 2 lor this reason it is advisable to start from 
'Z 

those parts of Q whic~ are not in Mark. J Here one finds 

John as an eschatological' prophet foretelling the day of the 

Lord and the coming judgement and wrath. 4 The main image is 

that of fire,5 and the axe and the threshing floor are also 

u sed. John is her e not just a forerunner but the prepareI' 

of a remnant, and ,he has to prepare it for the coming wrath, 

which will come in the person of the Messiah. His is not a 

message of total doom, for all his imaGes are really those of 

refining. 6 It is thus possible that the prophecy of baptism 

'in the Holy Spirit and fire' (~iiV{..Jr"~< d.d{':;' ........ '.. ""f[' 3.16) 

is to be t aken in this way.7 Since the problem of this essay 

( 2) 

(3) 

(cant.) except in the case of Lk. 3.3, which might ha-,'e a 
simi l ar i nternretat ion; cf. Lk. 1.77, 5.24 , 24.47; Acts 
2.38, 5.31, 16. 43 ; lit. 26.28. It is interesting that 
Matthew omi ts the phrase , includin~ the less difficult 
t (Wu1f7tN'l'O -.-, l.~orl-~O"~~u.(-Y<f\ ,,~~ ~"'fr(".,) ,,"Ire:;),), Lt. 3.6 (Lk . L~i) 
Lk . 3.3-4,16b,21b-22, 4.1-2, 14a,16a,24. 

Lk. 3.7-9,16-17, 4.3-13. 

(4) cf. Zeph. 1.15, 2.2; Na1. 3.2; Is. 13.9, 30.27. 

( 5) JJk. 3.9,16,17 and cf. Is. 66.24. 

( 6) 
( 7) 

cf. Dunn, op.cit. p. 9 
Dunn concludes that this is so since the Spirit assumes 
this kind of r61e in Qumran (I QS 3.7-9, 4:21; I QH 16.12) 
and in Is. 4.4 and 30.28, out i t is destruc t ive in Is. 11.15. 
Jeremias agrees with Dunn about th e Spirit in this r61e 
(op.ci t. p. 81). In this way Dunn can disc'gree with l.anson 
and others (cf. llanson: S::n inc: s of J '? sus, p. 40f, and also 
Barrett, op. cit. p. 12 5f) that t h e ori:; lnal omitted reference 
to tbe Holy 0piri t. i'lanson bases his 8rC;U!,ent on tbe nature 
of Q and the iGnorance of John's disciplec in Acts 19.1-6. 
As Jer €JlJias (op. cit. p.82) correctly obsc,r'ves this ignorance 
is not necessarily of the 0pirit in toto but only of its 
arri val. -,- -
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is not what John actual.lY said but the way in which Luke 

presents him, the question of the historicity of tl1is saying 

is only i ndirectly relevant. In Lukan theology the problem 
8 is really one of the fulfilment of this prophecy. 

(3) In the material j2eculiar to L1!l:e,9Lulce imposes his typical 

outlook on .John . 3.5f ~ives his message a universal content, 

whi ch is altoGether foreif,n to the other traditions (esp. ij~~ 

) . This same impression is given by 3.10-14-, where 

J ohn is questioned by t~).::::'"c...l 1'his could 

be taken as Luke deliberatelY trying to involve Gentile readers 

(or those beyond the pale) in the narrat ive. lO 3.15 has 

distinctive Johannine connotations l Jn . 1.20) and probably 

serves the twin purpose of revealing the expectancy of the crowd 

and showing quite clearly that John was not the Chri st. 

Lk. 3. 18 has caused problems s inc e ~(j..N(-->";7o/·N in Luke 

(be s i de s 1.19 and 2 .10) is used exclu s ively of the preaching of 

the go spel. ll But Conzelmann is probably correct in maintaining 

that here the verb i s used in a non-technical sense. 12 But 

together ",i.th ""-,,, ....... \-w.;, with its connotations of I s . 40.1, 
I 

j.t none-the-less tends to place John ' s preaching i n the sphere 

of Good !'leviS, whi l e , · at the same time, his preaching may not 

be associated vli.th the Kingdom of God in the vmy Jesus ' preachj.ng 

( 8 ) cf. Ch. 4, p. 54 . 

( 9 ) Lk. 3.5-6 , 10-14,15,23-38 , and most of Lk. 4-. 14-30. 
(10) A further distinctive touch is added by the ,~ ;>.:; ~ ii""16~,,'-v, 

which re~inds one of Acts 2.37. A parallel may be int ended 
with Peter's answer of salvation throuf,h repentance 
and baptism in the Ha;;]e of Jesus bein::; c ompared to this 
'interim ethic I. ~rhe form of the sayine; does show 
development anti prclbaoly indicates Lutan authorship. 

(11) ego in Lk. 4.43, where it has the obj ect /{!,01..6,>.(.!,.d>,v -r".:;;'(},-crv. 
(1 2) Conzel~ann, op.cit. p. 23 , n. 1. 



- 20 -

couples it with his own person. lcf. Mt. 3.2.) 

Con r;elme~nn uses 13 Lk. 16.16 as a key in his interpretation of 

Lulce'[; e;ospe1 . He is probably right that in this case I'b-;'P L 

is used inclusively, thus placing John outside of the kingdom, 

but the reasons for this are not linguisti c, as he presumes, 

but the content of Lk . 7.28 and Acts 10.37. 1 4 There also is 

the IJukan placing of John ' s arrest prior to the baptism and the 

removal of references to John in the actual baptism (3. 19-20). 

It is tnle that Luke has a tendency to t i dy up his stories,15 

bu t the i~tent ion is ~uite clear in the omissions of reference to 

.bhn in tbe baptism story. Luke did wish to di stinGuish 

between John and Jesus . 

'ro sum up: on the one hand Jesus and J ohn are connected by their 

related births , by John's fun ction as a fo r erunner and by his 
) \ I 

preachi nG ('""7tt£- J.<5(-ro , 3 .18 ) ; on the other hand they are 

separated by the divine conception , by the judgementa l Old 

Testrunent st~le of John ' s prophecy and by the baptism of Jesus 

and 3.19-20. Further they are sepa~ated 

Jesus and his preparation fcr this in the 

by the ministry of 

IG deser t. In Jesus, 

the New has broken in and the Kingdom of God has come near. 

In one sense John ' s prophetic messas e heralds t he end of the 

prophetic drought ,17 but th i s is only a foretaste of the 

(1 3) ibid. p. 2lf . 

(14) Jeremias, op.c i t. p.47. 

(15) .. C . d <,. I 1 7" C.l. o 2.J.r: 1.;"(;. __ ;~.:..~, p .. ) 

( 16) An interesting 2u:';'; c stion m2.(l e by Lampe ( op.cit . p. 167 ) 
is t11St Luke sees JOhl1 l S ~inistry as a link between Je sus l 

conccpti~rl and biD b aptis~, io. bet~e3n two m3jor acto of 
the Spirit. He 1~1~en3 this brid~e -to the Resurrection 
narrativBR oeing a bride e be tween the ~assion and Pentecost. 

(1 7) cf. 1'8. 7~.9; Z,("CIL 13.4; :;: I'lacc. 4.46 . 



- 21 -

bestowal of the Spirit on Jesus. It is really Jesus who is 

the eschatoloGical prophet, 18 and it is thj.s bestowal of 

the Spirit which is a necessary prclininary for the general 

fulfilment of the Old Test8.ment prophecies which foretold 

a general outpouring of the Spirj.t to inaugurate the age of 

the End, and which occurs at Pentecost.19 

The Lukan versi on of the baptism has several interesting 

features. As Creed notes, the 'con junction of the genitive 

absolute (describing Jesus' actual baptism) and the preceding 

clause is very awkward'. 20 The result is to move the emph asis 

from the baptism to the 'opening of heaven' and th e descent 

of the Holy Spirit. The use of the aorist and then of a 

present participle almostcertainly indicates that the baptism 

occurred before the descent of the Spirit, but it may just 

be to emphasize that the heavens opened while he was praYing. 2l 

This 'opening of heaven,22 has obvious apoc8.lyptic connota-

tions and symbolises the breaking of the barrier between the 

human and the Divine. The rending of the temple curtain 

23 makes a similar point (Lk. 23.45), This opening of the 

heavens and the bestowal of the Spirit is, in a way, a pre-

figurement of the final breakinG of the barrier between 

God and man in the death of Christ and the general outpour­

ing of the Spirit at Pentecost. 

( 18) 

(19) 
(20) 
( 21) 

( 22) 

(23 ) 

Jeremias, op.cit. pp. 76-80 . 

cf. Ez, 37.14, 39,29, 47.3 and Is. 32 . l5ff. 

Creed , op.cit. p. 57. 
The emphaflis in Luke on Jesu s praying is \'Iell known, 
cf. Lk. 5.16, 6.12, 9.l8,28f, 11.1, etc. 

cf. Acts 7.56, 10.1J., and Dunn , op.cit. p. 26. 
I!l Lk. 23.45 the SEcr'le vex'o ,; . 8 used <:.s in the liar kan 
version of the bapt i sm (1.10) , 
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There is a shift of er,1phasis between Nark 2.nd the other 

synoptics in that Nark implies that the whole affair was 

subjective to Jesus (-:"5"" and the voice is addressed to 
, ') 

Jesus, 6v h .. But in l'latthew the heavens open 

which is repeated) and the only refers 

to the descent of the Spirit. In Luke the objectivizing 
.... 

reaches its climax in the descent of the Spirit 6""/""h"-'(:' 

The episode assumes the natur e of a public 

proclamation. In Hatthew the proclamation is made public 

by the third person of the vo i ce (ot t .. .) ?t.t<'; ; '~~S)"C\l) 0 25 

I n both Luke and Matthew the Spirit descends ' on ' Jesus 
""'1 ")/ ( &ii (j,.U(;<N ), r ather than ' to him ' (h.) . o(vccN ) in Hark . 

Taylor almost goes so far as to use this to describe Mark as 

seeing Jesus const r ained by an external power and not an 

i nternal impulse . 26 This seems to be going too far since 
) ) 

a rieid distiYlction between &ii. and h) cannot be made. 
• ~ '\ 'I 'I . 27 In Luke thlS nescent Hi ~1J!isJ lS not just a fleeting thing. 

( 24) 

( 25) 

( 26) 

(27) 

cf. Taylor: St. ~ark, p. 160. 

For a discussion on the dove imagery cf. L. Keck, ' The 
Spirit and the Deve', ;!'i'S, XVII (1970) , pp. 41-67. 
He concludes that no suitable evidence has ever been 
pro~uced to link the Spirit and the Dove, and that tte 
phrase should really be adverbial and ' one should under­
stand it in a ;seneral way as a folk-c0l:1pa:::isol1 bah'een 
the gentle flie;ht of a dove and the way in which the 
Spirit came to Jesus' (p.66i). The difficulty in this 
view is seen by his next remark that 'the early tradi­
tion here is not interested in portrayinc jesus as one 
who was seized by the Spirit ' (p. 67). lt is very 
difficul t to accept this even in j·i ark wher~ immediately 

1 t t th . t' ,- ~ ) ' ) r " , , sUDsequen 0 - e oap l sm to ''''/"vr "'~;:c>J "''' i' 'k''f\ i'1 h) ~'IV 
lJf"J),,-iJ'< • 'rhe best solution seems to be to admit 
ignbrance and to avoid fanciful speculation. 

Taylor, op.cit. p. 160 , ) 
It is posei -Dle that the hl~ is preferred to h ~ 

because of Is . 61.1, '~~";;I""\ "'lj)iV\J 'b.i' ~l't. and also cf. l s. 42.1. 
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\ I I ( I 
Prom this moment on Jesus is ii"'1f1~ "v'7I4Z"~ ,\)-,cv(4 ,1), It 

is then, after the descent of the Spirit, tbat the voice 

proclaims Jesus' Sonsbip. (Dunn may well be correct in 

questioning this as an instance of the bath gol since this 

was associated with the period when the prophetic spirit had 

be en quenched. 28 ) The debate over the original wording of 

3.22 leaves us with no conclusive answer, but what is 

important is the connection made between the Spirit and 

sonship.29 Also, whatever one concludes about the original 

of 3.22, the interpretation offered by the identification 

of the Servant and Israel is important (cf. Is. 42,1). 

It is this which gives a possibl e cl ue to interpret the connec-

between John's baptism and Jesus' reception of the Spirit. 

John's baptism was for the formation of the eschatological 

community - the faithful remnant (which is a similar concep t 

t o the Servcmt of 1saiah30 ) . It i s in this way that Jesus 

i s Israel and the prophecies of the outpouring of the Spirit 

on Israel become fuJ.filled in him (cf. Is. 61.1). 

( 28) Dunn, op.cit. p. 27 . 
( 29) The important question here is wbetber one aGrees I'li th 

Jeremias (op.cit. p. 53ff .) that Ps . 2 . 7 is not referred 
to, and that this is an Hellenistic adaptation of var­
i ants of Is. 42. 1, or with 1-;. Hooker (J esus and the 
Servant, p. 68-73) that the reference is no~ irom 
Isaia-n at all. Both arguments are a littl e shaky: 
Jeremias in that he does not sufficiently exnlain the 
change of Ti,,"'~ to u\ ci ~ and does not deal with the 
addi tion of 61, tJ. at all; Hooker in that she allovlS 
her ar3ument to be swayed by ber central tbesis in 
refusing to allow the servan t songs to be part of tbe 
very early tradition and to refer to Jesus as the 
'true Israel'. The conclusi on of Cullmann ' s (op.cit. p . 
66) seems sound in findinG "the quote to be a version 
of Is. 42.1 with a possible ref erence to Ps. 2.7, 

( 30) The ccnnection is throu~h the concept of 'corporate 
person ali ty'; cf. J.j. Hooker, op. ci t. p, 4"5ff , 
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Luke seems almost to d efer the re a l inauGuration of the 

' time of salvation' to the proclamation at Nazareth , 

placing the temntation story in sharp relief to the desig-

nation of sonship and the bestowal of the Spirit, and to 

Jesus' actual commencement of Ilis ministry. A similar 

point is made by all thre~ synoptics. In Mark , the Spirit 

j.s the background of the ' testinG' (iihf<>7~M.I'YoS , 1.13), 

and the result of the bestowal of the Spirit and tenting i s 

the note of climactic fulfilment in 1 . 15: 
c , ' v ( \' ~I\"" 
o "~d>'(' 0) """' 1.rcl-' I"- l.-v' ~ ~oi. (n /\ h-"" "Al C'~ • 

C{ _ I { 

or-, IlhiA7fWT:<:J...(. 

~Iatthew has 

sliGIJtly lost the dram :.tic nature of Nark by making John 

preach the scune thing (ht. ).2) and by omitting the eschato·-
( 

l ogi cal K. ... ,(-' 0j • A s i mi l a r loss occur s in Luke where 

4.14b-5 marks t i me for the cl imax in 4 . 18-19b. 31 This 

announcement, however, is Luke ' s way of saying 
C 
C> in 4.21). 

In Matthew and Luke , the Q v ersion of the temptations could 

also be taken as reducine; the eschatological nature of I'lark 
)( 

where the ' wilderness ' (rp'1/"-o) ,1.13 ) is probalJJ.y to be 

regnrded as the 'home of evil powe r s ' . 32 The 'wila beasts ' 

are probably to serve a tvroforld purpose : on the one hand 

they emphasize the desola teness of the desert and the force 

of satan , 33 but also, on the other hand, they arc used 

as a Nessianic sign following I s. 11.6- 9. As J er(c)mias 

says: 'Paradise is restored , the time of salvation is 

( 31) Similarly with the theolocical comment of Luke in 
placinG his Genealogy after the oaptism. As has been 
pointed out the Ad,:m christolo{; y here expresBed is a 
featul'e of Luj~ e , I-Iho presents Jesus as the true wan, 
j.n a universal sense, as well as the true Israel, 
cf. Creed, op.cit. p. 59. 

