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| NTRODUCTI ON

The body of this paper is divided into two chapters. The
first chapter explores the role of the episodic narratives in
t he book of Acts. The format for this chapter consists of an
expl orati on of the neaning of episodic narrative and an appli -
cation of that nmeaning to Acts 18:12-17. The purpose of
shaping the chapter in this way was to place i nmediately
before the reader both the description of the genre and its
application in Acts. It was felt that this method would
better secure the neaning of episodic narrative for the
reader.

The second chapter exegetes Acts 18:12-17, one of the
exanpl es of an episodic narrative in Acts. Included in this
exegesis is a proposed chiasnus for Acts 18:12-17. The pro-
posal may or may not be convincing to the reader, but as the
exegesi s unfolds, the focus of the chiasnus seens certainly to
be the focus of the story itself.

The commrentary work for the exegesis of the passage
af forded an insight into the "workings" of commentaries. O
t hose commentaries which considered the Gallio story a "true"
story, that is one which historically took place, much of the
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sane kind of information was contained in them Frequently,
only m nor word differences separated one commentary from
another in the presentation of the material.

The comentaries that disallowed the historicity of the
encounter between Paul and Gallio, at |east the account of the
story in its present shape, also shared the sane kind of
information.® It would be interesting to trace the "sources"
of the comentaries' information to find the "original docu-
ment (s)" formng the material used. But that was not the
pur pose of this paper.

Where there were significant differences of opinion
related to the historicity of the text or of matters it pre-
sented, content notes were used to point to the problemand to
the sources for further investigation. For exanple, it was
not deened the purpose of this paper to extensively consider
the current debate on the dating of the edict of Cl audius, or
to try and settle the issue of whether one can or cannot
appeal to the religio illicita as an issue for Christianity in
Paul 's time.

The issue of Lucan sources, though nenti oned when neces-

!See Craig L. Blonberg, "The Diversity of Literary Genres
in the New Testament,"” chap. in New Testament Criticism&
Interpretation, ed. David Alan Bl ack and David S. Dockery,
(Grand Rapids: Zondervan Publishing House, 1991), 514-15, who
points to three "canps"” for interpreting Acts: (1) A primarily
British and North Anmerican evangelical canp which has "argued
for a substantial measure of historicity,” (2) a primarily
German canmp which has "given Luke very poor marks as a
hi stori an but has concentrated i nstead on theol ogi cal
concerns,” and (3) a primarily American group which has
classified "Acts as a historical novel."
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sary to carry on the discussion of genre or to conplete the
exegesis, is not a focus of this paper. No discussion of a
possi bl e "Anti ochi an Source" or "We Source" or any other
specific source was deened necessary to focus on the episodic
narratives.

The appendi xes of this paper include a bl ock diagram of
the text, a semantic diagram an analytical diagram and an
eval uati on of an inportant textual variant at verse seventeen.
M nor variants, which were associated only with the peculiari-
ties of the Western text, were not included in the appendi x
along with the major textual question, but were nentioned in
the footnotes. An additional two appendi xes were added to
renmove significant, but lengthy material from footnotes. One
provi des a narrative paradi gmand the other a chiasnus struc-
ture.

Unl ess otherwi se indicated, all Scripture references are

taken fromthe New | nternational Version.



CHAPTER 1
THE ROLE OF EPI SODI C NARRATI VES | N ACTS

Several concerns are w apped together with an exploration
of the role of episodic narratives in Acts. First, the nature
of Acts itself is under investigation. Brevard Childs out-
lines the flow of that investigation as fromthe assured
hi storical character of the book, to a largely literary cre-
ation with theological interests only, to a current protest
"against all too facile literary theories which denigrate a
priori the historical conponent of the tradition. . . ."?

Second, the difficulty of pinpointing the |arger genre of
Acts affects the discussion of the nore narrow genre of epi-
sodic narrative. The larger genre has been variously sug-
gested as history, with numerous suggested subdivisions, such
as general or universal history, historical nonograph, or
tragic history; or succession narrative of the philosopher and
his school; or romance or novel, with historical novel as a

subunit.?

Brevard S. Childs, Biblical Theology of the dd and New
Testanents: Theol ogical Reflection on the Christian Bible
(M nneapolis: Fortress Press, 1993), 2809.

3These suggestions are found in the article by Law ence
M WIls, "The Depiction of the Jews in Acts,"” Journal of
Biblical Literature 110 (Wnter 1991): 648. Another |ist of
suggested nodel s for Luke's work appears in the article by
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Third, the question of how to understand "epi sode" de-
pends to sone degree on whether it is defined under the genre
of history, biography, or novel; and on whether the genre
descri bes fiction or nonfiction. There does not seemto exi st
a consensus as to where episode bel ongs. David Aune, while
descri bing the use of episodes, touches this problemat the
poi nt of history and novel, fiction and nonfiction:
The success of extended narrative fiction (epics,
novel s) and nonfiction (histories) depends on how wel |
i ndi vi dual episodes are connected to forma unified conpo-
sition. The three primary historical genres (historical
nonogr aphs, general history, and antiquarian history) are
all conplex genres constructed of individual episodes.?*
By the historical view, "the author of Acts researched and

wrote his Christian history in the manner of a Greco- Roman

hi storian: he consulted and sel ected sources which he shaped

Dennis R MacDonal d, "Apocryphal and Canonical Narratives
about Paul," in Paul and the Legacies of Paul, ed. WIlliamS.
Babcock (Dallas: Southern Methodi st University Press, 1990),
59 as follows: "In the case of canonical Acts, scholars have
suggested that Luke nodel ed the work after phil osophi cal

bi ographies [Charles H. Tal bert], didactic biographies [Vernon
K. Robbins], hellenistic Jewi sh antiquitates biblicate [C
Perrot], or hellenistic historiography nore generally [Martin
Hengel, W C. Van Unnik, J. P. Classen]. Ohers claimthat
Luke had no intention of witing a history; instead he adopted
the formof a novel [S. P. and M J. Schierling, Susan
Praeder, R J. Karris, Richard Pervo] or created the first

hagi ographon [Pierre G bert]. Still others argue that Luke
wote with an eye to aretal ogies of divine nen which recounted
their remarkabl e exploits [Hel mnut Koester]." See the

bi bl i ography for the listed works by MacDonal d of each of
t hese aut hors.