(32) Taylor, op.cit. p. 163 and Jeremias, op.cit. p. 69 

l33) ~his is summarily diomiLsed by Jerenias, i bid~ 
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daVin iDe' • 34 

) 1\ \ 
Luke, chr:racteristically, changes i'iark ' s ,,-vC'I)j 

, _..... "I 
1"0 ·11"r..."1J~ cl.v'i"C\J 

I 
)/ ) 

1-t'it~~b to ii~1? 'Ji ilI{L~"""~, \'Jl1ich is 

This change introduc es 

reinforced by 1J-t--lD &-v 

- / -h"Wr-"L a new element into the 

t C'm ptations , in that now the assault on Jesus ' sonsnip can 

be seen as being defended and repulsed by the Spirit, not 

only by the Spi:L'i t operative through scripture, but intern-

ally in Jesus. 1'he struggle is almost a direct conflict 

between the Spirit of God and that of the devil . There may 

be a parallel between Israel's sojourn i n the desert after 

t he crossing of the Red Sea and i ts entr ance into the 

Promised Land, and Jesus ' temptat ion , hi s 

beginnin g of his ministry. As a Hidrasb 

baptism and the 

on Dt. 6_8,35 

Jesus ' victory over the devi l realizes the promises of 

blessednes s in the inheriting of the promised l and of the 

New Covenant, ie. the Kingdom of God . In yet another way 

J esus i s the true Israel. 

This testing l rather than tempting36 ) had been one of the 

features of the wisdom tradition lcf. Sir. 2 . 1ff), and in 

Qumran testing or sactification was one of the main featur es 

of t be Spirit. 37 As Dunn po i nts out the r e is an inner 

dynamic between the obedien ce (and thereby tcsting) of a 

(34 ) ibid. 

(35) cf. hanson, op.cit. p.43L 
( 36) cf . C.K. Barrett , op.cit . p. Jl . 

(37) cf'. n. 7 above. 
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son and the empowerinf, of the Spirit : 'It is not surprising 

th en that in the account of Jesus' temptations in the 

wild erness ..•••• , the two temptations which are explicitly 

aimed at his consciousness of sonship ..•• are temptations 

to prove his sonship by means of miraculous power' .38 

Traditionally much emphasis has been placed on the voice 

addressing Jesus a t 3.22 combining the concepts of the Nessi~ 

and the Sufferinc Servan t and explaining the t emptations as 

a period when Jesus agonized in I"orking out this new and 

diffi.cul t i dea of r.!ess iahship. 39 But however one exef,etes 

3.22, for Luke it is the Spirit which leads Jesus to his 

und erstanding of the suffering servant, and to the theology 

of Deutero-lsaiah. The Spirit's gUiding power in Jesus 

lead s him to the true way of obedience: no t to the tradi-

t ional interpretation of scripture , but to Uod ' s voice in it . 

Jer em i as seems to be correct in stating that 'all three 

variant s of the story (that is all three temptations) are 

concern ed with one and the same temptation: the emergence 

of Jesus as a po Ii tical hessiah' .40 \'Ie add that it is the 

Spiri t whi ch leads Jesus to reject this temptation and to 

move to new truth which the Spirit had alre ady expressed 

through prophecy in Deutero-lsai&h. 

( 38) Dunn : Jesucl and the~ opirit, p . 66, 

( 39) cf. C.K. Barrett, op.cit. p. 47. 

(40) J eremias, op.cit . p.71. 
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Even wi thin ]~uke one can diGcern a change from the plaiJJly 

political nature of the expe~tation in the birth narratives 

expressed in the 3 enedictu s l l.68-'19),4l to the content 

of 4.l8f, where Je sus clearly does not see himself as the 

' horn of salvation ' (1. 69 ), but as he who announces forgive-

ness, sight and above all the 'acc eptable year of the Lord'. 

The point of change is the baptiom of ,Jesus. lt i s here 

that John and Jesus part cor~pany. ln the last mention of 

contact between John and Jesus (7.18-23), the question of 

the fulfilment of ls. 61.1 ano. the Jewish expectation is 

r a i sed quite explicitly and the answer to the question 

is the miracles of Is. 61.1. Mo reover , 

the answer of Jesus admits that this i s no easy answer , 
.... 

for it contains the stumblin~ block ({. """,,S ... )', 6 Cl.1 , 7.23, 

cf. I Cor. 1.23 and Gal. 5.11). This stumbling block is the 

new thing in Jesus' ful filment of the past , and just as the 

Spiri t is the agent of fulfilment, it is Jesus Tr~lf'P Itv+rrLOj 

who contains what is new . 

The proclamation at Nazareth is a fulcrum in the gospel. It 

is the climax of the gospel to this point and it is the 

blueprint for the rest of the gospel . 42 The rest of the 

gospel narrates Jesus ' fulfilling of his commissioning, and 

every acticn in his mission is in the power of the Spirit 

which is upon him . 

In the actual quotation of Is. 61.1, several pOints deserve 

mention. 45 The Spirit is linked with anointing. This 

( 41) It seems to be al~ost definite th~t the Benedictus is 
inappropriate i.n its pr'e eent sett.ine; and could p c:.:haps 
fit better as the prophecy of Anna, bein ~ inserted 
after 2.38 , cf. Leaney, op.cit. p. 24f. 
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provides a connection wit!l t he newly adapted concept of the 

Davidic kin~ .44 The purpose of the Spirit and the anointing 

i s to 'preach ' (~"'pG-~ [ bO(6~) the good news. 1'he messag e 

of Jesus i s good news of total redemption through the power 

of the Spirit. 

~hft-Y' )45 and 

1 t embraces bealing of bodies ( ?: VCjl A6l) ~,,~ _ 
) \ I ) 1 spiritual release and renewal (O(~AWM) O(lI1~1I)" 

The message of liberation i s summed up in vs . 19 as the 

acc eptable year of the Lord '<: ) \ ( "- '1f" b "-<. t"'cd-v7:oJ 

Thi s must refer to the year of Jubilee and here must take on 

an eschatological meaning . It is cl ear , if not from the 

Lukan text itself, then from the Harkan verse of which this 

i s an exp2.nsion (r<lk . 1.15) , that this is a description of 

t he kingdom of God , and that Luke is clearly stating that the 

t ime of salvatiori has begun. 46 But more than this , the 

( 42) Peter's speech after Pentecost fulfills a similar 
function in Acts. 

( 43 ) The Lukan quotat.i.on is not precisely that of the LJ.:X • 
. The omision of 'cJW.6s"... ..,~) 6"".r .. Cf''j)'''!',-,/Cf\J~ "1" "-"{,Sl ... v and. 
the chanf,e of """~;"~<I-I. to "''1 f~~('-< are not inportant, 

( 44) 

( 45 ) 

( 46 ) 

but the omision of ....... \ Vi"I"'"' ~Vl:o>-iloS&;(--Wj reflects Luke ' s 
awareness of the message of Jesus being good. news. 

cf. Acts 1.6 for how late the Jewish idea of the 
Davidic king l.i.nge red on , even amongst the disciples. 

It is a mistake to spiritualize the meaninc of th is 
phrase as referring, then, only to spiritual insi ch t , 
for thts leaves the whole riessac;e of Jesus missing an 
essential part. 

Lk . t" 22 indicates that the hearers of the speech were 
themselv es not unaware of the implications of this event, 
for ' they were amazed at his words of grace ' . Here the 
use of Ji:.C>'\ seems to be a oi t stronge r than t hp. meaning 
given by Creed (op.cit. p. 67), but it is stil l not 
quite as developed as the Pauline usage or even that 
of Lk . 4.32 and Acts 20.24. 
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salvation is focused in the Person of Jesus. ~his is clear 

from VB. 20b: 'The eyes of all in the synagogue were gazing 

at him' ,47 and by vs. 21. 48 

It has been noted that it is part of Luke's intention to 

place this proclamation at this point, and it is also part 

of his intention to couple this with the rejection of Jesus 

(4.28ff) . This rejection is one of the main themes of 

Acts. 49 It starts off with the almost amused question which 

could be paraphrased: 
, \ ( I 

who do you think you are? (o\};\" "'tDJ 
) \ (:' 
ktv'; I"" '11 c\>"co j, 4. 22) • Jesus ' answer really speaks of his 

exalted position . He is more than a rejected prophet 

(4.24).50 He proclaims the 'acc eptable year' (4.19), but is 

not acceptable (S/Mt-"t~J ) himself . The references to ::Dlijah 

and Blisha both im"ly that he is at l east on e::t ual terms 

wi t h them cmd also that his hearers are as sinful as Israel 

in their time. As Lenney has pointed out , 51 the attempt 

to kill Jesus may be a deliberate parallel to the 

temptation of 4.9. But Jesus' escape reminds the reader 

that this is no ordinary man . He must fulfil his destiny; 

(47) The use of Jr .. J,7w in Luke is interesting and is 
definitely used onl~ on occasions of Breat import, 
cf. Lk. 22.56 , Acts 1.10, 3.4 (not quite as powerfully 
in 3.12), 6.15, 7 . 55 , 10.4, 11 .6. The connection between 
k.·'/c7w and the Holy S:;:Jiri t j.s explicit in ;'cts 13. 9 
(ci. also 14.9 and 23.1 ). -

( 48) The close conn ection between seeing the Ferson of Jesus 
and hearing his messase may be a skilful statement of the 
necessary conn ectionoetween the Person of Jesus and bis 
teaching. 

( 49) This is supremely shown in the movement from Jerusalem to 
Rome, and J:'aul 's movement from the Jews to the Gentiles. 

(50) cf. Lk. 7.16. 
(51) A.R.C. Leaney: pt._+;uke , p. 120. 
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the guidine: hand of the Lord is upon him.52 He is the one who 

has the Spi~it of the Lord upon him; he is the Lord's anointed. 

( 52) This is very similar to the theme of the 'hour ' in John, 
. \'Ihich starts at In. 2.4·, ~"-.) 'if1'oM 7' ::"~"'/'-"'l ) and esp. 
In. 8.59, Vl,Jere the variant of):~ A C ®"etc . is ve1'Y cl ose 
to I,k. 4.30. 
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In the prev.ious chapter the main focus of interest was the 

role of the Spirit in the inauguration of the new ae;e, that of 

Jesus, It was seen how Luke stresses the reception of the 
\ I I 

Spirit by the 1\ ~<lrl} rr~t~JMl.'''..)of 4·.1 and th e similar 4 .14·. \'Ie 

must now examine how the SV"~r'-~ c:JJ 1\"(~/'<!-lD) is operative in 

Jesus' ministry. It was also seen that it is fairly certain 

that Luke has purposefully placed the quotation of Is. 61.1 

in its 
- ~ I 

present position linking the \'''('''/''''1..0/'..:(4.18) with a 

policy statement of his mission. We must, therefore, also 

explore how the Spirit is operative in the fulfilling of this 

prophecy. 

In Mark, Jesus goes immediately after the temptations into 

Galilee and starts preaching (1.14-15). This summary of Jesus' 

preaching is almost hurriedly followed by the calling of the 

disciples. This whole sequence has been expanded in Luke, 

both by an example of Jesus' proclamation of his mission, and 

by deferring the choosing of the f irst disciples (5.1-11) 

until after two miracle stories (4.31-37, 38-41) and a summary 

of the preaching (4.42-44). This first section of the ministry 

closes with the choosing of the twelve (6.17~49). This section 

can easily fall into three subdivisions each of a different 

nature, 4.31-44 could be grouped with the preceding sermon ~md 

rejection. 5.1-11 could be grouped with the other two miracle 

stories (5.12-16, 17-26). The call of Levi marks the beginn-

ing of the second part, introGucing the conflict with the 

J? haris ees. 'l'he two pericopes (6.1-5, 6-11) subseC"iuent to the 

controversy over fasting (5 . 33-39) both follow on the same theme. 

The choosine of the t welve is then follo wed by the teaching 
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section. 

In thi s whole section with i ts three subdiv i sions it may be 

possible to find most of Luke's dist i nctive stresses , remem-

bering always that the whole fal l s under the umbrella of 4.18 . 

One of the first things to note is that 4.31-37 begins with a 
'" referenc e to teaching (~ 1" 3Sf.6 ,<-w v' , 4.31).1 l t thus f orms 

a couplet with the preceding preaching. fhroughout there i s a 

very close connection between preaching and teaching. Here 

4.31 refers to teaching and the chapter ends with reference to 

preaching ( 4.43f.). The result of the te aching is that 

(
' \ I 'they were amazed' t-~"'1TA'166"",(:O ) at it . The r eason for this 

is th e authori ty with which J esus spoke. 2 But it is a lmost 

as an exal'nple of this teaching that we are offere d the stor'y 

of an exorciEm . This strangeness is taken up in Nk. 1.27 

wher e teaching is again l inked with aut h ori ty (:'S""1I1 """'''7 ,l 
i<D-c 

, , 
I (A' c.. 

~ IN 6 .. "''' ). Luke also changes this to i',~ 0 00) """'j, moving the 
) , 'it» /rid-, in t 0 I'lark's next pbrase. The exorcism is a clear 

example of the aut :iOri ty of J esus which hi s hearers also felt 

to be expressed in his 

linked ~ith ' power',3 

teaching. This authority is closely 

which has already been seen. to be conti-

eeted with the Spirit (Lk. 1.35). It is fitting that the 

Holy Spiri t should be operative in Jesus ' victor y over the 

'unclean demons ' . It is thus through the ~~""~ol and the 

!i~VO'rI.S of Jesus , and through the very nature of the s pi ri ts 

(1) 

(2) 

This teachinc; in th e synagogues on the sabbath was also 
distinctive of .Paul's ministry. 

) '\ I l' ( 
Here Luke appears to have changed 11ark to f-V Ii"" <hct- '1'" l> 

),~d<>~ r-tc.;;" 'ihis may well be a .prelude to the str~ss on 
the );0.1 '\ ) 1n Acts (c fo Ch . 5, p. b4· and Leaney, Op.C1t. p. 120). 

') I .. r-./ 
'£h8 distinction iJetween the two terms (l-~cN"'<!- ana O"II~,~L) ) 
is not clear (ef. also 9.1 , 10 . 19 and Bar'rett , op.cit. 11.78f) " 

I 
.. , 
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that we see the Spj.ri t 

e~jJ..1oy 
I I 

at work in Jesus. 4 This work is further 
I 

~0f1'°5 which is a mark of the Spirit in revealed by the 

the nativity stories as well as in Acts. 5 

The distinctive feature of the exorcisms is their christological 

significance. 6 Here the evil demon acknowledges Jesus as the 

' Holy One of God' 7 (4.34, 41). It is this acclamation by the 

evil powers which seems to be the starting point of the 'mess-

ianic secret'. This may be a rather indirect way in which the 

Spirit bears witness to Jesus. This witness is similar to 

that of the baptism (3.22) and the transfiguration (9.35). 

'l'he same surpression of a similar prefession occurs in Feter ' s 

confessi on at Caesarea Ftilippi Oile . 8.30), although this is 

partially obscured by Luke. 8 

The question of Jesus' authority comes to a head in the dispute 

over the authority of his exol'ci sms (11.14- 23 ) . Although 
) I 
il,o-.l6\~ is not specifically mentioned it is cl early i mplied. 

In 4.36 '1,' I \~I Je sus commands £-v ",,<1\0, ~ o,,~ ; in 11. 20 we find 
\ I 

'I cast out demons ~'" S"'I<..""~-..J ()h~ '. A very similar question is , 
put to Jesus in 20.2. Here Jesus ' anSl'ler may , on the one hand 

seem to be an evasion, and on the other, he could be claiming 

his authority to be derived from John's baptism. The sonship 

of Jesus and his authority are especially linked in ,John's 

gospel (5.27, 10.18, 17.2 ). 

( 4) cf. 5.17 """-\ 
6.19 ~"!)L 
and also 

Undoubtedly the idea of anointing 

(5) cf. Ch. 1, p.12 n.26, and eh. 5, p.67. 
( 6) Barrett, op.cit. p. ?7. 

(7) cf. Feter's acclamation in In. 6.69 and also Acts 3.14·, 

( 8) cf. Ch. 4, pp. 42f. 
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which is coupled with the cluster of concepts focuGed on the 

baptinm, is connec·ted with the conferring of authority on the 

kinG. 9 In the case of 11. 20 the Natthean veTsion clearly 

links the Spirit with the power of exorcism and thereby to 

• The Lukan account presents difficulties, 

since one v!ou ld naturally think that Luke would not llave 

missed an opportunity to include a reference to the Spirit. 

The question remains undecided as to the history of this saying. lO 

Whatever the case, it seems clear that one of the areas of 

activity of the Spirit is in Jesus' ministry cf exorcism. 

As has already been mentioned, the healing miracles are also 

S' connect 8d through V" .... ;"\.lS to the work of the Spirit. '£he 

work o f healing is also connected with the preaching of the 

kingdom. II The healinGs (and the exorcisms, 11.20) are 

marks of the presence of the kingdom of God, that is of God's 

rule over all evil powers, which oppress men . Thus, just 

as it was the descent of the Spirit on Jesus which marked the 

inauguration· of the new age, so it is the activity of tbe 

Spirit through Jesus wbich marks the presence of the king dom 

in his works . In coupling 4.43 with the preceding miracles, 

Luke is stressing that the manifestation of the kingdom is 

through both preaching and the miracles of exorcism and 

healing. In this regard the prelude to the sermon on the 

(9) ,Teremias seems to have slightly over-emphasi sed the 
importance of Jesus' baptism by John (op.cj.t. p. ':>9), 
cf. Dunn: J.esus and the Suir; t, p. b4. 

(10) cf. ibid. p. 44ff. Lampe lop .cit. p.ln) thinks it 
possible that Lu::e is using this as an allusion to 
Bx . 8 .19 to strenGthen his Hoses typolo C;Y. Nineham, 
howev er, (op.cit. p.44) thinks that this may be part of 
Luke's elaborate parallel with Deut . and , therefore, may 
refer to·Dt. 9. 10. 

(11) 8.1-2, 9.2, 9.11 , 10.9. 
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plain i s illteresting ( 6.17-19). Here people come to be 

healed, but Jesus uses the upportunity to teach, thus showing 

that he has come to heal on a much deeper level than just the 

physical. The n a ture of Jesus' teaching is also such that it 

can only be obeyed within the kingdom; it is clearly the basis 

for the life of the commuility around Jesus, th e true eschato­

logical co~munity. 

This brings us to the connecti on between the apostles and the 

Spirit. There does not seem t o be any connection between 

the calling of the first disciples and of Levi with the 

Spirit, but before formally choosing the twelve Jesus coes 

'to a mountain to pray' (6.12). The connection between 

prayer and the Spirit has already been mentioned in connec­

tion with 3.21. 12 The placing of the choosing of the disciples 

and the teaching section so close together r1ust be of signi-

ficance, showing ho'll the eschatolocical community is to live . 

The first beatitude in both Luke and l-latthew actually mentions 

the kingdom of God. 

Later these same apostles are given 'power and authority over 

all demons and to heal sicknesses and he sent them to proclaim 

the kincdom and to heal the sick' (9.1f.). The diSCiples are 

given exactly those marks of the Spirit which Jesus has . 

They are to fulfil the same mission as Jesus. In this inst-

ance the return of the disciples from their mis s ion is 

merely reported. In the case of the mission of the seventy 

(two) (10.1-12) there is no reference to the giving of power 

or authority, but otherwise the same features occur. The 

(1 2) cf. Ch. 2-, p. 21, n. 21. 
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reference to the kincd om is made more explicit by the repeated 

)( , \' -'/\~( )13 
~tJ'r'I<.N 7 f<:J..61M"o,r>. -r."v c-t'!N 10.9-11 .' On the return from thi s 

, ~ 

mission, h O\l ever, they report I'I:"C<J.. X"'f") that 'the demons are 

subject to your name' (10.17).14 Jesus then exclaims that 

'he was seeine; Satan falling as lightening from heaven' 

(10.18). Clearly something of tremendous importance is 

s i gni fi ed by this. Vs. 19 marks this section as of a similar 

apocalyp t ic nature as the longer ending of Mark . Bul tmann 

thought that vss. 18 and 19 were not originally connected,15 

but his attempts at explaining this passag e bring us no closer 

to a satisfactory solution. Thetreatment by Conzelmann is 

likewise unsatisfactory .16 He sees the logion's conc l usion as 

a denial that th i s fall of Satan is the end of the struggle. 

This may be so, but it still does not explain 10.18 in the 

cont ext of the mission of the seventy . 

One very interesting feature of both missions is that neither 

of the reports give any details of the mi.ssions j their results 

are skimmed over. The reason fo r this is probably that in the 

evangeli s ts' eyes the events of the missions are completely 

overshadowed by the events of Je sus, and while Jesus ' 

ministry was continuing there is no place for narrating the 

events of the apostled ministry . The presence of Acts makes 

th ese missions of more importance in Luke since they are to be 

seen as preficurements of the ministry of the Church. The 

(13) The problem of the miss i on of the seventy r emains 
unsolved, but it is probably to be seen as dependent on 
the s eventy eld 2rs of Num. 11 . 4-32, who received the Spiri~ 
of th e Lord throu~h Mos es (cf. Leeney, op .cit. p. 176). 
If tbis is so we have B!lothe r inojrect r eference to the 
Spirit . 

(14) For the power of the nane of Jesus in Acts, cf. Ch . 5, pp.67f. 
(15) R. Bul t;nann: f.~ History of tll e S:rnoDtic T;~adj.ti ()n, p . 158. 

(16) Conzelmann, op.cit. p. 107. 
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description of the ministry is riBht and proper in the 

conetxt of Acts , but not in that of the gospel. ~~he role 

of the Spirit in this is interesting . Although the disciples 

are Given .sSv.'t ..... ~...k li,""~for tll eir mission, this is not described 

as the giving of the Spirit until Pentecost. The apostles 

are designate d as Jesus' repre sentat ives - as apostles - in 

the fullest sense in 10.16 . However , this saying is proba bly 

only to be taken to be fully fulfilled in Pentecost. During 

the ministry of Jesus, the Spirit-possession of the apostles 

is clearly different to that of Jesus. Despite the missions, 

the activity of the Spirit is portrayed as being limited to the 

pers on of Jesus. In Acts this is also true , but the person of 

Je sus is made present to all believers through the Spirit. 

In the section Lk. 7.18-35 , Jesus is questioned as to whether 

he is the on e who is to come or ' should we await ano t her? ' 

(7.2 0). In answer to this qu estion he replies in ter~s of 

I s. 35.5, which is similar to 61.1 , thus verifying that the 

miracl es of healing are signs of the fulfilment of the 

messianic time. This fulfilment is brought to focus in the 

contenscious sayings 'the kingdo!!l of God has come/come ne ar' 
\ 

This is a problem which falls beyond the scope of 

this study, but certain solutions must be mentioned since the 

whole question has a speci.al bearing on how one is to 

interpret the Spirit's activity at Pentecost. 

Almost traditionally the debate centres around the me aning of 
4 tl , 

'1M (K-f"" and &-ft).c6'''' and the even more problematic hl(,,~ 17 
• 

The debate about whether the New Testament writers maintain a 

(17) cf. esp. · KUm'llel: Promise ,mC!. Fulfi l rwnt. 
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)} f\ 

dist inction between 100'/l-~" and '1"',0.6~" seems to be inconclusive 

on the linguist ic grounds. lS But in the end the linguis t ic 

arguments seem to be of little importance , since the whole 

Question of the nature of the kingdom of God is determined by 

the t otal framework of New Testament thou ght. Neve r (even 

in Luke) is the thought of a final consummation abandoned . 

All attempts to avoid these references do violence to the text . 

But . at the same time, the presence of the kingdom in some 

form cannot be denied. The modern concensus in scholarship 

seems to be that th e kingdom, both in the gospels and in 

Acts, has a dual nature. At one level it has come in Jesus , 

and at anothe r it is still to come. 19 This ' raises immediate-

1y the question of how we are to understand this tension in 

the teach ing of Jesus ' .20 One alternative is that of 

Conzelmann, who mainta i ns that Luke has made the kingdom into 

a kind of metaphysical enti ty especially by de-historicizing 

the End. 21 He t hen s ees the kingdom which is present as 

'the image ' of the real kingdom, which will only be reali zed at 

the End. thi s so l ut i on seems to be unsatisfactory in that 

Luke never thinks in terms of this kind of pl atonic dualism, 

which must l ead to a form of doceti sm , which will in the end 

spillover i nto the person of Christ. The answer to the 

problem is . surely in th e blatant juxtaposi tj.on of t he two 

truths, th a t the kingdom has come , and is y et still to come. 

Conzelmann i s correct that :Guke us es they Spirit to explain 

(IS) ibid. p. 23ff. finds Erounds for a slight difference 
in meaning . 

( 19) cf . N. Perrin: The Kingdom of God in th e.TeachinG of 
Je sus , p. 159, 

( 20 ) i b.ill. 

(21) Conzelmann, op. cit. p. 113. 
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this dif.ficulty , although Luke may not have been the first 

to do so.22 It may well be that Luke's u se of the Spirit is 

to mark the presence of the kiD!:;dom and the manner of its 

presence . In Jesus ' ministry the kingdom is manifested throuGh 

and in Jesus. This is represented by the Spirit at his 

baptism (cf. Is. 6l .l).ln Acts the kingdom is manifested 

through the disciples . This is subsequent to Pentecost. 

Hut one is still left with the awkward question of this 

present kingdom's relationship with the future kingdom . This 

problem may rest on a slight misunderstanding. If the kingdom 

23 of God is no other than his rule , then the tensi on is not 

nearly so acute , Sill ce the Spirit marks God ' s rule . If 

this is so, the main tension becomes t he tension of mission 

and is not of a metaphysical nature. This same questi on must 

be r eturned t o ill theconclusion of this essay. 

The absence of accounts of the apostolic ministry in the gospels 

is a sinilar problem as the lack of specific reference to the 

Spirit in the g osp els. This is what we might call the 

Spiri t ' s shyness. It is Harrett's conclusi on that this aspect 

of the Spirit can be explained in an analogous way to the 

problem of the messianic secret . Jesus was not just a 

pneumatic wonder worker. The Spirit's function is to 

empower and to reveal Jesus in his true nature. '1'he evanE-;e-

lists are concerned with the true understanding of Jesus and 

not with the Spirit ' s behind-the-scenes work. In fact, the 

apparent absence of the Spirit shows just how much the Spirit 

is transparent to Jesus. After Jesus' baptism the Spirit is 

(22) ibid. p. 136. Conzelmann rej e ct s the Pauline doctrine of 
the ~pirit as such a solution, cf. Ch. 6, pp. 82f~ 

(23) Ferrin, op . cit. p. 163. 
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so intimately connected with him that it is impossible to say 

t hat this is done by the Qpirit and that by Jesus . '1'his same 

closeness of operation is revealed in the Lukan resurrection 

narratives where the Risen Jesus app~rently does the Qpirit' s 

work, and in Acts wher e the Spirit j_s qui te definitely the 

Spirit of the Hisen Lord . 

It was said above , that the Spirit marks God's r u l e. This 

is true but it must always be borne in mind that tl1e Spirit 

and Jesus are inseparable and it is really the conjunction of 

the Spirit and Jesus which marks the redemptive work of God 

and the presence of his kinGdom. 
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CHAPTER .loun: THl;; 'l'RAll.s~'IGUHATI Oli, ASCENSION AND 

PBljTl~COST • 

Each event in t his chapte r really deserves to be dealt with 

separately and at much greater length, but they are here placed 

together to draw out the full extent of their inter-connection 

in Luke ' s thouC;ht. 

It has already been noted how several motifs present in 

Lk. 1. 35 end the baptism of Jesus point on to the Transfigur-

ation. l To recap briefly, these were: 

( 1) The imagery from j<;x . 40,35. In Lk . L 35 there i s )· ii<6/,,-, i6h 

in 9.28-3 6 there is 3&1"'­

and hH>~5N (vs. 34). 

(2) In the bapti srn the voi ce (fWVJ) speaks from heaven (3.22); 
I 

in 9.35 the voice (f~/) speaks from the cloud . 

( 3) In 1.35, 3 . 22 and 9 . 35 there is mention of sonship. 

In the transfiguration story a further related Old Testament 

epi sode is introduced - the giving of the l aw at Sinai. 

The mountain and the glory of the presence of God almost 

necessarily refer to Sinai. These themes all converging on 

this one event show that it is part of the r evealing of Je sus 

as the New Torah, the new Tent of f.'1 eeti:1g, the new point of 

focus in God's relationship with man. It is part of the 

witn ess to the fulfilment of the Old in the New , as is seen 

by the presence of Hoses and Elijah . Their speaking to 

Jesus is symbolic of the Old Covenant preparing the way for 

the event of Jesus, It also works in reverse for the readers 

of the gospel that they, knowing the facts of Jesus, can now 

look back into the Old Testament to find \'That Noses and 

(1) cf. Ch. 1 , pp. 10f. 
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Elijah were sayinc; to Jesus. 2 

In all the synoptics the Transfiguration d i vides the gospel 

bringing the general ministry of Jesus to a close , and markin:c 

the bec;inning of his turning to the Passion i n Jerusalem. 

In Mark it is closely connected with the confession of Peter 

at Caesarea Philippi, and- can be taken as a el i vine - confirma-

ti on of the suffering nature of Jesus I )·lessiaship. The 

whole setting in f11ark is the i mpending suffering of the Son 

of Man , and the need for the disciples to under stand that 

this will be part of their discipl eship (Mk . 8 . 34). The 

Transf i guration i s a c onfirmation to J esus of the rigbtness 

of his re~)uke t o Peter (8.33), and also a divine wor d to 

(
' I > ~ the disciple to accept this rebuke « .... ""t-c[,- 0<.",<,0'\,) , 9. 7 

recalling Dt. 18.15). In Nark a connection is made with the 

Parousia through 9.1 and the 5.mmediate sequel to the 'l'rans-

fi guration - the questioning over the return of Elijah 

(9. 9-·1 3) , 

In Luke the setting is slightly different . l<'ir s tly, the 

actual place is obscure. Luke appear s to have removed the 

ref erence to Caesa rea Philippi preferring Bethsaida (Lk. 9. 10), 

whi.ch may come fr om ~lk. 8.22, and he omits the whole s ection 

3 Mk . 6.45-8.26. Luke has connected the feeding of the five 

th ousand (Lk . 9.10-17) with his version of Peter ' s confession 

giving the fee ding a chri sto logical setting . He r etains the 

f11arkan connection of the confession with suffering but 

omits totally the idea of the Messianic secret. Thus, 

Peter is not rebuked as in Mk. 9. 33, but i s onlyinstructed to 

(2) For )'loses and Elijah r epresentins the whole Old Testa­
ment, a.l1ci for the cor.flation of their identities in 
Judaism , cf. Richardson , op.cit. p. 183, 

(3) For a discussion of the ' great omission', cf. Conzelmann , 
op.cit . pp. 52-5 , 
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to tell no-one (Lk. 9.21). Two fac t ors probably have led 

Luke to this omission. The first may have been an attempt 

to shield Peter, preparing him for his rele in Acts as the 

head of the Church. The second may be that Luke never 

und erstood the Markan difficulty about the Messiahship. This 

arGument is very flimsy since Luke definitely understands 

the disc iple s ' misconception aoout,the nature of the kingdom 

(cf. Acts 1.6 and below). Anyhow. we may agree with Conzel-

mann that for Luke ' suffering is part of the very idea of 

Nessiahship , .4 Luke , by changing Nk . 9.1 to prevent the 

Matthean interpretation and by omitt ing the questioning 

about the coming of Elijah , tends to remove connections the 

Transfiguration miGht have had with the Parousia, and by 

oth er chanGes connects it with Gethsemane (in Luke the Mount 

of Olives) and the Ascension . The former connection does 

not immedL~ t: s!-:r concern us beyond the fact that Luke makes the 

l atter two events occur at the same place and all of them at 

night. 5 There are certai n distinctive features of Luke's 

account which dese rve mention . Luke stresses the Noses 

t ypology by mentioning the shining of Jesus ' face , recalling 

Ex . 34.29. Matthew 17.2 has an even stronger connection 

with Moses , making a similar alteration to Mark. Luke is 

the only evan gel i st specifically to mention the glory 

(J~1~ , 9.31,2), and characteristically thi s glory i s reve aled 

in the changing of his face · while he is praying. (Lk. 9.31-

2 for~a connection with John's gospel through In. 1.14.) 