“David E. Aune, The New Testament in Its Literary
Environnment, Library of Early Christianity, ed. Wayne A. Meeks
(Phil adel phia: Westm nster Press, 1987), 90. Aune (90) says
that "dramatic epi sodes | ack extraneous detail and enphasize
the nounting tension just before the resolution or
denouenent . "
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into an episodic account enlivened by speeches."®
On the other hand, Klaus Berger discusses episodic nate-
rial under the larger title, "Evangelium und Bi ographie."

Wthin that category, Berger relates episodes to the

"Bi nnenstruktur der Evangelien." He wites that
gibt es . . . gattungstypische Merkmal e, di e gegeniuber der
G oRf orm nicht zu vernachl &ssigen sind: . . . c)Episoden

nenne ich kleine, erzahlerisch ganz unsel bst andi ge
Er zahl ungen am Rande des Geschehens, die gl ei chwohl
Wesent | i ches zum Ausdruck bringen: M 14,47 par M 26, 51-54;

Lk 22,50f.; Joh 18, 10f. . . Mk 14,51f.; M 27,19; Joh
19, 21f. . . . ; Act 23, 1- 5. . . ; Mk 15,35f. . . . ; LKk
9,51-56. . . .°

Ri chard Pervo involves a discussion of episodes in his
under st andi ng of the book of Acts as related generically to
t he ancient historical novel. Aune presents a summtion of
Pervo's research into the relationship of novel and epi sode:

Pervo finds 33 episodes in Acts (23 in Acts 13-28) that

*This is the observation of Susan Marie Praeder, "Luke-
Acts and the Ancient Novel," in Society of Biblical
Literature: 1981 Seni nar Papers, ed. Kent H. Richards (Chico,
CA: Schol ars Press, 1981), 269, who herself conpares Acts to

t he anci ent novel . This article should be consulted for a
t hor ough overvi ew of the suggested rel ationship between Luke-
Acts and the anci ent novel . See Hel mut Koster, |ntroduction

to the New Testanment, 2 vols. Herneneia: Foundations and
Facets, ed. Robert W Funk (Phil adel phia: Fortress

Press, 1982), 51, who observes that "the author no doubt
intended to wite a historical work. . . . [but] "what
contradicts the author's intention to wite history are sone
of the sources and materials that are available. .

Therefore, ". . . large parts of the book read |ike an
apostolic romance, not a historical book. Kost er believes
that "with regard to its literary genre, Luke's Acts of the
Apost| es belongs in the i nmedi ate nei ghbor hood of the
apocryphal acts . . . (e.g., Acts of John, Acts of Peter, Acts
of Paul)."

°Kl aus Berger, Forngeschichte des Neuen Testanents
(Hei del berg: Quelle & Meyer, 1984), 351-52.
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feature mracul ous and exciting | ast-m nute escapes

from various perils (e.g., 14:2-6; 16:16-40; 22:22-
24). These epi sodes, with close anal ogies in ancient
novels, fall into five categories: (1) arrests and

i nprisonments (3:1-4:31; 5:12-42); (2) persecution
and martyrdom (21:27-22:29); (3) nob scenes (el even,

i ncluding 16:19-23; 18:12-17; 19:23-41); (4) tria

stories (nine, including 4:5-22; 18:12-17; 25:6-

12);(5) travel and shipweck (e.g., 27:1-28:16). Pervo
focuses on the fictional features of these and other el e-
ment s in Acts and the links which they have with novelis-

tic thenes and notifs.’

Pervo is not alone in his investigation of the novel
genre for Acts. Lawence WIls, follow ng Pervo, believes
t hat

Acts is very simlar to the Greek novels because it is an
advent urous and epi sodi ¢ account of protagonists who

travel wi dely by sea and | and, are constantly buffeted
by capri cious events and yet are led inexorably to a
happy and unified endi ng. 8

According to Susan Praeder,

the plots of Luke and Acts correspond to the formal se-
guence characteristic of the plots of the ancient nov-
els. The heroes of Luke-Acts and the heroes and
her oi nes of the ancient novels participate in
series of adventures issuing in penul ti mate scenes of
trial or recognition.?®

'Richard I. Pervo, Profit with Delight: The Literary
Genre of the Acts of the Apostles (Phil adel phia: Fortress
Press, 1987), quoted in Aune, The New Testanent in Its
Literary Environnment, 80. Aune (80) agrees with Pervo that
"Acts is entertaining and edifying,"” but adds, "That Acts
shoul d be categorized as a historical novel with closer |inks
to fiction than history . . . is doubtful."

8W lls, "The Depiction of the Jews in Acts," 648-49.

°Pr aeder, "Luke-Acts and the Anci ent Novel," 269.
Praeder (283) notes that "there is a certain reluctance, even
anong critical scholars, to conpare Luke-Acts to the ancient
novels for fear, it seens, that if resenbl ances between the
two are di scovered, Luke-Acts will have to be decl ared
fictional and Christianity's claims false. . . . Ancient
novel s contain historical as well as fictional events and
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Stanl ey Stowers sets forth the case that Acts belongs to
the romantic narrative genre because within this type litera-
ture, plot is significant and, according to Stowers, Acts
contains a plot and novenent toward fulfilling it. According
to Stowers, the relationship between plot and episodes in the
romantic narrative is as follows:

Typically the subplots of their episodes are tied
together in a narrative framework based on the hero's
travel s. Episodes do not have the form of el aborated
chreiai where story is subordinated to didactic rhetoric;
instead story is everything.?®®
Aune wi dens the idea of episode to include the episodic

narrative. In one sense, this broader | ook at episode helps in
under st andi ng how a specific episode can be di scussed under
the historical, biographical, or novel genre. In another
sense, it shows why a specific definition of episode is diffi-
cult to establish. Something that seens to fit everywhere may
| ack the clear lines and unifying elenments "that exhibit a

coherent and recurring configuration of literary features

i nvol ving form (including structue and style), content, and

exi stents, and even fictional genres allow for nonfictional
subgenres."” For Praeder (270) ". . . Luke-Acts belongs to a
'subgenre' of Christian ancient novels within the genre of the
anci ent novel and begs to be read subgenerically, that is to
say, scripturally, theologically, and in the context of
Christian conmmunity."”

st anl ey K. Stowers, "Comment: What does Unpauline
Mean?," in Paul and the Legacies of Paul, ed. WIlliamS.
Babcock (Dallas: Southern Methodi st University Press, 1990),
76.




function. "

For Aune, episodic narrative corresponds to the form
critical category of saga; and saga "is itself episodic and
can incorporate such other literary forns as the tale, the
novel la, the | egend, the history, the report, the fable,
etiology, and nyth."!? Here, the problemcan be nore easily
recogni zed. |Is episodic narrative the episode itself, as used
in the larger story? O is episodic narrative a group of
epi sodes placed together albeit with other literary fornms.?
Certainly, the title of this paper, "The Role of Episodic
Narratives in Acts: Acts 18:12-17," would seemto indicate,
with the plural use of narrative, that the first understanding
is correct. But Aune's discussion of episodic narrative as
related to saga seens to confuse the issue.

The definitions of episode that follow, including Aune's
own, seemto speak against a lengthy literary structure and,

i nstead, support the idea of episode as a short, concise story
or narrative; so "episodic narratives" best describes the use
Acts makes of the episode.

Before narrowing the view of narrative to episodic narra-
tive, it is worthwhile to renenber that narrative material,
whet her historical, biographical, or novel contains paradig-

matic el ements. These have been descri bed by Praeder as

1Aune, The New Testanent in Its Literary Environnent, 13.
Thi s quote describes Aune's understanding of a literary genre.

21 bid., 37.
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"narrative meaning, textual nessage, textual neans, contextual
nmessage, and contextual means."!® Each of these categories can
be described or divided as foll ows:

The textual nessage is a narrative world of events,
exi stence, sequence, structure, tinme, and space. The
textual nmeans is narration, the |anguage, style, and
situations or presence, voice, and perspective through
whi ch the narrator and narrative audi ence achi eve expres-
sion. The contextual message is the experience and i magi -
nati on which goes into or is gained by the author and
audi ence in their respective acts of conposition and
reception. Creation and reading those respective acts of
conposition and reception, is the contextual neans which
enabl es the real author and the real audience to comruni -
cate through their inplied counterparts, the inplied
aut hor and the inplied audi ence.

As the literary form content, and function of the epi-
sodic narrative are described in the remainder of this chap-
ter, Acts 18:12-17 will be used for purposes of illustrating
how t he description (or definition) of episodic narrative

relates to a biblical text.

The Form of the Episodic Narrative

The episodic narrative places | engthy historical happen-
ings in aliterary format that is concise and to the point.
This narrative formboth conpresses the tinme el enent and

tel escopes the related events. The details of the account are

3praeder, "Luke-Acts and the Ancient Novel,h" 271.

Y'bid., 271-72. Because of the space linmitations of this
paper, it is not possible to reproduce the details of
Praeder's article. For an application to Luke-Acts of the
information found in the paragraph of the paper's body, see
pages 283-89 of the article. For an illustrative figure of the
Narrative Paradigm see appendix 5 of this paper.
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m nimzed in nunber, but maximzed in effect.?®

Epi sodic narratives are not be confused with summary
narratives. The two may share characteristics, particularly a
condensi ng of the details of the event, but they are not the
sane. The sunmary narrative provides a summary for previously
rel ated events. The episodic narrative summari zes or con-
cisely presents the account of an event not yet related to the
reader. A summary narrative is dependent upon the previous
presentation of material as its source. A episodic narrative
is descriptive of an event which is independent of any events
previously related. This does not inply that the recounted
epi sode lacks a |literary connection to what cones before or
after it in the text, only that it does not summarize such
material. |In fact, a reading of the material prior to the
recount ed epi sode may informthe reading of the episode it-
self. The rhetorical effect is such that the reader may both

recall and associate previous material with the present epi-

Lorin L. Cranford, Exegeting the New Testament: A
Sem nar Working Model with Expanded Research Bibliography, 2d
rev. ed. (Fort Worth: Scripta Publishing Inc., 1991), 62-63.
For additional information on episodic narrative, especially
the dramati c epi sode, see Eckhard Pl Gmacher, Lukas als
hell eni stischer Schriftsteller: Studien zur Apostel geschichte,
Studi en zur Umnelt des Neuen Testanents, ed. Karl Georg Kuhn,
vol. 9 (Godttingen: Vandenhoeck & Ruprecht, 1972), 80-139.
This work is a helpful resource in working with the book of
Acts and its relationship to hellenistic witing. For an
extensive summary of this work in English, see Schuyler Brown,
"Preécis of Eckhard Pl umacher, Lukas als hel | eni sti scher
Schriftsteller,” in Society of Biblical Literature: 1974
Sem nar Papers, ed. George MacRae, vol. 2 (Canbridge, MA
Soci ety of Biblical Literature, 1974), 103-13.
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sode. °

Epi sodic narrative relates events within the general
context of the narrative genre. Tannehill points out that
events within the framework of the overall narrative may be
out of chronol ogical order. They may provide "previews of
com ng events and reviews of past events, often in a way that
interprets these events from sone perspective."' Certainly
for the reader of the Gallio court scene, there is an aware-
ness that one day Paul wll appeal to Caesar, the highest
authority of Roman government. This scene m ght be taken as a
f oreshadow ng of that journey which will be related to the
reader as the conclusion of Acts.

The account of Acts 18:12-17 is illustrative of the
characteristic elenents of the episodic narrative. From
attack, to court, to charge, to countercharge, to expul sion,
to reaction nust have taken a great deal of tinme. Yet, the
account is both brief, as to passage of time, and concise, as
to the connectiveness of related events. The heart of the
epi sode is clearly found in the court dial ogue between the
Jews and Gallio. It is through reported dialogue, filled with

the air of confrontation, that the nessage of the episode is

6Cr anf ord, Exegeting the New Testanent, 62-63.