Further Noses and Elijah speak to Jesus about his exodus 

( 4) ibid. p. 196. 

(5) ib i d. p. 59. 
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\ " f ("Iv ~O'h'" , 9.31). This does not just refer to his 

departure from the earth, but to his whole mi ghty act of 

redemption . In 9.51 a similar meaning seems to be given 

to his l"" ~1/,,' f's. This provides a sure connect ion with 

both Moses ' kssumption and with the Ascension. 6 It is 

pr obably correct to see tbe Transfiguration as an indication 

of the centrality of the Ascension, which is the climax of 

Jesus ' life and the vindication of all his sUffering. 7 

J .G . Davi es has 'Shown how tl1e Transfiguration and the 
8 Ascension are connected. All that is now possible is to 

summarize his findings. He notes the following parallels: 

( 1) Lk . 9.28 
') , .., I 

has "-~'t-F7 instead of olv"fl,//"J in Hark and t·latthew. 
, , 

He shows how 

typology.9 

~\{"~LVvJ i s chare.cteristic of the ascension 

( 2) The two men (~"S(l,)J6o , 9 . 30) appear again in Acts 1. 10. 

(They are also at th e scene of the Resurrection, Lk . 24.4.) 

( 3) Davies sees the exodus of Lk . 9 . 31 compl etely fulfilled 

(
') \ ll, I ') \ 1 , 

in Acts 1.11. "vJ. Af/'.fC<1S' •• h I "'eN oo/, .. V<J"; ) . 
( 4) The cloud is present in both cases (9.34, Acts 1 . 19). 

These are the more important simiJ.arities between the two 

events. A wi der comparison can be made oetween the whoJ.e 

of Lk. 9 and Acts 1 .10 

( 6) 

(7) 

( 8) 

(9) 

C.F. Evans (The Central Secti on of st. Luke , Studies in 
the GOSllels , (ed) D. Nineham , p. 51) f3ee s this as the -
beginning of a midrash on Deuteronomy. 

ibid. p. 59. 
J.G. Davies: He Ascended into Heaven , p. 40f. 

Here Davies is a little neglir;ent in th8.t he does not 
men ti.on that Luke does not actually use this verh in the 
actua l Ascension accounts. Also cf . Lk. 5.19 , 19.28, 
wh er e ~"~f'!-II'''' i.s used where it .Ls not in f.lt/I'Ik , but for 
no real reason (also 18.10, 19.4). 

(10) ibid. p. 186. 
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Accepting the Transfiguration as a prefigurement of the 

Ascension and L S an indication of the centrality of the 

Ascension in Luke ' s thou~ht, we turn to a brief but important 

examination of tile resurrection appearances. It is almost 

a commonplace that in comparison with Paul, Luke ' s theology 

is almost wholly lack.ing in any soteriology. ll The Passion 

forms a necessary preliminary to the Resurrection and the 

Ascension. Once these events have ocurred the Passion tends 

to recede into the background under the importance of the 

Lordship of Christ. It is notable that n ot only is no 

mention made of ehe Spirit in the Passion narratives but 

t here are no hints to his presence at all. The only 

possible exception seems to be Jesus ' prayer at the Haunt 

of Olives in Lk. 22.40-6, where the minister inc; of an 

ange l must surely come cl ose to the comforting work of the 

- I \ Spiri texpressed in the Johannine designation ""' P'" Ie. '1 '<>5 • 

The absence of the Spirit in this period may be due to the 

atonement being ess entially the work of the Second Person 

of the Trini-ty , and perhaps also to the avoidance of any 

kind of docetism which reference to the Spirit in Jesus 

at this staGe could possibly foster . 

It is not within the scope of this essay to enter in t o the 

compl exities of the different resurrection narratives. 

Only several important points which are rel evant can be 

mentioned. It i s obvious f r om several facts that Luke has 

placed his mark on the traditions. )( Sf The two men (o( .. clr<-~ \.10, 

24.4) appear again. The command to go into Galilee (Mk. 

16.7 ) is chan(; ed to a reminder of .the prophecy of the necessi:ty 

for the Son of Man ' s sufferinG an d his resurrect ion (Lk. 

24.6-7). This has the effect of limiting the Resurrection 

appearonees to Jerusa lem. The time-sequence in ch. 24 a l so 
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implies that the Ascension occurred at night (like the 

Transfiguration) on the eve of the Resurrection. The teaching 

about the necessity for suffering seems to be one of the most 

important points Luke wishes to establish. It occurs here, 

24.7, at 24.26 and is i mplied in 24.44-6. Characteristically, 

Luke balances the victory note of the Resurrection with a 

rejection in 24.11 ( cf . 4.16-30). It is this disbelief which 

) \\ - , 
is now overcome by many proofs (IN UOhA <JI \ 'C'~"'1f'a"l), Acts 1. 3). 

The two disciples on the way to Emmaus were still hoping for 

the redemption of Israel, that 

,\ ~/\. \,- 1\ 
v~f~6C7<M. • .w 161""'1'" (a hope which 

Jesus would be the ~ r~-\~wV 

refers back to 1. 68) • Luke 

seems to be reflecting genuine history when he portrays the 

disciples clinging to this hope . He has , however , by changing 

Mark ' s version of the confession at Caesarea Philippi, lost the 

l1arkan ,;;ay of dealinc; wi th this problem . This same hope is 

expressed by the disciples in Acts 1. 6. I n the case of 

24.26, the necessity for the Passion is brought to the mind 

of the disciples by Jesus himself, however not by reference to 

his own words , but by interpreting (S ,I:-//"' ... .."...{, Vol ) the prophets 

and the whole s criptures (vs. 27). This interpret ation is 

descri bed in vs. 32 as Jesus opening the scriptures (3'1""'0-<-v ~';." 

This opening of the scriptures must have a 

cloee connection with the Johannine prophecies of the Spirit of 

truth 
\ - _) 1'1 ' 

('l' o Ti~"r ?I~ "'~(C>'h/l.) ,14.17, 15.26), which 'will lead you 

into all truth ' (16.13). This revelation is continued further 

into waat is obviously c:. Eachari stic setting (vs. 31) , and 

' their eyes were opened, and they recognized him', \{hich leads 

to the classic phrase of Eucharistic doctrine: ' how he was 

made known to them in the breaking of bread ' (vs. 35). The 

(11) cf. Haenchen, op.cit. p. 92. 
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similar 'opening of their minds to understand the scriptures ' 

. in vs. 45 is followed by the command to proclaim ' repentance 

f or the forgivpness of sins for all people in his name ' 

(vs. 47 ). In John this command is preceded by the ' Johannine 

Pentecost ' (In. 20 .2 2). This ambiguity over t he 00h ann ine 

functi ons of the Spirit and the Lukan Risen Christ i s , pe rhaps, 

seen in Acts 1.2. 
(>\ , c , 

Here c)v!>. iiv~~t.,~ ""d1cN can either be taken 

with the preceding ) II ~)_ 'I " 
/'V'1:!;1.A,!J.<.h/<JS "1l'I~ "''''''Hot\ll'I) or with the ""~ 

Does the commanding (?"t ..... A~'-'-HO) ) re fe r to the 

period of Jesus ' ministry or to the teaching period of the 

Ri sen Chri st? The l atter seems to be more l ikely since 

the whole context of the verse i s defined by ~XPL 1~ ~~~~ ... 
Moreover , this vers e i s in contrast wi th what 

is obviously the mini s try of Jesus in vs. 1. It also seems 
'C" ._, t , 

mor e l ikely that the ""'" \l V(~to~ d-d l~ i s to be taken with the 
(, U; \'<; <\ than with the ""s (, S ~M ;,"'-1:n, since t h e <NoS 

li'-X~tI-,o forms a complete clause on its own, and although 

c5.1.. iI"t~""H"5 ~icvCOUld qualify i t it i s more likely that it goes 

with the participle it fol l ows . 12 I f this is th e c ase then 

Luke is saying that the Holy Spiri t was operative in the 

teaching of Christ prior to his Ascension and afte r his Res-

urrection . Not only does this give further evidence for 

r egarding the Ascension as a theological comment on the Res-

u rrection , but it incl ines u s to favour the Johannine version 

of Pentecost . It lTlay be that Luke i s purposefully conf12:Cing 

the ideas of the Risen Christ and the Spirit of Chri st to 

assure the Church that, in the possession of the Spirit, 

th e Risen Christ is · in their midst. 

( 1 2) cf. Dunn: JlEti"m;n the HolI .... iLniri1 , p, 46, who agrees 
that S.;.. U"~""'H:oJ is -:;0 be taken Vii th ,3.v C;I" l-.I.;"....<\"'~ , and 
conti'a !i ~ e'n ch en, IIp . cit. p. 139, who adopts the other 
view. 
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One of the problems of Luke's resurrection stories is their 

obvious tendency to be influenc cd by other stories . This 

is clearly seen by the large number of variant readinGs of 

one kind and another. However these are resolved, there is 

no way of removing the dj.fficul ty of finding things in Luke 

ascribed to the Risen Lord, which in John are prophetically 

ascribed to the Spirit . Not only this, the difficulty is 

inherant in Luke, for all the contact with the disciples seems 

to oc cur on Easter Day and it is on Eas ter Day that they are 

instruct ed to 'wait in the city until you are clothed with power 

from on high' (vs. 49). Yet, in contradiction to this, it 

is forty days after Easter that the disciples are st::'ll 

waiting for the kingdom (Acts 1.6), and the prophecy of Pente-

cost and the command to witness all occur at the Ascension 

rathe r than on Easter Day. It is r emarkable that Lk. 24 

has so many points in common with John,13 whilst the Acts 

accounts seem to contradict Lk. 24 at points , although the 

formal similarities leave no possiblility of regarding Lk. 24 

and Acts 1 as completely different traditions, or as refe~ring 

to different events. 14 

It seems fairly certain that Luke has separated the Res-

urrection and the Ascension for theo l ogical reasons. John 

seems to imply that the Ascension occurs between the appearance 

to Mary ('Do not touch me, for I have not yet ascended to the 

Father', 20.17) and the appearance to Thomas (20 .27 ). 

Davies regards In. 7.39 as evidence that the A scension must 

have occurred before In. 20.22,15 but the glorification of 

(13) If the Emmaus story is omitted in .Luke, and the appearance 
to J1 ary j'la::;dalene in John , Lk. 24.12 , 36-!~9 corresponds 
to ,Tn. 20.3-10,19-22. The two verses Lk. 24.12,40 may 
be included in the text depending on how one resolves 
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J"esus in John is so connected with the actual crucifi.xion that 

it is dubious to argue that in John the Ascension is referred 

to here as glorification. Probably, in fact, the Ascension 

mO.tif in John is so tied up Vii th the Resurrection that it is 

impossible to separate them. The best answer to the Lukan 

16 problem is to regard Luke as re counting the Ascension twice 

to make the point that it serves the dual function of being 

the . triumphal conclusion of the gospel, and then is also the 

necessary preliminary for the beginning of the Church's life 

1'7 at Pentecost. 

The actual story of the Ascension is highly typological, 

recalling the Elijah story (4 Km. 2.11). Davies also notes 

that I Kings 19,8 provides parall els with Luke's treatment of 

the Ascension. 18 It i s this typology which is the real 

answer to Luke's treatment of John the Baptist .19 Jus t as 

Elijah went up into heaven imparting his spirit in double 

measure (J'cil'M , 4 KIn. 2.9) to Elisha , so it is that Jesus 

ascends into heaven and his Spirit is poured out on his disc-

iples. But more than this, the Ascension is the culmination 

------------------~--------------------------.----

(13) (cont.) the problem of Lukan-Johannine interdependance, 
cf. Leaney, op.cit. pp. 28ff, who goes against such 
scholars as Creed, op.cit. p. 294, who see D as the ori ginal 
version. 

(14) For a tabulatiOn of these similarities, cf. Davies, 
op. cit. p. 187. 

( 15) 

(16) 

ibid. p. 50. 

cf. th e variant reading on Lk. 24.51., "d. th Xj, D omi tting 
Av"~ ~wro (.\.\ ~~ 0'-> pd.",lN . 

( 1 7) c f. Dunn, 0 p . cit. p. 4 5 ~ 
(18) Davi e s , op.cit. p. 52ff. 
(19) cf. Ch's. 1-2. 

\ ......... 
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of the vindication of the rejected Son of Man. He is now 

Lord, he is in heaven and Stephen sees him seated at the rieht 

hand of God (j~cts 7.55). He is the ruler of the heavenly 

places and it is his Lordship which is made central by the 

Ascen sion. This Lordship is logically prior to Pentecost, 

since th e Spirit now operates from the perspective of Victory. 

Now the Spirit can be said to have been given absolutely t o 

Jesl.l.s by the Father a nd thus poured out to the people who have 

been saved by Jesus and wbo believe in him. 20 Previous to 

the Resurrection the Spirit appears to be in command of Jesus, 

but the roles are r eversed at the Ascension. Davies shows 

how the Transfigura~ion depic ts Jesus entering the cloud but 

not remaining t~ere; in the Ascension , however , he remains in 

th e cloud of the divine presence. Jesus has finished his 

. . 21 
m~ss~on. 

The Ascension in Luke is crucial in understanding both '1is 

attitud e to the Passion and the Parousia . It has already been 

mentioned that the stress in Luke is on the I' ei gn of Christ 

and not how he became the ruler. Similarly, what is impor-

tant for the disciples is to be saved by the Lord who has the 

Victory and the power to save (cf. Acts 2.21,40,47, 4.12 etc).22 

Also wh at salvation is, is determined by th e manner in which Jesus 

is Lord in the present age. The Ascension a l most co~es as a 

direct answer to Acts 1. 6: 'Are you now establishing the 

kingdom of Israel?' . The future fulfilment of this is 

confirm ed , but also placed completely beyond the knowledge 

of man (1.7). The Jewish hope is placed in direct contact 

with the Holy Spirit (1.8) and with the Ascension (1.9). 

(20) This is t~e understanding expressed by ~eter in Acts 2.3 2-5. 

( 21 ) i.bU. p. 63£. 

(22) cf. Ch. 5, pp.77f. 
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For Luke the ParouF-ia is not unimportant, but it is not 

something which needs to be dealt with at length since the 

final Lordship which the Son of Han will exercise is clearly 

revealed in the Ascension and is pI'esent in the Church througb 

the Spirit. The Ascension is also Dan . 7.13 in reverse, 

and depj_cts to tbe disciples tbe manner of Jesus' return. 23 

This is the Lukan understanding of the Ascension. It ful-

fills the prupose of Jesus' whole life and ministry and is 

the basis for the Church's mission. It is the platform 

for the mission to the whole world (Lk. 24.48) and it is 

prior to Pentecost s ince Pentecost realizes the Ascension 

in the Church and its witness. 24 

In the gospels there is a paucity of possible references to 

a foreseeing or foretelling of Pentecost. Lk. 11.13 is 

almost certainly a Lukan attempt to overcome this. There 

are references to the Spirit as appeari~g as a helper in time 

of persecution. Mt. 10.19-20 stould probably r efer to the 

mi SE ion of the Church as in ~lk. 13.11, thus r emoving any 

necessity for the gift of the Spirit to be part of the mission 

of the disciples. 25 Although they are given ~~~~~ this 

is derivat ive in an extreme way from Jesus. Hk. 13.11 is 

the basic text in this regard, but it is likely that Luke 

preserves the original of this saying in Lk. 21.15. 26 The 

scarcity of these references was part of the problem of the 

previous chapter . In the present context this problem 

serves to highlight the newness of the event of Pentecost. 

(23 ) cf. Haenchen, op.cit. 

( 24) cf. Dunn '- op.cit. p. 

( 25) cf. Barrett, op.cit. 

(26 ) ibid. p. 131. 

p. 

44. 
I! 

151, 

130. RHOC~/' 
ONlY: ' 
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Jesus prepared the disciples for it during the Resurrection 

appearances (Acts 1 .5) by recalling John's prophecy recorded in 

, 27 11k. 1. 8. 

In Luke the gift of the Spirit is inseparably linked with the 

witness of the disciples to Jesus. Th e clothing in power 

of Ll~, 24.49 is for the express purpose of being wi tneL1ses 
I ( f""I'!f''CIJl't-5 vs. 48 ) , and also for the procl amation of 

repentance. This same connection is made in Acts 1 .8 . In 

both of these texts a universal note i s struck. The witness 

is to begin in Jerusalem, but to go to the end of the earth. 

This mission charge seems to have been a fundamental of all 

traditions. 28 I n Matthew it takes the form of a command to 

make disciples of all nations and to bapcize them and t o 

teach them (11t. 28.19-20 ) . Mt. 28 . 18-0 ::-eads : ' all autho :c-i ty in 

he ave n and earth has been given to me ' . This i s the same 

truth that Luke expresses in his Ascensio~ story . It is 

because of the authorj.ty of Christ over all things that the 

mission can proceed . Fur-'er.er , it is because Jesus i s present 

with his disciples to the end of the age (Nt. 28 . 20) that the 

discip l es can be comforted , reassured and empowered for their 

task. This , in Luke , is expressed by Pentecost. Jesus is 

with his Church always controlling , directing and empowering 

i ts mission , which is really just an extension of his own 

mission to the world. 

(27) For the absence of~iiv{' ~ see below, p. 54 . 

( 28) In Hark it is pref.1 ent in the longer ending (Ilk. 16.15-16). 
In John the mission charge is part of his Pen-tecost 
( In. 20.21 ) . 
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Although there is for Luke an insepc.rable co~nection between 

the Ascension and Pentecost, there is one thing yet needed 

to prepare the disciples for this epochal event . The twelve 

have to be reconstituted. The mention of the eleven in 

Acts 1.13 may be to acquaint a reader with the aposto l ic 

circl e if he had not read the gospel, but more likely Luke 

is stressing the unity of the Church in obeying the command 

of its Lord. He also sets the scene for the filling of Judas' 

place. Luke shows tbe disciples waiting in prayer for the 

Lord's promise to be fulfilled. This verse as a whole is a 

warning that even though the Spirit had not c orne the Church 

still somehow shows that it is not uninfluenced by him . 29 

There is a powerful contrast between this verse and 2. 46 , in 

that after Pentecost , apart from anything else, the prayer is 

in the temple , whereas here they are still under cover in the 
\ ( ~ 

upper room (?o <>ii<-,o,,;, eN ,1.13) , 

In the section 1.15-26 the activity of the Spirit in recons-

tituting the faithful r emnant of Israel is revealed through 

Peter ' s leading the congregation to be obedient to the Spirit's 

direction tbrough the scriptures (1.16). This indirect 

leading is also shown in the actual choosing of l-1atthias by 

lot (1.26) after prayer (1.24). This method of election still 

remains something of an enigma. The election was probably 

by the straight casting of lots (cf. I Chron. 26,14) rather 
I 

than by election, which may be indicated by the {,\JY\U.Cf:'h ~L6 19 , 

Haenchen is probably correct that this is used since by it 

the hum an factor is excluo.ed '. 30 It also has the effect of 

(29) The exegesis of this verse is complicated by its appearing 
to be an example of a Lukan ' Eummary', cf. H. J. Cadbury, 
BeGinnin'U!, V, pp 392-·402 

(30) Eaencben, op.cit. p. 162. 
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contrasting the method of obtaining direction from God before 

and after Pentecost. 

In the actual account of Pentecost it is not clear whether the 

'all' (~{'''tI-5 , 2.1) were the apostles or the whole 120 

brethren (1.15). The arGument for the 120 being all filled 

with the Spirit is not as convincing as Haenchen makes out,31 

since Luke ends the previous section with the tw elve, and has 

been at great pains to stress their importance. If now the 

Spirit i s to fallon all the brethren, it is a little difficult 

to know why he has interposed the section 1.15-26 between the 

Asc ension and Pentecost . Further, the twelve apostles are 

mentioned at the end of this section and l end their presence 

a n d authority to Feter's preaching (2.14). On whom the 

Spirit actually descended remains uncertain, for these argu-

ment s are not able to do anything more than render th e case 

for the 120 uncertain . The piling up of metaphors to describe 

the descent of the Spirit is in strange contrast to the 
') ....., ...... 

bapti sm of Jesus , but in both the essential e ,L 'CN <Np'~VcN is 

mentioned. fhe sound like a mighty , rusbing wind describes 

both the force of the Spirit and i ts freedom (In. 3.8). The 
I 

breath/wind (ii',ol ) may \'lell be an intentional usage recalling 

the breath of lif e in Gen. 2.7 (cf. also In. 20.22). Both of 

these metaphors reveal the am-oigui ty in the Hebrew r uach . 

Then ' tongues like fire' appear and descend on those present 

localizing th e descent of the Spirit. Fire si gn ifi es the 

pre sence of God (cf. Ex. 3.2 and Enoch 14.9,10,15). Dunn 

may be correct in seeing the fire of the prophecy of John the 

Baptist in Lk. 3.16 as taken up in , Jesus' death. 32 This 

(31) ibid. p. 167 

(32) Dunn , o:9 .cit. p . 42. Barrett, op.cit . p. 125 takes the 
nlor~ trQl1itional Vi8W seeing "the ' tongues of fir e ' as the 
ful filment. 
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seems to be indicated by Lk. 12.49f. This Lukan insertion 

may well be an attempt to ir on out tllis difficulty, because 

Acts definitely seems to reflect the Markan version of Lk. 

3.16. 33 But the fire here also has a sense of purification 

as does the metaphor of the wind. 2.4a is a summary of what 

has happened, showing that these images are descriptions of 

a deeper reality lying behind them, a l though Luk e character­

istically regards the whole episode as an objective reality.34 

The same verb is used as in the nativity stories (l-UA~b~t~ol.v' ), 

but the context shows that this event is not to be regard ed 

as of the same nature as its precursors. 

Much s cho l arly ink has been spent on the next happ ening -

the speaking in tongues. It is c l early a sign that something 

all - important has happened . That this phenomenon is directed 

by the Spirit deserves more attention that it has been given 

( 2.~c) . The importa~t thing is not to try to understand or 

to rationalize it, but to see it as a sign that the Spirit 

has so entered into the disciples that his control springs 

out of the v e ry wells of their existence. Truly, they now 

have a new heart wi thin them . From now on the preaching and 

the deeds of the Chur~h are g overned by the Spirit . 

>- (" ~ 
Th ere is no real reason for re j ecting the lcsv c)"',", of 2.5,35 

The omission in X may be an attempt to universa lize Pentecost 

even fUI,th er. The reversal of the curse of Babel (Gen. 11.1-9) 

is a most likely inference, 36 but it seems unlikely that I ,uke 

is interested in streSSing whether the hearers of the '.speak-

( 33) 

(34) 

(35 ) 

Cf' 
~ . 

Cf' 
~ . 

Acts 11.16 an.d 19 . 1-7, 

B~~~inDinKQ , IV, po 170 

contra K~ JJ8.ke, ~-)l? g inni~li§' V, p. 

(36) contra ~aenchen, op.cit. p . 174. 

113f, 
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7.7 ing in tongues' were Jews of the dispersion or Gentiles.) 

It is true that the conversion of even some of such a poly­

glot crowd would spread the ESospel to the ends of the earth, but 

the actual miracle is the breaking down of barriers by the 

Spirit in the proclaiming of the Gospel. It i s through the 

Spirit that men everywhere, no matter what their culture or 

language, can hear the witness of the Church to Jesus. Yet 

again, Luke introduces his rejection motif (2.13) and Jesus 

as a 'two-e dGed sword' (Heb. 4.12 and Eph. 6.17). This 

prepares the way for a major concern in Acts, the passing of 

salvation out of the hands of the Jews into the Church. 

Whereas the poin t of conflict was first the Person of Jesus 

(Lk. 4.29), and then the resurrection of Jesus (Lk. 24.11), 

now it is the presence of Jesus in his Spirit in the Church 

(Acts 2.13). 

One aspect of the Spirit's activity foretold in the Old Test-

ament has not been sufficiently elaborated. Both in Lk. 

1.35 and the TransfiESllration, and a8ainin the Ascension, there 

was reason to refer to the cloud overshadowing t he Torah, and 

declaring the presence of God to the Jews in the desert. 

This typology gives us very good reason for regarding Jesu s 

as the Hew Torah, being in a sense overshadowed by the Spirit. 38 

Bearing this in mind and turning to the prophecies of both 

EZekiel and Jeremiah, where the implanting of the law in men ' s 

hearts is part of the promise for lsrael's time of blessedness, 

it is probable that Pentecost is regarded as the fulf ilment of 

these prophecies. This is almost made a certainty by Luke's 

placing of the event at Pentecost , . or the feast of Weeks, 

(37) ~ .Knox: The Acts of the Anostles, p. 83, reveals the tension 
which exi::n:.s bet\'l:Jen t-tle'Io$vtL,,1t.1\ (2.5) and c:.:.ll the 
different lanfuac;es , but H9.en chen is stret ct!inr::; the 
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which had become the feast of the giving of the law to Moses 

on Mount Sinai . 39 

Just as the Ascension was an answer to the Jewish hope of a 

kingdom, so is Pentecost. Fentecost is the fulfilling of the 

, Lk. 24.49, Acts 1.4, 2.33). To the 

Jews th e promi se must refer to th e promis e to Abraham, that 

is God's Covenant with Abraham lGen. 17.1-10). Paul sees 

thi s promise fulfilled in Jesus and the reception of the 

benefi ts of the promi s e through th e Spirit (Gal. 3.14). As 

has been mentioned, it is difficult to find a precise promise 

of the giving of the Spirit in the ministry of Jesus, but the 

whole of scripture in its movement towards the promised 

redemption of God's people comes to it s fulfilment in the 

("Jl' ...... .::..1... 40 appropriation of redemption thrOUGh the gift of the u, d. V. 

The conviction that Pentecost is regarded as the fulfilrrent 

of all that has been promised is strengthened by Peter identi­

fying it as marking the beginning of the 'last days ' (2.17). 

This addition to the Joel prophecy alters the whcle perspective 

of eschatology. Here Ive mus"t go against Haenchen, 41 who 
< I 

, ~).J 1 .... '['<'<j 
believes that the original was not ''''''''''1 .... " .. ""'l', O'..lt13 ' s ; .... 1-".\ 

I 
1''''''1:''-. ,being similar to the LXX of Joel 2.28. This does 

not seem to be at all likely on textual grounds , but it is 

(37) (cont.) eVloence Vlhen he insists that Pentecost does not 
have elements in it which prefigure the breakthrough to 
the Gentiles. cf. Ch. 5, pp. 76f. 

(38) cf. Knox, op.cit. p. 81f. 

(39) cf. Dunn, op.cit. p. 48f. for a justification of this 
point. 

(40) ibid. p . 47 . 
(41) Haenchen, op.cit. p. 179. 
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impossible to really a ssess Maenchen ' s argument, not having 

access to the article referred to. If the Church is really 

in the l .<lst days , then Conzelmann is correct in regardine; 

salvation as beinG in the past and hoving to be appropriated 

in the present. 42 That the Church is in the last days, and 

that salvation has already occurred, does not remOVe the 

necessity for an end of the period of the last days. 43 

The Joel prophecy provides a serious problem since it is not 

fulfilled as Peter seems to indicate. At Pentecost the ' sun 

does not turn into darkness ' or the ' moon into blood ', yet 

the Spirit is poured out on ' all flesh ' who have 'called upon 

the name of the Lord and been saved'. It remains a problem 

for us as to how Luke could have thought of this whole 

prophecy as be ing appropriate . Could it perhaps be that Lu£e 

got a little carried away by the all too perfect 'I will pour 

ou t my Spirl i.' (2.1 7 ,18) , and included the more apocalypti c 

2.19-20 to conclude the quotation wi.th another );lOtif of Acts: 

'and everyone who calls upon the name of the Lord will be 

saved' (2.21)? The only other solution appea.rs to be to 

separate the quotation into that which is fulfilled and that 

which is not, and refer the latter to the future. 44 The 

difficulty with this is that it is an artificual distinction 

fo reign to the text and removes too much text from the 
~ I 

"!<N"tO of 2. 16. 

cf. Ch. 6, p. 83. (42) 

(43) 

(44 ) 

For Luke ' s eschatology, cf. Ch. 6, pp. 81-84. 

This leads to the unsatisfactory 
ptic element as ' stage effects'. 
favoured by Dunn, op.cit. p. 47. 

rejection of the apocaly­
This is the solution 
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It has already been pointed out that there is probably an 

intentional parallel batl-/een Peter ' s speech and J enus ' proc-

lamation at Nazareth . However, the prophecy from Joel is 

probably not meant as a parallel to Is . 61.1, except perhaps 

for the promise of salvation which is here in 2.21 ,40 (with 

a r eference to Joel again in 2.39), and in 2.47. Just as 

Je sus ' mission began with a speech , so does the witness of 

the Church. A major difference between the two is that the 

witness of the Church is to t he victory of Jesus and what Luke 

stresses i s not r ejection but the r apid growth of the infant 

Church (2.41,47). The new age of the expansion of Christ ' s 

rule has begun. The Joel prophecy is dr amat ic enough to comn-

t::nt on th i s chan:;e in the dynamic of history , even though i t 

may be dramilU. c in the wrong way. 

As has been mentioned,45 Jesus' bapt i sm is in a way parallel 

to Pentecost . As the Old Testament prophecies of t h e out-

pouring of the Spirit are f ulfill ed i n him, so , through him , 

they become fulfilled in the communIty established by him. 

This outpouring marks the beginning of the Church . In Acts 

this is made especially clear by the election of Matthias preced-

ing Pentecost, 
to 

life pri oI'/\ and 

and by the difference of the preaching and Church 

after Pentecost . It is possible to say that the 

foundation of the Church in the proclamat.ion of J esus' Lordship.46 

It i s this procl amation which is the direct result of the descent 

of th e Spirit , and so it is the Spirit which brings the Church 

into beint: . 

(45) cf. Ch. 2, p. 21. 
(46) ef!, . H. Kung : 1h8 Church, p. 80: 'With this affirmation of 

f a i th (in JeE:.us ' Lordship ) a new communi ty is born .' 
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These early chapters of Acts mark the transition from J"esus 

as the fulfilment of prophecy, to the Church receiving this 

same fulfilment through Jesus. }1entecost marks the event of 

the realization of this fulfilm ent in the life of the Ohurch. 

For Luke in a very real sense all is now fulfilled, and what" 

remains is to narrate the activity of the Spirit in the mission 

of the Church, and how th e fulfilment of all things in Jesus 

and the Church is realized in the world. 



- 61 -

CHAPT I~R FIVE: THE HOLY SPIRIt.!' El THE f iIIHSTHY OF 

THE CHURCH . 

\'Ie have a l re ,' dy noticed the c entrality of the mission command 

of the Lord to his diSCiples ( Lk . 24.48 , Acts 1.8) and its 

connection with the Holy Spiri t. l Vie have no\'l to expand on 

just how Lu::e por trays the Holy Spirit as the g~>J d.JA\S ena-oling 
, 

the discipl es to be r.}.i'~ " I.C-) • As we have seen , the event of 

Penteco st is itself a witness both to the apost l es and the 

Jews . Peter can say in answer to questions evoked by the 

p ouring out of the Spir.i t that , ' this is that which was wr itten 

by the prophet Joel ' (2.16) , and he can use this as the 

springboard for the r est of his sermon . Later Peter can 

link the witness of the disciples with the witness of the 

Spi r it ( 5 . 32 ).2 Part of t h e probl em i n deal ing with t~is 

wi tness of the Spi r it i s that in many ways the Spirit se ems 

to op erat e in the backGround . I n this way there are many , 
parallel s with the Spi rit in the mi~i stry of Jesus. Fo r 

example the vitness of the Spirit to the r eign of Jesus at 

Pentecost does not seem to h,ve be en a regular or essenti a l 
I 

pe_rt of the pr imi ti v e preacning ( 1''1 ~ VO)-'-dl.). Ref erence to the 
~ I 

Spi r i t as a \'I_l tness in this sense only occurs in the ,-"",,'t o of 

2. 1 6 , 2 . 33 and 5.32. When Peter is questi oned ' In what power 

or in wh at name did you do this?' ( 4 . 7) , he, 'filled with th e 

Spirit' (4. 8 ), di d not r ep l y: ' In the power of the Spi rit 

and in the n ame of Jesus '. His reply wa s sol ely in terms 

of tbe vindicat i on of Jesus , ' He whom you crucified .. . God 

has raised from the dead ' (4 .10). In a similar vlay to 

, 
(1) Ch . 4, p.52. 