"Robert C. Tannehill, "lIsrael in Luke-Acts: A Tragic
Story,"” Journal of Biblical Literature 104 (March 1985): 69-
85.

Thi s observation applys to the episodic narrative in a general
way as a part of the overall narrative nethodol ogy. Tannehil
does not specifically relate this description to episodic
narrative.
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delivered to the reader

Wth all of its conciseness, the natural order or se-
guence of events is still reported accurately. The account is
believable. 1In Acts 18:12-17, the reader finds at |east two
el ements of the story which evoke trust in the "history" of
the story precisely because they are unexpected. The first is
Paul 's failure at self-defence. It is Gallio who furnishes
the interior speech that carries the day against the Jew sh
accusers of Paul. In Acts the reader has grown accustonmed to
Paul speaking for hinmself; but in this scene Paul is silenced
by Galli o.

The second el enent is the beating of Sosthenes, and
Gallio's lack of response to it, that is recorded as the exit
scene fromthe story. The chaos of this part of the story has
yet to be successfully cleared up by scholarship. Textua
evi dence indicates that earlier generations, passing along the
story, also suffered sone confusion as to what exactly hap-

pened in the | ast scene.

The Content of the Episodic Narrative

The episodic narrative usually included action and/or
speech as its content. Martin Hengel observes that the an-
cient historian attached great inportance "to typical episodes
and programre-1|i ke speeches, which were conposed in a

realively free way; there was no concern to avoid tendentious-
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ness or powerful value judgnments."?!®

The speech could be direct or indirect, with direct
speech nore productive in involving the reader/listener in the
story, by enlivening it. The direct speech was conposed of
conmands, advi ce, appeals or announcenents. By neans of
direct speech the readers were enabled to understand either
why a person did what they did or were provided an expl anati on
for the present action or some com ng action on the part of
t he speech maker.

The speeches thensel ves were neant to convey either what
was actually said or to present in a rhetorical fashion what
m ght have been suitable for the character speaking in his/her
situation.' The possibilities open to Luke when recording
direct speech were four in nunber: (1) interview those in-
volved in the event and record in substance what was said; (2)
remenber fromhis own involvenment and record in substance the

speech as recalled; (3) freely inprovise speeches appropriate

8Martin Hengel, Earliest Christianity: Containing Acts
and the History of Earliest Christianity; Property and Riches
in the Early Church, trans. John Bowden (London: SCM Press
Ltd., 1986), 14. Hengel (36) calls the genre of Acts "a very
special kind of 'historical nonograph', a special history
whi ch descri bes the m ssionary devel opnent of a young
religious nmovenent in connection with two prom nent
personalities, Peter and Paul ."

9P| tmacher, Lukas als hellenistischer Schriftsteller, 11-
12, suggests that Luke followed the practice of the ancient
hi storians in conposi ng speeches which are directed toward the
reader to describe a "Wendepunkten” in the story. The book of
Acts al so shows the many fornms of "dem literarischen Anspruch
i hres Verfassers.” Also Luke "seine Darstellung gelegentlich
durch di e Verwendung von Bil dungsel ementen stofflicher Art
auszuschmicken sucht.”
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to the event and those involved; and (4) research the event or
recall it and wite with free conposition.?°

Where did Luke obtain the information for the episodes he
records in Acts? Gerd Luedenmann suggests that Luke groups his
accounts of Paul's m ssionary service around avail able infor-
mation fromthe various locations of Paul's mnistry. Fur-
t hernore, Luedemann states, "Luke usually groups together into
one passage whatever local traditions were available to him
about a given locality."?!

Conzel mann rai ses the question of the nature of any
sources Luke may have used: Were they extensive, offering an

original connected account or were they individual traditions?

°Aune, The New Testanent in Its Literary Environnent, 91-
125. The four choices for Luke in witing a direct speech are
expanded fromthree options listed by Aune. Aune does not
separate interview and recall; but these are two different
ways to approach the material. Koster, Introduction to the
New Testanent, 51, suggests that "it cannot be assuned that
t hese speeches are based upon any sources; rather, the
conposition of such speeches by the author fits the custom of
Greek history witing."”

2lGerd Ludemann, Paul, Apostle to the Gentiles: Studies in

Chr onol ogy, foreword by John Knox, trans. F. Stanley Jones
(Phi |l adel phia: Fortress Press, 1984), 158. It should be noted
t hat LUdemann uses this basic understandi ng of how Luke pl aced
his material together to deny the historicity of the chapter
as it now stands. He sees at |east two Pauline visits spoken
of in this one chapter (159).He also rejects on the basis of
"Luke's apol ogetic tendency” the historicity of the trial of
Paul before Gallio: "Thus, redaction-historical and literary
reasons stand agai nst the generally held opinion that there
was a trial of Paul before Gallio in Corinth that resulted
froma conspiracy of the Jews (160)." Ludemann continues, "It
is nmost likely that Luke had a tradition in which one of

Paul 's visits to Corinth was connected with the person of
Gallio and that Luke then devel oped this tradition--in accord
with his theology--into the episode of a nontrial of Paul
before Gallio (160)."
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Conzel mann confesses to being unable to answer his own ques-
tion; but he does affirmthat "in any case he [Luke] did not
invent his individual stories, he nerely put theminto narra-
tive formand connected them" Daniel Schwartz refers to Acts
as "schematic in that it organi zes events not, or not always,
according to their historical order but rather according to
their nmeaning for the story as the author w shes to present
it."2

According to Aune's research related to the construction
of historical witing that contained dramati c epi sodes and
speeches, these were usually included after the witing of
rough drafts, in the final stage of conposition. Aune adds:
"This was probably Luke's procedure in Acts."? There is sone
textual evidence to support the idea that Luke included the
story of Paul on trial before Gallio after having fashioned
the earlier part of the chapter. Clearly verse 11, "And he
stayed a year and six nmonths, teaching the word of God anpbng

them" could serve as a concluding verse to Paul's Corinthian

?Hans Conzel mann, Acts of the Apostles: A Conmentary on
the Acts of the Apostles, trans. Janes Linburg, A Thonas

Kraabel , and Donald H. Juel, ed. Eldon Jay Epp with
Chri stopher R Matthews, Herneneia--A Critical and Historical
Comrentary on the Bible, ed. Hel nut Koester and others
(Phil adel phia: Fortress Press, 1987), xxxviii. Conzel mann
(153) refers to this story as an "apol ogetic paradigm™
Dani el R Schwartz, "The End of the Line: Paul in the
Canoni cal Book of Acts,” in Paul and the Legacies of Paul, ed.
WIlliam$S. Babcock (Dallas: Southern Methodist University
Press, 1990), 5.