(2) cf . p. 64 below. 
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chapter three we must aGain try to explain this shyness of 

the Spirit and how th e Spirit is actually present in every 

part of the Church ' s lif e placing Jesus in the forefront and 

centre of the Church . 

To do this the activity of the Spirit is to be dealt with und~r 

the fol lowing heads, which at points are not mutually exclu-

sive: 

( a) Tile preaching of th e C"hurch . 

( 1:» The signs and wonders done in the Church. 

( c) The Spirit and the Name of Je sus . 

( d) The Fulfilment theme . 

( e) The Spirit i n the life of the Church. 

( n The Spirit as the direc t or of the Chu rch ' s mission . 

( g) The Spirit and bapt i sm . 

( h) Glossolalia. 

( 1) Conclusion . 

( a ) In every sermon , 3 with the exception of Paul ' s sermon at 

Lystra (14.15-17) , the central part or climax is Jesus as 

Christ or Lord. 4 These references show how Luke regards tbe 

( 3) 2.14- 36,38-40: Peter at Pentecost . 
3.12-26: Peter in Solomon's portico. 
tf.8-12 : Peter before the SanhedrLn aG a result of tile 

healing of trle laIr,c man. 
5.29-32: :Pete r before tile S2nhedn.n because of disobed-

ience over ceasing to preach. 
7.1-53 : Stephen oefore the Sanlledr:Ln. 
10. 34-43: Peter to Cornelius and his h~usehold. 
13.16-41: Paul at Anti,och of Pis idia. 
17.22-31: Paul at Athens. (This is ,,1. possible exception , 

at least the Resurrection is mentioned.) 

( 4) cf. 5.42 , 8 . 5, 8 . 25, 9.20 , 11.20 , 1 5. 35,36, 1 6 . 6, 17 , 3,31 , 
18,5, etc. 

'. 
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activity of the Church to be solely the spr ead of the Gospel 

of Jesus, which is the same as the word of the Lord. Acts 

can, indeed, be regarded as the history of the word of the 

Lord, and how it is accepted and rejec ted. Acts ends with 

Paul ' preacllinG the kingdom of God and teaching about the 

Lord Jesus Christ' (28,31). This is significant. · ~'rom 

this it is an easy step to see that Luke reGarded preaching to 

be the essential constitutive element of the Church. This 

preaching is linked with the Spirit by Pentecost. The Church 

is founded by the Spirit ' s descent on the disciples, and after 

Pente cos t this event is manifested through preaching. '1'hi s 

connect ion between the Spirit and preaching i s made quite 

explicit in the pr'ayer of the Church during persecution in 

Jeru salem (<i. 2?) . What is essential to the Church is that 

their Lord should 'give La (hi s ) servant that they may speak 
\ I I 

( his) word with all boldness' (rv-t .... ""'fl1 6 , ... S '''''6,] 1 ) • They 

also ask for the Lord ' to stretch out your hand to heal and to 

do signs and "lOnders through the name of your holy servan t Je sus ' 

(4.30) • The answer tc both of these requests is almost a 

second Pentecost. 'They were all filled with the Holy Spirit', 

and this results in tbeir speaking the \,ord of God with 

boldness ,5 Clearly , the confidence and the preachin[S are 
I 

the result of the power of the Spirit. ""-ff'1 6,c:(. and ti"'(f'1':;'~7~/I..."'l 

are favourite words of Luke and can be seen to be part of the 

fulfilm ent of the prophe cy that the Spirit will b~ given to 

the disciples in times of pers ~ cution lLk. 12.12 and also 

11,13) • The Tic/.rl"it{.. of Peter ahd John before the Sanhedrin 

(4,13) is an examp l e of thiS.ird..ff'1r.~7'l"'L is use d to eles-

(5) cf. 4,8 where Peter is 'filled with the Holy Spirit' 
when he preaches; als o, Apollos is 7/ ~''''''' T:' ii·:<t .... r~ in 18.25. , / 
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cribe J:'aul's preaching at Damascus (9.27,28); it is linked with 

the word of God in 13 .46; in 18.26 and 19.8 it is linked with 

testimony in the synagogues; and in 26.26 Paul stands before 

Agrippa. There is also the boldness/openness of Paul's preaching 

in Rome (28.31). 

That the Spirit is responsible for the inspiration of the 

preaching about Jesus is further evidence that the Spirit's 

main function is the revealing of Jesus as the Christ. 

The nature of the prcaching of the Church is that it seems 

almost to liberate the Word, which then acts of its own accord. 

In this way the ChuI'C~h is very conscious that its mission is 

the work of the Spirit, that is, it is God's action, not their 

own. Perhaps the most obvious example of this attitude is 

4.29f. It is also revealed in 14.3, where the 'Lord wit-

nesses to the Word of his grace '. This freedom of the word 

is seen in the results of the preaching. The reaction of the 

hearers is always to the word preached and only secon61y to 

the preachers. In 2.37 it is the word h eard which cuts them 

to the heart. It is after this that they turn to Peter for 

. the answer to " :that shall we do?'. This is also true of 

5.33 and 6.54. The disciples remain witnesses to the word 

and never become the centre of attraction , except as the focus 

of r ejection. We can see that even though the Spirit has 

been given to the ChUI'ch it remains the Spirit of the Lord 

and is only the ChLlrch's possess ion while it is obedient to 

the Lord . This is quite clear from 5 . 29 and 5.32. The 

Spiri t' s sepa.rat.'.on J.I'o m the Church. is revealed in the story 

of Ananias and Sapphira. The C:lmrch is to r ecard the Sp_iri t 

vl.i th awe sinc e it is not its po ssession but is the agent of 
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Jesus' Lordship. 

deaths is 

'Che result of Ananias ' and ::>apphira's 

'in the whole Church,.6 

The ::>pirit is also connected with the preaching in the con-

versi on which follows on thc preaching. In Peter's reply 

to his questioners he utters a command and a promise. 7 

Although Luke does not work it out, it is clear that here a 

twofold operation of the Spirit is presented. ]<'01' it is 

the viOrkin .:; of the ::>piri t in the preaching which brings the 

convert to the necessary action so that he can receive the 

Spirit of Promise . 

The importance of preaching can also be seen from the theme 

of the spreading of the word. 8 These referen ces aften occur 

in a concluding sentence of a summary nature, eg o the summary 

of 9.31. Here the Spirit is linked with 'comfort ' or 

'exhortatior. ' (tt"'~""'>"lb'5). 'rhe phrase ).~do5 il",~\<.A16 ~-W~ 
occurs also in 13.15 . In Lk. 2.25 reference is made to the 

il .. ~0.1b>5 '?c~ 'It,'~''1~' which probably is an allusion to Is. 

40 .1 and 49.13 . The usage of the word in Acts has obviously 

close connec tions with the Johannine use of iT"'~v.Ar.S. In 

the case of 9.31 the genitive may be either subjective or 

objective. 9 In either case it may be that here we have a 

further connection of preaching (this t ime within the Church) 

and the ::>pirit. 

~ \ I 

(b) The 'V'M ~ 't<-i""· i:'c;.. have been shown to be given by the 

Spirit as part of the witness of the Ohu1'ch ,lO 

(6) cf. also (b) p. 67 below. 

(7) cf. ( C) pp . 77L below. 

The 'signs 

(8) The >'~ao~ t'w ",-ue(O\1 is a tcchnical phrase in Acts corresponding 
to the I'larkan '-':;"'~lr'!.).'''''' 

(9) cf . Bruce: TIle Acts of the Apostles, p. 209. 
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and wonders' (toe;ether wi th ~"\I':'r'''''~) are part of what Peter 

regarded as evidence for Jesus' l·jess iahship (2.22). They 

are an essenti.al part of the Church's life. ll The healing 

miracles are also regarded as signs,12 which are even recog-

nized to be such by outsiders to the Church. In the case of' 

14 .3, the signs can be seen to be given directly from God 

and as such are never the possession of the Church (c f . also 

4.30) • 

t 
As the word <:'1'1-) indicates, a difficulty exists in that the 

wonders can very easily be just wonders with no real signifi-

cance. People can just 
, t 

be amazed (~~l6<'If'1 ) in the way that 

Simon attempted to amaze the Samaritans ( 8 . 9 ). I n this sec -

t · I k h b bl Id d t . ddt t d' t . 13 lon N . e as pro a y we e wo ln epen an ra l. lons . 

Th e result is to link Simon ' s seeking after a way to cause 

wonder, and the Holy Sp i rit. His rebuke and his repentance 

show clearly how the Spirit cannot be reduced to the l evel of 

a wonder-maker. It is interesting how ~hilip ' s preaching 

and doing of wonders brint;s many to faith , but in th e CS,s e 

of Simon, Luke specifically links Simon ' s belief and baptism 

VIi th the signs and miracle s . Simon obviously fel l into the 

trap of trying to use these wonders for his .own self-glorifi-

cation. Luke ma~' have slightly obscured thi.s by sa:r ing that 

Simon des ired the power to confer the Spirit , and it may be 

one of Luke's adaptations of the traditions in t he process of 

editin£,:. This same misunderstandillg of the nature of the 

miracles, thei r reduction to Helleni.stic magic , i s seen in 

(1) 11 . t ' f - ,I , {' · t o l' c con.Junc 'J,on 0 6i,",hlt. , ... :... ~/-p.;.r:o', 18 a ~avourl ,c eX31res -
sian of Luke, and occurs els ewhere only at Mk. 1 3 . 22, 
Rom. 15.19, II Cor. 12.12, J.1 ';.' hes. 2 . 9 and He b. 2.4. 

(lJ.) cf. 2.43, 4.::50, 5.12, 6.8 , 7.36, 14.3, 15.12. 

(1 2) 4 .16 ,22, 8.6,13 . 
(13 ) cf. Haellchcn, op .ci t . p. 307. 
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Paul's conflict with Elymas l13.6ff) and the sons of Sceva 

(19.11ff.) • 

, 
The result of the miracles is always to induce awe (1o~v or 

I 
8d.f'-fOS) , which is directed not so much at the miracle as at 

the hand of God at work and at th e J"ordship of Jesus . In 

the case of Peter's healing of the lame man ( 3 . 1- 10), the 

healing is done specifically in the name of Jesus of Nazareth 

and the r esult is that ' they were all fil l ed with fear and 

astonishment' (3.10) . 14 In this case ( and presumably in 

many oth er cases not narrated by Luke) this reaction gives 

Peter an opportunity for preaching Jesus as the agent of the 

miracle. 

Apart from this use of the miracles , namely to witness to 

Jesus rather than to the agent , Luke does not really distinguish 

in any way betlyeen the professional wonder- workers and the 

apostles . This together with his use of 'tongues ' has led 

some to believe that he presents the work of the Spiri t i n 

a rather deficient way.15 While this is true in some res-

pects , it is already emerging that it is doing Luke an in just-

ice to refer to his treatment of the Spi r it in th i s manner. 

( c ) The Spirit and the Name of Jesus have already been 

mentioned as linked in the Sanhedrin ' s question to Peter , 

' In what power or in what name did you do this?' (4.7 ). 

It is not true that the use of the Name ~f Jesus replaces the 

Spiri t. The connection is ceeper than this. Peter's answer 

would have been correct if he had replied in terms of the 

( 14 ) ~~fOO) as a general characteristic of the Church , see 
2.43, 5.11, 9.31; a:1.d as a result of a mj.racle, 5.5, 19,17. 

(15 ) ego C.W.H . Lampe: Tlle Seal of the Spirit p. 50 
f t ' " . ' " re ' ers 0 a ra~n er unaevelopeu 'ru~cn'conception 

of the Spiri t,' 
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Spirit, but this answer could be of no avail to those who had 

not come to terms with Jesus himself. They would fail to 

see that the Spirit is the Spirit of Jesus, and can only be 

approached through the acceptance of him. Hut more than this , 

it is impossible for the Spirit to be invoked in the way the 

Name is, since it is Jesus ' victory over evil and his Lordship 

whichare being claimed. The miracle is totally dependent 

on this . Hut the presence of the Spirit in the Church means 

that where the name of Jesus is invoked (or magnified , 19.17), 

there the Spirit is operative , since both are modes of express-

ing Je sus' presence in his Church . The connection becomes 

even stronger when the Ascens i on is taken to si gnify the 

absence of the Lord and yentecost as his presence being 

manifested by the Holy Spiri t in a different form . The 

presence of the Lord in his Name must be related, then, to the 

Spirit. The ambivalence in Luke is due to his not being 

concern ed with such systematic issues as we are bound to raise. 

This relationship must be raised again when we turn to the 

quest ion of baptism . 

(d) The theme of fulfilment has been an almost constant 

refrain throughout thi s essay. In Acts, the proof from 
( 

scripture is part of the "''1r·~r and is basic to the Church's 

proclarnat ion. 16 Ihe inspirat ion of th e Spirit in the forma­

tion of the scriptures is reflect ed in 1.16 and 28 .25, and is 

t aken for granted everywhere where referenc e is made to the 

Old Testament. That the activity of the Church is in accor-

dance wi.th the voice of the Old Testament is proof that it is 

the same Spirit at work, which then looked forward to Christ 

and n ow is active in the manifestation of his rule on ea,rth. 

The Spirit is also operative in the interpretation of these 

scriptures. In Stephen ' s speech (7.1-53), his lengthy 
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interpretation of the Old Testament history is the work of 

the Spirit . He is not only ' filled with the Spirit ' (6.5), 

but his preaching is so effective that 'they were not strong 

enough to withstand the wisdom and the Spirit with which he 

spoke ' (6.10). ~he climax of his sermon before the 

Sanhedrin is his accusation that they have not l istened to 

the Spirit and that they ' oppose the Holy Spirit ' (7. 51). 

It is by tbe Spirit that Stephen can understand the Spirit ' s 

own voice in scripture and also have the power to obey the 

law as r evealed by the Spirit (7.53). 

A similar interpretati on of scripture occurs in the case of 

Philip and the Ethiopian Eunuch. The change from the 

' ange l of the Lord' ( 8.26 ) to the Spirit (8.2 9) probably has 

no s i gnificance , 17 but tb e connection between the Spirit 

( 8.29) and the reading of Is . 53.7-8 probably does. Just 

as i n Lk. 24.27 where the Risen Lord opens the scriptures 

revealing himself, here the Spirit in Philip ' preached Jesus 

t o him ' (8.35). The Spirit ' s presence in the whole episode 

seems to be made clear by the Zzekiel type disappearance and 

transportation of Philip (8.39). 

At Antioch of Pisidia Paul is asked if he has 3. 'word of 

) for the people ' (13.15). 

This word turns out to be the interpretation of the scriptures 

showing Jesus as their fulfilment (13.23), and he uses many 

proof texts to establish his point (13.33-41). Ind eed this 

pattern seems to have been the substance of l'aul's missionary 

(16) cf . u.H. Dodd: The fnoRtolic Prpachin~ and It s Develop­
!Q..rtnts , (New Edition, 19H), p . 21i . 

(17) For a discussion on angele and the Spirit, P. 73 below. 
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work in the synagoGues of the Dispersion. (Th ere is also 

the case of Apollos 'b eing able in the scriptures' (18.24 ),) 

It i s the Jews ' rejection of the Spirit 's voice in the scrip-

. tures that forces Paul to turn to the Gentiles (13.47f), 

(e) The S~ i rit is clearly at work in the very life of the 

Church, forming a new co~munity which itself is a witness to 

Jesus. The immediate result of Pentecost is the sharing of 

all. possessions (2.44f.). Thi s breakdown of llUman barri ers 

is a continuation of the breakdown of the l anguage barrier 

in the glo ssolalia of Pentecost. It is a clear sign of God ' s 

rule. 18 Th' · t l S unl y of the Church cont inue s into its worship . 

' They continue zealous with one accord (';,roB"r~ ) in the 

temple ' (2.46). And t h e f irs t evidence of distinctive 

Christian worship is prpsented in the 'breaking bread in every 

house' . In 2 . 47 the praise of God ' finds favour <x~,v') 

before the whole people } Tbe whole life of the Church , its 

sharing of possessions , its worship and general deoeanor , 

result i n the Lord 'adding dai l y those being saved ' ( 2.47). 
I 

The ~ofoS of every soul (2.43) which the Spirit creates, is 

used to further the gospel . 

In another sum~ary of the Church' s life ( 4 . 32-37 ) the witness 

to the resurrection of ~he Lord Jesus (4.33) , is linked to the 

unity of ' heart and soul ' (4.32) among th e. whole mu l titude 

of believers. This unity of 'heart and soul' i s supremely 
/ 

expressed in the word .... "'''\-.)v'o. . Actually i ts only occurrence 

in Acts is in 2 . 42 . Here it does not refer to the sharing 

of pos session , which is mentioned in 2 . 44, but to the much 

wider unity whi ch was the result of the common sharing of the 

(18) This comrunalisPI haH a clear 
community, a~d :nay \'Jell h :l ve 
part of the ' l<: c t tl.ays'. 

parallel i)) th e QU'llran 
oeen rf~~arued as a ne ce:sary 
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Holy Spirit. Probably both possible interpretations of 

II Cor. 1 3.14, the fellow ship with the Holy Spirit , and the 

fellowship caused by the Holy Spirit , are incorporated into 

2.42 (cf. also Phil. 2.1) .19 

Apart from these early referen ces to the Church , Luke does 

not spea}: much of the Church , revealing that his main concern 

i s not the establishment of an organization , or even a body 

of beli evers , but the spread of the gospel from which the 

Church is a natural corollary . 

I n Chapter Three we noted Luke ' s stress on prayer and i ts 

connection with ~he Spirit . The same is t r ue in Acts . The 

p rayers of the Church are part of its l i fe . They are i.nclu-

ded i. n the summary stater.Jent of 2.42 ; t h ey are an essenti.al 

part of the Apostoli.c offi.ce along wi.th ' the min i stry of the 

Word ' (6 . 4) ; the Church as a body prays for strength (4 . 23 - 31). 

At almost every occasi.on when ~ui.dance i.s needed the Church 

prays and answer i.s gi.ven to i.t. Prayer i.s obviously part 

of the Spirit ' s work in the Church . Th e Spiri t is the form 

of Jesus ' presence in the Church and this presence i s suprem-

ely manifested i n prayer. 

Yet another ph r ase seems to be occasionally u sed to innicate 

the 

the 

presence of the Spi.rit. 

( ' / ~ ' ) 20 Lord ' 1 X(""'F~"" 1<."(,,"-1 • 

This is th e phrase 'the hand of 

This phrase was used in Lk . 1.66 

as a fairl; cl ear parallel with the phrase ' fil l ed with the 

Spiri t' . This same usage recurs in Acts 11.21 . 

( 19 ) For a detailed discuEsion see 1 . S . Thornton; The Common 
L1 fe in th" Bon',' of C1J:d. st, Ch . 3 , pp. 66ff. 

( 20) cf. 4 . 28 , 30, 11,21, 13.11. 
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(f) The Spirit does occasionally appear in person in Acts 

as the director of the mission giving orders to the apostles . 

The case of Philip (8.29) has been mentioned. Peter is 

addressed by the Spirit (10.19); the Spirit speaks directly 

in the commissioning of J3arnabas and Saul (13.2); the Spirit 

appears to be active in the Apostolic decree of 15.28; 

Paul is prevented by the Spirit from speaking the word in 

Asia (16.6-7). PRul's mission is directed by the Spirit. 

He passes through Macedonia ' in the Spirit' (19.21). This 

guidance of the Spirit is especially linked with his compul­

sion to go to Jerusalem (20.2 2), and the Holy Spirit ' wit-

nesses in every city saying that chains and afflictions 

await me ' (20.23). (2l.4b is probably secondary, since it 

seems i mposs ible that the disciples of Tyre should prophesy 

falsely or that Paul would have continued to Jerus alem if the 

Spirit withdrew the orders of 20 . 22f , especially in the light 

of 21.11 . 21 
I 

:;'he S,';... -rtN i~l-vrto~ may refer to an ecstatic form 

of early prophecy. This appears as a problem in the criteria 

for a true p r ophet in the Didache (11-13». 

All these texts show the Spirit as being the director of t he 

mission. This is especially true of Paul ' s journey to 

Jerusalem. The divine compulsion of this journey i s similar 

to that of Jesus. Neither is r eceived by the Jews. Paul 

narrowly escapes being ki lled and after the final rejection 

of the gospel by the Jews he goes to Rome, the centre of the 

Gentile world. The Spirit is thus in a special \'lay linked 

with the Gentile mission. 

The direction of the Church is not, however, solely by the 

(21) cf. Ilaencnen, op.cit. p. 603. 
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Spirit. Angels appear from time to time , and even the Lord 

speaks to Paul (23,11). It is c l ear that Luke was not syste-

mat ic in his treatment . He u ses angels mainly in visions , 

for, afte r all, one cannot see the Spirit, but the re seems to 

be little to distinguish the two in function . Knox 22 makes 

a point of stressing t he f requency of the appearances of 

ang els in the first half of Acts ( t h e only instance in the 

second half being 27.23), but any conclusions from this a re 

di ff i cul t since \'Ie just do not know h ow much Luk e was 

dependent on sources. Th e fir st half of Acts is thought of 

as having a more Aramaic background and relates mainly events 

of the Jerusalem Church. This may well be part of the 

Having menti oned -::;,," Sl)irit driving Paul to Jerusalem and the 

final rejection of the g c spel by the J e ws, we must now turn 

to the Spirit ' s rol e i n the establishing of the Gentile 

mission. The first stage in this is the breaktrJrough to the 

Sama r itans • . The re, h as b een a lot of speculation about the 

seeming inability of Philip to bestow t he Sp i rit on those who 

h a d come t o believe through h i s preaching ( 8 .1 2 ). The 

question is not the inability of Philip ' s bapti sm to confer 

the gif t of the Spirit,23 but the necessity for the barrier 

between the Jews and the Samaritans to be fully and officially 

bridged by the r epre sentatives of the Jerusalem Church. 

It is this fell owship which is essent i a l for the g i ft of the 

Spiri t . 24 It seems to be unnecessary to see this incident as 

(22) Knox, op.cit . p, 94, 

(23) cf. BeRinnings~ IV, p, 92, 

(24) cf. Lamp e , op. cit . p. 69f. 
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evidence for the separation of baptism and confirmation. 

The separation of baptism and the eift of the Spirit is 

abnormal, and is only because the Spirit was withheld until 

the Samaritans had properly been in cluded into the Church. 

The next major event is the inclusion of Gentiles into the 

Church. The setting of this event in Acts is of considerable 

i mportance. The preaching to Samaria by Philip is probably 

to be seen as the result of the persecution of the Church in 

Jerusalem , It is probable that the dispersion of the 

disciples which resulted in 1;he founding of the Church in 

Antioch (11,19f,) dates from this time, but Luke has deferred 

this evidence of a Gentile mission until he has justified the 

missioll itself . In so doing he created a difficulty with 

9.31, "/hich is p"C0bably so placed as a comment on Saul's 

conversion , but is unrealistic, since evidence of further 

persecution occurs in 12.1-5. Saul's conversion is a necess-

ary prelude to the story of Chapter 10, since he is to be the 

real apostle to the Gentiles. Peter is then seen on his 

pastoral/episcopal rounds (9,32-43), and the scene has been 

set. 

The whole story gives the impression of being stage- managed. 

Cornelius is instructed 'in a dream' by an ange l (10.3), 

Peter has a similar vision in an ecst asy (10.10) while he is 

( ) 
. (,,, ,,') I 

praying 1 0.9, The' heaven open~ng ' ,oJ tN~""" d.V6-,w,/t- 'r"vW ) 

is distinctive of special revelations. 25 A voice ('~vi) 

addresses Peter (10 ,13). Later Peter is addressed by the 

Spirit (10.19). There may be some sienificance that Peter 

is not addressed by the angel, but it is impossible to make 

very much of this. The result of this management by God is 

(25) cf, p, 21 above, 
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to bring l'eter a..'1d Cornelius together. 26 Peter 's first reac-

tion to the meeting is to unclerstand that God has no 1'avour-

, 10.34). He 

then goes on to preach Jesus whom 'God anointed with the Holy 

Spirit and power ' (10.38). It i s while he is still speaking . 

t hat the ' Holy Spirit fell on those who were hearing the word ' 

(10.44). In so forcing the pace, the objections of ' those 

from the circumcision ' (~~l<- iT(-P"<'~1S ) are overruled, and the 

Gentiles are formally received into the Church by baptism 

(1 0.48) • It i s the similarity of the apostles ' experi ence 

of the Spirit and that of the Gentiles which forces the~ to 

accept the conclusion of Peter in 10.34 . In both Peter ' s 
C \ (, ""\ 

reports in Jerusalem about this event the wS K>lL,t-hS of 10.47 

i s echoed : 11.15 

\ C " 
K4.l 7!, .. tV • There 11.17. Here the 

' how were we able to prevent God? ', reveals just how much 

Peter saw the episode as an act of God . 

Vie see again that it is only in exceptional circumstances that 

baptism and the reception of the Spirit are separated , and 

it is the Church ' s im::Jediate reaction to join the two together 

again . In this c ase the Church ' s act of water baptism follows 

close behind God's act of pouring out the Spirit. 

Besides the Cornelius event there i s only one other specific 

mention in Acts to baptism in the Spirit. This is the bapt ism 

of John the Baptist's disciples at Ephesus (19.1- 7). Here 

( 26) It is not clear how the question of food-laws raised in 
Peter's d::-eam is related to the questi.on of fellowship. 
There is some evidence that there were two issues, but 
they arc clearly very closely ::-elated. Dibe1ius: 
Studi es in th ~ ~ cts of.the Apost l ps (SCM 1973), pp. 109-
122 ma;.;es toomuch of' the difference . 
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the baptism in water and tIle gift of the opiri t ar e only 

separated by the layinc; on of hands (19 . 6). Although it is 

not made obvious by .Lu}:e, t -: lis inclusion into the Church of 

tbe J:Japtist sect may have had considerable importance in the 

uhurch, and .Luke's specific mention of the opir i t may be an 

indication of the importance of the event . 27 

the relation between Pentecost itself and the 'Gentile Pente-

cost ' needs to be explored. Pentecost seems to say all that 

the Cornelius story says. As has been pointed out there is 

a tension in the Pentecost account between the gift of the 

opiri t being exclusively for the ,I ews (1""-1:<1"1 /<.cN"'1.' I) 'kS':;:", , 2. 5) 

and for all nations ( 2.9ff.). 28 oome have tried to stress 

th a t Pentecost is fo r the Jews only and the Gentile mission 

was dependent on this second outpouring . 29 In this wayan 

attenmt i s made to scher:1atize th e command to the apost l es 

that they should ' begin from Jerusalem ' (Lk. 24.47 ). It is 

true that in Acts , J erusalem i s alway s the centre of the spread 

of the gospel, until Jerusalem finally rejects the Vlork and 

the centre is transferred to rtome, but it would seem t hat the 

universalization of the gospe l and the breaki ng of barrier s 

is compl etely enacted and set forth i n the Church and to the 

Uh urch in the event of Pentecost. the fo l lowing work of the 

opiri t in spreading the gospe l to Sa'1laria , to the Gentiles and 

final l y to Rome is really just leading the Church to a fuller 

unders tanding of Pentecost . thus , the Uornelius episode 

is not really a Gentile Pentecost , but an event to force the 

Church to accept all the implications of Pentecost . the 

( 27 ) see (g)Pl). 77ff below. 
( 28 ) cf. Ch. 4, pp. 55f aiJove, 

(29) This is substantially the position of Haenchen, op.cit. 
p. 175. 



- 77 -

event is the same as that of Pentecost, i n that the same 

Spirit is poured out, but it is lacking the same epochal signi-

ficance as Pentecost. This is perhaps also to be seen in the 

absence of the more spectacular phenomena of Pentecost. 

This role of the Spirit in the direction of the Church is so 

important for Luke that he seems to have, in comparison to 

1'aul} underestimated the role of the Spirit in the life of the 

individual. This question will be part of the next section 

and the discussion on baptism. 

( g ) Luke ' s understanding of baptism seems really to be quite 

simple. Jt is part of the whole process of becoming a Christ-

ian. This process is described in detail by 1'eter in 2 . 38, 

which is undoubted l y meant to establish the normal pattern 

of Ghristian conversion-initiation . 30 From the inter-

conn ectedness of the com;;]and to repentance, baptism and the 

promise of the gift of the Spirit, one can only conclude that 

t his is really one event, the parts of which are dependant on 

each other for their validity . Hapt ism would not be baptism 

apart from repentance and the promise is conditional upon 

fulfilm ent of the command. In this way the fulfilment of the 

promise is a clear indication of the efficacy of the r epent --

ance and the baptism. As Dunn points out, these three parts 

of the one process (repentance, baptism, and the gift of the 

t:>pirit) correspond to the acts of the person, of the Churc h and -

of God respectively.31 Haptism was a necessary expression 

of repentance and faith and probably involved ' calling upon 

th e name of the Lord Jesus' ( 2 .21). Here again, the name of 

(30) cf, Dunn: :!3apti!~ m in the JiOl .y Spiri.t, p. 90. 

(31) ibid. p. 91. 
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the Lord Jesus and the opirit are closely linked. It is 

tbe invocation of the name which grants salvation and the 

forgiveness of sins and these are all made an actuality in the 

lif e of the individual by the gift of the opirit. 

Several times already the ~pirit has been seen to be in a 

sense independent of the church. At no time does the Church 

regard the ~pirit as its possession. It can only be instru-

mental in imparting the Spirit, since the ~pirit is the opirit 

of Promise and God is the ultimately faithful one. It is 

a misunderstanding of this that leads some to think of baptism 

as being a kind of magic action which necessarily imparts the 

Spirit . The connection of the opirit and baptism rest s 

solely on God ' s promise and not on baptism itself. , The 

distinction is fine but all-important. 