23Aune, The New Testanment in Its Literary Environnent,

127.
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mnistry. Instead, the episode of Paul before Gllio is
inserted between verses 11 and 18 and these two verses form an
inclusio for the episode.

Al t hough Acts 18:12-17 is a brief passage, it contains a
statenment by the Jews to Gallio (v. 13) and a response from
Gllio (vv. 14-15). Both are reported as direct speech. The
use of &1L in verse 13 serves in the sane sense as quotation
mar ks, to mark off the statenent of the Jewi sh charge. Wile
Gallio's response is introduced with eimev 6 TaAA{wv (V. 14).
How di d Luke secure this information? There is no indication
Luke was present, so he likely |l earned of the incident from
Paul or another source. Gerd Luedemann bases his understand-
ing of Acts 18:1-17 on his belief that Luke had a |ist of
| ocations or "stations enbellished with various epi sodes and
that this source derived froma conpani on of Paul."?

As mentioned above, the use of an episode, in-and-of-
itself, does not guarantee the |larger work containing it to be
fact or fiction. What applies to the larger work, applies to
the episode. It can be fictionalized fromstart to finish or
adequately represent factual happenings, within the confines
of its given formof brevity and conci seness.

Because the story is framed by two verses (vv. 11,18)
that would if placed together, without the intervening verses
(vv. 12-17), produce the om ssion of part or all of one verse

or the other, it seens clear that Luke's story first existed

24Lidemann, Paul ., Apostle to the Gentiles, 156.
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as a separate piece of traditional material. The epi sode was
added to the surrounding context for rhetorical effect.
Al t hough the episode does "stick out™ at this place, by vir-
tue, in part, of its literary fram ng between verses 11 and
18, this is not to say that it is without connection to the
precedi ng materi al .

The problemthe Jews have had in Rone with enperor Cl au-
dius (18:2; cf. 18:16), the persuasive preaching and teaching
of Paul (18:4; cf. 18:13), the turn to the Gentiles who w Il
give hima hearing (18:6; cf. 18:14-15), the identification of
Paul with those who worship God (18:7; cf. 18:13), the nention
of a synagogue ruler (18:8; cf. 18:17), the commnd of the
Lord to Paul that he not fear and that he not be silent (18:09;
cf. 18:14), and the vision fromthe Lord that Paul would not
be "attacked and harnmed,” (18:10; cf. 18:14-16) are all pieces
of the literary cloth that battle agai nst considering verses
12-18 a conpletely disjunctive episode. The above extensive
list of preceding "flavorings" of the Gallio episode are not
meant to inply that Luke created a story "out of thin air";
but rather, that the independent story was given interdepen-

dent di mensions by the final author, Luke.?®

25Di xon Slingerland, "Acts 18:1-18, The Gallio
| nscription, and Absol ute Pauline Chronol ogy,"” Journal of
Biblical Literature 110 (Fall 1991): 441-42, rejects the
hi storicity of the account with the followi ng statenent: "Acts
18:1-18 is a carefully focused narrative the principal
el ements of which were created or borrowed and organi zed in
ternms of theological and political rather than historical-
chronol ogi cal purposes.” See also Alfred F. Loisy, Les Actes
des AplOtres (Paris: Emle Nourry, 1920), 698,
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To take but one of the several "flavorings" and follow it
into the episodic narrative, consider how the command of the
Lord to Paul that he speak (v. 9, inperative) is handled in
the recounting of the court scene before Gallio. Since it is
i nportant to Luke's purpose that Gallio speak, representing
Rome, it would not be effective to cast Gallio's speech onto
Paul . El sewhere in Acts at court or trial scenes, Paul does
provi de his own defence (23:1-6; 24:10-21, 24-25; 25:8-11;
26:1-29); but at this place if Paul were to say, "Most excel -
lent Gallio, | amnot guilty of any m sdemeanor or serious

crime,” Luke's point for the story would be lost. Yet, Pau
has been commanded to speak. How then to explain his silence?
Could this not be the very purpose of Luke's note: pérrovioc
8¢ 10U Havhou dvoiyeiv 1O otoua (v. 14a)? By including this
prelude to Gallio's speech, Luke has cleared Paul, as it were,

of any charge of either fear or silence.

The Function of the Episodic Narrative

The episodic narrative functions to encourage the reader
to participate enotionally in the story. This function is in
part fulfilled by unifying the episode around plot and action

and, by sonetinmes providing material of biographical interest.

who denies the historicity of this account before Gallio and
the earlier account before Sergius Paulus (Acts 13:6-12):
"Aucun de ces deux personnages n'aurait été cité par le
rédacteur s'ils n'appartenaient ['un et |"autre a |'histoire;
mais il ne s'ensuit pas que les incidents ou on les fait
figurer, les propos qui |eur sont attribués, soient

hi stori ques. "
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Just as the use of actions and direct speech formed the wit-
ing of history for the ancients, both el ements nmay appear in
t he individual episodes of that history.? The reader is
pulled into the story, and "the story"” functions to continue
the reader through the larger story. Eckhard Pl Gmacher points
out that for Luke

den dramati schen Epi sodenstil auch dann anwenden konnte,

wenn es sich einmal nicht direkt darum handelte,

politische und apol ogeti sche Thesen oder theol ogi sche

| deen aus ihrer unanschaulichen Abstraktion zu | 6sen und

mttels dieses Stils in anschaulicher und effektvoller

Darstellung i m Geschehen konkret werden zu | assen. ?