We have mentioned that ~uk e almost systematic~lly neglects 

to mention the rec eption of the ~pirit in baptism,32 In 

several of these cases there is indire ct evi dence of such a 

r eception . The J::thiopian Eunuch goes on his way ' rejoicin::; ' 

I 
~~~wY' 8,39); Paul's preaching indicates the ~pirit (9.20); 

the jailo:c was ' overjoyed ' (1r"' ~>'<~ . ""to , 16 , 34). The cases 

where the ~pirit is mention ed with baptism are the ~amaritan 

episode (8.12-1 7), the Cornelius story (10.44-8), and at the 

baptism of the disciples of John at J::phesus ( 19 .3-5). All 

of these have great signifi cance for Luke. It seems reasonable 

to conclude, with Lampe, that Luke's conception of the Spiri t 

has been profoundly influenced by his 'paramount interest in 

the Gentile mission',33 Further , by so doing he has obscured 

(32) cf'. Acts. 2.41, 9,18, 16. 15,33, 18,8, 

(33) JJampe, op. cit. p. 50, also ~':.D. Caulder : Type and History 
in Acts , p . 76f, who ar.:;ues this exactly. 
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the ~auline insiGht into the r51e of the Spirit in the life 

of the individual. Again we find evidence for Luke's 

th eological interest s havin G 'been sliChtly at variance with 

his sources. Moreover , the theological interest is revealed 

to be deeply historical. The emphasis on the ~pirit in 

Luke is linked with the historical advance of the Church 

and although he presumes it, this is at the expense of the 

Spirit's operation of including individuals into the Church. 

But as Vie have seen, the action of the Spirit in the Church 

is so wide and diffuse that this conclusion by itself would 

be in a ccurate. 

(h) As we have shown when dealing Vii th the 'signs and wonders', 34 

Luke does tend to view the Holy Spirit in one aspect of its 

operation almost as the proper answer to magic. It could 

be that this attitude is also present in the question of 

speakin6 in tongues. This does not occur at all fre-

quently, a.l though it may well be presumed in a similar way 

to the baptism in the Spirit. It occurs at Pentecost (2. 4), 

in connection with the Gentiles (10. 46) , and with the Ephesian 

disciples (19.6). In all three cases it is clear that the 

tongues are reG2..rc.ed as definitive proof of the presence of 

the Spirit. As has been argued above, these three cases 

have special significance to Luke and he wi:ohes to establish 

without doubt the presence of the Spirit in these events. 

Whether or not t h is is to be regarded as a general phenome­

non cannot be concluded with certain ty. In the latter 

two instances cited, no astonishment is shown to the tongues. 

This must indicate that the phenomenon was not at all 

uncommon. In the case of the baptism in the Spirit of the 

(34) (b) pp, 66f. above, 
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Samaritans one wonders what the evidence of the reception 

of the Spirit could have been wtlich so struck Simon. It 

is peculiar that , after the fuss made of tonGues at Pente­

cost, so little attention is paid to it later. 

(i) In this chapter tV/a main characteristics of the Spirit's · 

activity have been revealed. The first is the activity of 

the Spirit in inspiring preaching and other activity of 

witnessing to Jesus Christ. The other is the Spirit as a 

motif marking special events in the Church's expansion, 

specifically into the Genti l e world. 

The first of these is precisely the function of the Spirit 

in Jesus ' ministry , although it is even less mentioned in the 

gospel than in Acts. The second occurs in the gospel only 

to mark the sign i f icance of Jesus' conception and bapt i sm. 

In Acts the Spirit appears to be dec i sive as the agent i n "1he 

establishing of the Gentile mi ssion , specifically at Pente­

co st it self , in the inclusion of the Samari tans , the conver­

sion of Cornelius and the subsequent Council of Jerusalem, 

at Ephesus, ane. l ast l y in Paul ' s journey towards his a r rest 

and eventual journey to Rome . This can be no mere chance. 

Luke must be using the Spirit to justify the Gentile Church. 
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CHA}T~R SIX: CO~CLUSION. 

The whole question of eschatoloGY has been the major question 

in New Test8.'oent scholarship this c entury. This is, perhaps, 

why Luke became the 'storm centre,l of the New Testament 

world, f~r it is his historical approach that raises the 

question in the clearest possible form. One whole approach 

to Luke-Acts has been that it was written to reinterpret 

the faith when the Church was undergoing a crisis because 

of the delay of the Farousia. 2 For this school, Luke's 

work brcomes a massive reinterpretation of the earlier more 

apocalyptic expectat ion. This debate centres around 

several Lukan alterations of Hark , which are taken to signify 

that Luke has moved the Farousia into the dim-di stant 

future (or perhaps , even out of history all together3 ) and 

even emp t ied it of all its . . ~. 4 
Sl G!1l-l..lCa!1Ce. The evidence 

from the gospel is coupled with the historical nature of 

Acts, which portrays the Church active in a mann er which is 

not overwhelmed by an expectaticn of the end , and references 

to the second coming of Christ ars not of much significance. 5 

This whole approach has several difficulties . Firstly, it 

usually ar3ues from the assumption of a late date of Acts , 

i.e. the turn of the first century or lat er. 6 Thi s is a 

(1) W. C. Van Unni ck: 'Luke-Acts, A storm Centre in Cont81~]'()or'y 
ScholaI'<Jhip', Stud; es .in, ]~u;:s-.:', cts (ed) Keck and l'\a1'tyn. 

(2) Con:,eJ.118.nn, op.cit. p. 131: 'Th e main motif in thE r ecast­
ing to which Luke subje c t s his source, proves to be the 
delay of the Farousia • • ' 

(3) ibid. p . 1320 
( 4) In a sense thi s may be true , as we try to sholt', because of 

the shift of emphasis from the Parousia to the Ascension. 

(5) cf. 1 . J.l; it mi]ht be irn~lied by tho Son of Man vi s ion 
of Stephen (7056); Jesus as the judc e occurs in 10.42 
wi.thout ref"rence to the second comi.ng; J.7. 31 iG tr:e only 
place where the s~cond comin~ is a key point in p~8acbin~. 
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pos s ibili ty , but the mos t likely date remains s ome time in 

the period 62-70 A.D. 7 se condly , the reinterpretation 

th eory tends to i gnore the eviden ce t hat even Jesus had 

beeun to expect and foretell a distinction between his de ath 

and Resurrection and his cecond carnine . Even if this 

p eriod was expe cted to be f airly shol't, at least the 

principle had been establ i shed. 8 While it i s not possible 

to ge t toa i nvolved in this debate, it is important to place 

the difficulty of Luke's eschatology in perspective , since 

we have to come to some conclusions as to how the Spirit 

might playa role in such a revised eschatology. 

In Paul ' s epi stles t here does se em to have been an undoub ted 

d evelopment i n his eschatological though t. From the expect-

ation of an i mmin ent end in I and II The ssoloni an s, we fi nd 

the mo re developed syst em of Romans , and , perh aps , even that 

of Ephesians. 9 This evidence must be linked with that of 

I Cor. 15. For our purposes . here, Paul 's adaptation of the 

exp ectati on of the imminent end can be best seen in hi s use 

f ' - , 10 d . 11 f '> OP R..~~ ' 11 Th th h~ o II. II do.f Xl , . an 8speCJ.a y 0 d.ri ""r~' • e {JuG e 

behind both of tnese wo rds i s the bringing of some of the 

benefi ts of the fina l ag e (the ->-If''''oj'-(tI..) into the pre sent 

( 6 ) cf. L. E. Wilshire: ' 'lIas Canonical Luke Viri tten in the 
C2 ', !-'TS Vol. 20 , 1974. The extr8me case is J . C • 
. 0' Neill : The Theolopv of the Acts. H.P.C . HaDson: Ac t s, 
p. tr 7f.· argues · for a date before 90 . ---

(7) cf. E . Ellis: The GospeJ.....9f 3..L...-eTJuLe , pp. 55 -60, and also 
J .A,T. Robinson : Redat.i.lw ·ehe hew 'j:estaPlcnt . 

(8) cf. O. Cullmann: Salvi~tj.on i'1 His.!.Q!:y , pp. 237ft. 
( 9) cf. C.H. Dodd : NeVi 'l:e2t '''.r:,el, t Stucii.es, pp. 109-118 

for a study of the cievelopm ent of eschatolOGical 
thouC;h t in Paul. 

(10) Rom . 8.23, 11.16, 16.5, I Cor. 1 5 .20,23, 16 .15, II Thes. 2.13 . 

(11) II Cor. 1.22, ':l.5 , Eph. 1.14. 



- 83 -

life of the Church and the lndividual.~ In this way the 

Spirit forms an essential link between the present and the End. 

Could th e Holy Spirit in Luke be said to fulfil a similar 

function? ~he event of Pentecost must form some kind of 

link between the Ascension of Christ and his coming again. 

As has been said, the Ascension is the Parousia in rever s e. 

Yet, at Pentecost there is no reference to the Parousia. 

Everything points backwards to the fulfilment of the proph-

cies fulfilled in Christ or forwards to the mission of the 

Church, but not to the final fu lfilment. Nor in the histor-

ical role of the Spirit in Acts is there any hint that the 

Spirit is preparing the Church or the world for the End. The 

End will come, of this there is no doubt, but it will come 

withou'c warning and very suddenly. 13 If this is so , does the 

Spirit ~ake the Church live in the past, rather than in 

expe ctat i on of the future? This see~s to be implied by 

Conz elmann . 14 If the time of Salvation is the period of Jesus, 

and the Spirit is the Church's link with that past time, then 

the Spirit is effectively pointing the Church backwards to a 

realization of the past. As Marshall points out this 

divisi on in Luke's thought is not the whole truth. 15 It 

is true only in two ways. Firstly the Spirit is always acting 

in the fulfilment of tbe Old Testament and reinterpreting it. 

Secondly, the Spirit is active in the manifestation of the 

. victory and the rule of Jesus in the Church. 

(12) cf. A. Richardson, op.cit. p. 115. 

(13) cf. Lk . 21,34-6. 

This rule is 

(14) Th.l sis seen by L H. r>1arshall: Luke: Histori8.n and 
Theolrl"!·Q rr, p. 79. 

(15) ibid. p. 88-102 . 
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dependent on Jesus' manifestation of his sovereignty while 

phys i cally present . In the Church it is dependent on Jesus' 

Ascension. This Ascellsion, even though jt is an event of the 

past, is ever present in the Church through the activity of 

the S,Jiri t. In this way Jesus and the ' time of salvation ' 

are not past events, but ever contemporaneous with the Church . 

The salvation preached is historically rooted in the event of 

Jesus' life and especi ally in his Resurrection an d Ascension. 

Luke ' s theological schema reinforces the centrality of these 

events. They are all that matters in t h e last analys i s. 

If Jesus is indeed Lord , then the final manifestation of that 

Lordship is a mere formality . Further , to live in the expect-

ant hope of this revelation is all too easily an escape 

from facing.the implications of his Lordship i n the present. 

The obedi ence to Jesus ' Lordship in the present should not 

rest upon the fact of the Parousia but on the Resurrection 

and. Ascension. Thus , the Spirit ' s function in Luke cannot 

be di rectly associated with an expectation of the end; it 

i s totally concerned with the revealing of Jesus' Lordship 

i n the present and in t he directing of the Church in its 

attempts to be the i nstrument of Jesus ' Lordship in the 

world. 

Theolo E;ic ally one can say that Luke has in one s ense conflated 

the Ascension and the Parousia , not as events per se, but in 

his understand ing that they both have much the same signific-

ance, and if the Ascension is properly understood there is 

no difficulty about the Iarousia. 

Goin :::; back then , to Paul , are we to see the Spirit in the 
, I _. \ I 

Chul'ch in Luke as the "fr"~"'" ~'lS '-<"if"'DI""'S? We hewe already 

shown how the individual reference of this expression has been 

obscured by I.uke. In 1,u2,an theolo[7 the idea of the .J.1i-
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I 

0t"~ i s only present in Stephen ' s speech in the Old Testa-

ment sense (7.5), and in Paul's speech to the Ephesi an elders 

(20.3 2), where a possible future reference is nearly excluded. 

The conclusion seems to be that Luke is not concerned about 

this aspect of the Spirit. But there is a sense in which the 

Spirit in Luke can be seen to have a similar function, and this 

is through tbe understanding of Luke's that the end has come 

into the present through the Sp i rit at Pentecost , but the 

nature of this is not dependent on the end, but upon the last 

ultimately meaningful event, which is the Ascension . 

I "s Luke a retrogression from Paul? This is probably not a 

suitable question . Paul does not have the same historical 

emphasis as Luke, and in this sphere Luke has advanced beyond 

Paul. Luke has solved the problem of the Gentile mission 

and th e rejection of the Jews in a neater way than Paul as a 

Jew ever could have done . Luke is not obliged to limit the 

Gentile missi on to an interim period until the 'fullness of 

the Gentiles'is brought in (Rom. 11.25). The rejection of 

the Jews as a nation is a-osolute. Luke ceases to think in 

national terms altogether. But on the other hand, Luke has 

lost the richness of the function of the Spirit in salvation 

and in the life of both the individual and the Church, which 

one finds in Paul . Can we judge between the two? Luke 

and Paul were writing to answer different needs and theo logj"cal 

problems, and it is now left to us to assimilate the depth of 

both , that we might appreciate the totality of the biblical 

witness to the Grace of God. 

What then of John ' s doctrine of the S9irit? Here again the 

Spirit becomes the presence of J"e sus in the Church (In. 1~".16 ,18 ). 

In In. 20.22 the Spirit is firmly linked both with the 
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indi vidual throuGh the breatl1j.nG on the difc:ciples, and with 

the mission of the Church throuGh the subsequent saying. 

The Spirit is also the Spirit of truth (14 .17), which leads 

into all truth (16.13). Bearing in mind that in John the 

truth is Jesus himself (14.6), or comes forth from him (1.17), 

one can see that the Spirit is the director of the Church 

interpreting the Old Testament to reveal Jesus as Christ as 

well as interpreting Jesus himself to the disciples . In 

all these ways John's doctrtne seems to be a concise and 

skilful theological commentary on Luke. 

There is one further aspect of the ,Tohannine doctrine. 

This is the S~irit as the judge of the world (16 . 8f.). 

This may be in Luke in the fire at Pentecost or in the preach-

ing of the Church, but at this point John has developed quite 

far from Luke . In both Luke and John there does not seem 

to be any explicit reference to a connection of the Spirit with 

a future consummat i on. Again the stress seems to be on the 

glorification of Jesus at his re surrection rather than in 

the Parousia . In John we find th~t which seems to have been 

mtssing in Luke: the role of the Spirit in the life of the 

tndividual in the Church. This is supremely shown by the 

J 0 hannine duali sm betll'ee n " vwy-<I. I 

and 6"f~ , and his doctrj.ne 

of rebirth expressed so clearly in In . 3. The individual 

reference is also maintained in In. 20.22, where the intimacy 

of breathing is to be contrasted with the impersonal nature of 

Acts 2. 

John has, then , developed histortcally beyond Luke and has 

retained, in a differ ent form, the Pauline connection of the 

indivi dual with theSpirit. But both Luke and John omit 

the Pauline connectton of the Spirit '<lith the ftnal inherit-
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ance, since this has become so much part of the Resurrection 

message o 

[v[uch stress has been placed in Lukan studies on criticism of 

Conzelmann's treatment of Luke's 'salvation-history '. 

Various alternative schema's have been suggested to overcome 

what have becor~e generally accepted criticisms of Conzelmann' s 

conclusion. 16 Few of these reconstructions take adequate 

account of the rol e of the Spirit in Luke's thought. The 

main divisions in the Lukan history are all marked by the 

Spirit. They arc Jesus' conception, his baptism, and then 

Pentecost. There can be no denying that there are three 

phases in the Lukan history: the age of prophecy is the first, 

which has its fulfilment in the age of Jesus, which is the sec-

ond; both of these ages merge and are focused into the final 

age, that of the Church. Whether or not the age of Jesus 

begins at his conception or his baptism is not quite clear, 

but the baptism would be more likely. This difficulty 

should warn us that by thinking in this ri gid manner we may 

well be forcing distinctions onto the text which are for eign 

to it. Sometimes, if not all the time, Luke is more con-

cerned to set forth the connection between the eras of sal-

vation-history than to separate them. The age of the Church 

definitely should begin at Pentecost, but again a difficulty 

exists over the Resurrection and the period between tbe 

Resurrection and Pentecost. 

Tbese broad outlines form the basic pattern of Luke's his-

tory. Within it he again uses the Spirit to mark distinc-

tions within the eras , drawing out the full implications of 

(16) e.e;. that of H. Flender: St. Luke: Theolo"ian of RederIll?­
.. tj.ve HiEtoryo 
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God's activity in that ace. 

One of the glorious qualities of the New Testament is that, 

while it opens up more and more as we come to understand it, 

we can never clair:J to have solved its problems. All the 

time it is impossible to reduce it to an academic problem, 

as it forces us to meet its challenGe of faith . 1/ e can never 

put it aside, and therefore it always remains speaking to us • 

.I!'rom Luke we learn that we have not come to terms with the 

Ascension of Jesus and his absolute claims to Lordship, nor 

have we prayed to God: ' Give your servants boldness to preach 

your word , and stretch out your hand to heal and to do signs 

and wonders throuGh the name of your holy servant Jesus ' 

(Acts 4, 29f.). If we were to really do this, the conse-

quent outpouring of the Spirit would result in a new phase 

in God's dealings with :nan. This is the promise of the 

Spirit that remains for ever, 
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