The epi sode, though independent at sone point fromits
present context, now serves the function of unity. Thus, the
presence of episodic narrative in Acts does not inply the
narrative nature of Acts lacks unity. Tannehill's thesis that
"t he episodes receive their nmeaning through their function
within the | arger whole" needs to be kept in mnd and tested
for

validity.?® Lawence WIlls posits a narrative novenent in

Acts, for what he refers to as "the episodic and adventurous

26Aune, The New Testanent in Its Literary Environnment, 37-

91.

2P| imacher, Lukas als hellenistischer Schriftsteller,
110.

2Tannehill, "lIsrael in Luke-Acts: A Tragic Story," 69.
Agreenent that there is an overriding purpose for Luke-Acts
does not, however, nean there is agreenment about that purpose.
Tannehill (69) says that "the episodes in Luke-Acts are part
of a unitary story because they are related to a unifying
pur pose, the Bouln toUG 6eol, to which the witing refers with
sone frequency (Luke 7:30, Acts 2:23, 4:28, 5:38-39, 13: 36,
20: 27) . "
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nature of the work," which consists of an organi zing principle
built around "a repeating cycle of three dramatic nonents:
positive mssionary activity, opposition and constriction, and
rel ease and expansion."?

There is evidence in the arrangenent and in the wording
of the episode in Acts 18:12-17 to indicate that Luke has
shaped this episode to fit the other scenes of the chapter, as
is shown in the exegesis to follow, yet the charge of the Jews
and the decision of Gallio show signs of careful reflection of
what mni ght have been said in the setting described.®* 1In the
Jewi sh charge, &vameibe. is used only here in the New Testa-
ment. The response of Gallio includes the word padLovpynua,
which is no where else found in this same formin the New
Testament. Additionally, Gallio's speech uses several G eek
words or phrases in a judicial sense: &veoxounv, ovecbe auvtol,
and xpLInc éyo toUTtwv oU Poviopotl elvat.t This does not
prove, of course, that Luke did not hinself summarize or

freely inprovise the court scene dialogue. It does seemto

i ndi cate, however, that Luke had sone concern to nedi ate

W lls, "The Depiction of the Jews in Acts," 639.

%Conzel mann, Acts of the Apostles, 153, remarks: "Since
this account is not an official record of the trial, one
shoul d not ask which |law the accusing Jews had in m nd, the
Jewi sh (which enjoyed the protection of the Roman government;
the singular form tov 6edv, "God,' is cited in favor of this
vi ew - but the account has been witten by Luke, and he
certainly knows Jews woul d have spoken about God only in the
singular) or the Roman."

31See the discussion of these words in the exegesis of the
passage.
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reality, not wite fiction per se.

The material of Acts 18:9-11 has an inmportant function to
play as an interlude between the rising opposition to Paul's
mnistry by the Jews and his appearance before Gallio in the
epi sodic narrative. John Polhill describes the form of these
verses as "that of a divine commi ssioning narrative in which
God or his angel appears to a human agent, gives a task to be
perfornmed, and gives an assurance of his presence."®* The
vi sion enables Paul to remain in Corinth for an extensive
mnistry, his first long-term m ssionary mnistry on his
journeys. *

The vision also sets the stage for the episodic narrative
of the trial before Gallio which follows. The Lord confirnms
for Paul that there are many in Corinth who will respond to
the nmessage. The trial scene before Gallio functions to
enabl e the reader of Acts to understand how Paul's mnistry at
Corinth received a boost from an unexpected source. This is
not to inmply that Gallio is pictured as a Christian synpa-
thizer in the court scene. However, the reader is given a
clue in verse 18 ("Paul stayed on in Corinth for sone tine")
that the outcome of the trial enabled Paul to extend his
mnistry in Corinth. This is in contrast to the earlier

evangelistic, church planting mnistries on his m ssionary

2John B. Pol hill, Acts, vol. 26, The New American
Comrentary, ed. David S. Dockery (Nashville: Broadman Press,
1992), 386.

3] bi d.
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travels, which |asted only days or weeks before opposition
forced himto nove to other places. Tannehill understands the
connection as foll ows:

In the vision scene the Lord intervenes both to re-
quire and (through divine protection) allow a change in
the pattern of events that has been common to this point
in Paul's mssion. There is to be no quick m ssion and
rapi d escape. 3

Charl es Tal bert understands verses 9-17 as a "prophecy-

fulfillment schema"” which includes a two part prophecy made to
Paul in the night vision. Paul will have freedomto speak;
and he will be protected fromharm (vv. 9-10). The fulfill-

ment of the first prom se cones in the statenent of the |ength
of Paul's mnistry (v. 11) and of the second prom se in the
outcone of his forced trial before Gallio.* Wiile this pat-
tern may have sonme validity to it, it can lead to a m staken
under st andi ng of the purpose of the Gallio episode, if one
only sees it as a story to indicate how God kept Paul from
harm Certainly, this is not how the episode functions at
this place. 1In fact, Talbert hinmself understands the Gallio
story as much nore significant than the second el enent of a
prom se-fulfillment schema. The episode indicates to the
reader that Roman governnent did not see Christianity as

separate from Judaism In the context of chapter 18, it is

3Robert C. Tannehill, The Narrative Unity of Luke-Acts: A

Literary Interpretation, vol. 2: The Acts of the Apostl es
(M nneapolis: Fortress Press, 1990), 224.

%Charles H. Tal bert, Acts, Knox Preaching Guides, ed.
John H. Hayes (Atlanta: John Knox Press, 1984), 78.



used by Luke to enphasize that the renoval of Paul's preaching
mnistry fromthe synagogue to the house of Titius Justus (v.
7) was not an indication that Christianity was now institu-

tionally separate from Judai sm 3¢

CHAPTER 2

%l bid., 79-80.
24
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AN EXEGESI S OF ACTS 18:12-17
Transl ati on
18: 12 When Gallio was proconsul of Achaia, the Jews
t oget her attacked Paul and brought himbefore Gallio's court.
18: 13 They charged: "This man is persuading the people to
worship God in ways that are against the law. " 18:14 Just as
Paul was about to speak, Gallio said to the Jews, "If, indeed,
you Jews this were a charge of crinme or fraudul ent deception,
| would with reason |listen patiently to you. 18:15 But since
this is a controversial charge concerning | anguage and nanes
and your own |aw, see to it yourselves. | do not wish to be
judge of such matters.” 18:16 So he ejected themfromhis
court. 18:17 Then they all took hold of Sosthenes, the
| eader in the synagogue, and began to beat hi m before the
court. But Gallio showed no concern for any of this.
Expositional Qutline

Scene 1: The Jews brought Paul to Gallio's court
(18:12-13)

1. Scene 2: Gallio responded to the charge agai nst Pau
(18: 14-16)

I, Scene 3: The way the trial concluded (18:17)

I nt roducti on

Pesch identifies four scenes in Acts 18:1-17 which form
the chapter. The first scene is found in verses 1-4. Paul
establishes a teaching mnistry with the synagogue as a base
and may have been allowed to serve as "die Lehrvortrége in der
Synagoge." The second scene, verses 5-8, describes a short,
but intensive mnistry to the Jews that ended with Paul in the
house of Titus Justus. The third scene, verses 9-11, points
to the one year and six nonth mnistry of Paul and the growth

of the Christian community in Corinth. The fourth scene is
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verses 12-17, the court scene before Gallio.?
These four scenes are not, however, w thout narrative
i nks. Robert Tannehill observes that, follow ng the intro-
ductory verses of scene one, "the materials are shaped into
three varieties of type-scenes highlighting three inportant
pronouncenents (by Paul, v. 6; by the Lord, vv. 9-10; and by
Gallio, vv. 14-15).°?
The Jews brought Paul to
Gallio's court (18:12-13)
The declaration of Paul in Acts 18:6 that he would from
now on go to the Gentiles (&mo 100 viv eic T& £6vn mopeUcouo L)
gai ns added strength fromthe story of his arrai gnment before
Gallio, which was forced by a united attack of the Jews

(xkatenéotnoay Opodunadody oi Ioudalol T MNavlg).3 The text

'Rudol f Pesch, Die Apostelgeschichte, vol. 5, part 2
(Acts 13-28), Evangelisch-Katholischer Komrentar zum Neuen
Testanment, ed. Josef Blank and others (Zirich: Benziger
Verlag, 1986), 150-51. Gerd Ludenmann, Das frihe Christentum
nach den Tradition der Apostelgeschichte: Ein Kommentar
(Gottingen: Vandenhoeck & Ruprecht, 1987), 207, says
"Traditi onsel enente in di esem Abschnitt sind die Notiz vom
., Prozel3” vor Gallio und der Name des Synagogenvor stehers
Sosthenes. We die Tradition ausgesehen hat, aufgrund derer
Lukas den (Nicht-)ProzeR vor Gallio schuf, ist schwierig zu
beant worten; doch nmbchte ich neinen Vorschlag w ederhol en, dal3
Lukas eine Tradition vorfand, die einen Besuch Pauli in
Korinth mt der Person des Gallio zusammenbrachte, und diese
dann--im Sinne seiner Theol ogi e--zur Epi sode eines Nicht-
Prozesses gegen Paulus vor Gallio konmponierte."

Tannehill, The Narrative Unity of Luke-Acts, 221.

SBruce M Metzger, ed., A Textual Conmmentary on the G eek
New Testanent, corr. ed. (New York: United Bible Societies,
1975), 463, makes the follow ng textual observation at verse
12: "After 'IoudaloL the Western text (D it" and partly syr"
wth ™y continues with the nore colorful account ocuvAalrfoaviecg
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does not make clear what amount of force may have been used
agai nst Paul to bring about his appearance before Gallio.
Paul may have agreed to the trial of his own free will foll ow
ing the confrontation.?

The overall treatment of the Jews in the book of Acts is
t he subject of nuch scholarly discussion. Two basic views are
commonly shared in answer to this problem wth many vari a-
tions. The first view argues for a break between Paul and
Judai sm t hat enconpassed both | eaders and people. One exanple
of this viewis found in the works of Slingerland. He argues
that the phrase ol 'Toudalio. (13:45,50; 14:2; 17:5, 13; 18:12;
21:11; 21:27; 23:12,20; 24:9, and 25:7) in the pauline portion
of Acts is always "used in the context of Jew sh abuse of
Paul ." In the end the Jew is shut out and the Gentile is in.

In contrast, the second view, as expressed by David Tiede
anong ot hers, recognizes the problemof the relationship of
Gentile Christianity and Judai smas pictured in Acts, but
concludes that "God is never done with Israel in any of the
scriptural, intertestamental or New Testanent docunments, and

Luke-Acts is no exception."®

neb’ coautdv énl TOV MoalGAov, KAl énLBéviec TAC Xelpag Nyoyov
aUutov mpdg ToOv GvOunatov (D has éml 1o RBApa), rataRodviec ol
AéyoVvTeg. "

4. Howard Marshall, The Acts of the Apostles: An
| nt roducti on and Commentary (G and Rapids: Wn B. Eerdmans
Publ i shing Co., 1980), 297.

°Di xon Slingerland, "The Conposition of Acts: Sone
Redaction-Critical CObservations,"” Journal of the Anmerican
Acadeny of Religion 56 (Spring 1988): 99. He notes (100) that
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One solution to the problem not belonging to either of
the two views, but trying to soften what seens a rather harsh
treatment toward the Jews, is the suggestion that a redactor
reworked earlier material at a tinme when the split between
Christianity and Judai sm was conpl ete and the redactor added
the strong anti-Jewi sh elenent.® This view, however, does not

sol ve the problem since the "redacted” Acts is the canoni cal

with the exception of Acts 9:23, ol 'TIoudaloL does "not appear
in the pre-pauline materials"; contra, David L. Tiede, ""Qdory
to Thy People Israel!': Luke-Acts and the Jews,"” in Society of

Biblical Literature: 1986 Sem nar Papers, ed. Kent Harol d

Ri chards (Atlanta: Scholars Press, 1986), 151; and Robert C.
Tannehill, "Rejection by Jews and Turning to Gentiles: The
Pattern of Paul's Mssion in Acts," in Society of Biblical
Literature: 1986 Sem nar Papers, ed. Kent Harold Richards
(Atl anta: Scholars Press, 1986), 130-41; see also, Jack T.
Sanders, "The Jew sh People in Luke-Acts,"” in Society of
Biblical Literature: 1986 Sem nar Papers, ed. Kent Harol d

Ri chards (Atlanta: Scholars Press, 1986), 110-29, who

concl udes his understandi ng of Luke's view of the Jews with
the words, "'The Jews' are the villains, not the victins"
(129); idem "The Salvation of the Jews in Luke-Acts,"” in
Society of Biblical Literature: 1982 Sem nar Papers, ed. Kent
Harol d Ri chards (Chico, CA: Scholars Press, 1982), 467-483;
see also, WIls, "The Depiction of the Jews in Acts,"” 652, who
ties both the pro-gentile view and the anti-senetic view
together: "The negative depiction of the Jews and the apol ogy
in respect to the Roman state go together, as opposite sides
of the same coin. They are not to be pursued as separate
thenes in the redaction criticismof Luke-Acts, but express a
coordi nated i npul se: to define the deconstruction of one

rel ati onship and the construction of another."”

®This is the view of Loisy, Les Actes des Apdtres, 104-
121. But notice that Loisy (939) suggests that the concl usion
of Acts shows the Jews to no | onger belong to the true
religion: " I*on n"en doit pas conclure que le
christianisme soit une religion étrangere au judaisne ou néme
antijuive. Cest, si on|l'ose dire, la vraie religion juive.
Il y a seulement que |les Juifs, par un inconcevable
aveugl enent, qui d'ailleurs est bien dans |a | ogique de |eur
hi stoire, ainsi que |I'"a nontré |le discours d' Etienne, et que
| *on voit announcé par |a bouche du prophete Isaie, ont
repoussé |l e don de Dieu."
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Acts.

Luke di splays historical accuracy in identifying Achaia
as a senatorial province governed by a proconsul. This status
had only been returned to this province in A D. 44. Earlier
inits history, from27 B.C. to AD. 15, it had also been a
senatorial province.’

The | ocation of the court scene is identified as 10 BAinx
(18:12,16). The devel opnent of this word seens to have been
fromthe seat where the judge sat ("judgnment seat" KJV), to
t he general surroundi ngs of that seat ("court™ NV, NEB, TEV),
to the magi strate ("before the tribunal™ RSV, JB). Richard
Longenecker describes the "Bema" at Corinth as "a | arge,
rai sed platformthat stood in the agora (marketplace) in front
of the residence of the proconsul and served as a forum where

he tried cases."?®

Date of the Trial
The story of Paul's trial before Gallio offers an oppor-

tunity to date a part of Paul's mnistry with some degree of

'Ri chard N. Longenecker, The Acts of the Apostles, vol.
9: John-Acts, The Expositor's Bible Commentary with the New
| nternati onal Version of the Holy Bible, ed. Frank E.
Gaebel ein, (Grand Rapids: Zondervan Publishing House, 1981),
485.

8This is the progression of nmeaning recorded in F. J.
Foaks Jackson and Kirsopp Lake, eds., The Begi nni ngs of
Christianity, Part 1: The Acts of the Apostles, vol. 14,
trans. and commentary by Kirsopp Lake and Henry J. Cadbury
(London: Macmillan and Co., limted, 1933), 227. Also,
information was taken from Longenecker, The Acts of the

Apost | es, 486.
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certainty.® Gallio was originally named Marcus Annaeus
Novatus. He was the ol der brother of Seneca, the phil osopher.
When his famly canme to Rone, he was adopted by Lucius Junius
Gallio, a rhetorician, and accepted his name, Gallio. He
became proconsul of Achaia under Claudius. An inscription at
Del phi contains a reference by Claudius to Gallio as proconsu
of Achaia. This inscription can be dated sonmewhat accurately
since it mentions that Claudius was in his twelfth year of
tri bunal power, which would be January 25, 52 to January 24,
53.

The time of Gallio's service as proconsul can be dated as
begi nni ng at about July 1, 51. Usually the term of service
was for one year; but sometinmes a one year extension was
given. Assunming Gallio served two years, he would have served
at | east through June, 53. If, at the |east, he served only
one year, then he was in Corinth fromJuly 51 through June 52.
Since Paul was tried before himat Corinth, we can be sure
that Paul's eighteen months mnistry in Corinth placed him

there sonmetinme from 51-52.

°Not all agree with this certainty. Dixon Slingerland,
"Acts 18:1-18, The Gallio Inscription, and Absoul ute Pauline
Chronol ogy," Journal of Biblical Literature 110 (Fall 1991):
449, states: "In sum contrary to one of scholarship's nost
| ongst andi ng consensuses, it Is not possible to establish
narrow absol ute dates wi thin Pauline chronology on the basis
of the relationship between Acts 18:1-18 and the Gallio
inscription.”
But for detailed information of the dating of Gallio's
proconsul ate, see Adolf Deissmann, St. Paul: A Study in Social

and Religious History, trans. Lionel R M Strachan (New York
Hodder and Stoughton, 1912), 235-260.
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Chapter 18:2 al so describes the expul sion of the Jews
from Rome by Claudius. This is generally believed to have
happened in Claudius's ninth year, which would be January 25,
49 to January 24, 50. If, as seens likely fromthe setting of
Acts 18, Paul had already spent sonme time at Corinth before
the arrival of Gallio as proconsul, a probable date can be
given for his Corinthian mnistry as taking place sonetine
bet ween the winter of 49/50 and the spring of 52.1°

As for the actual date of Paul's trial before Gallio, it
cannot be specifically determ ned. However, nmany schol ars
think that the Jews probably brought Paul before Gallio not
long after Gallio began his proconsular duties.' This was the
Jews' effort to test the new political waters. Therefore the

trial would have taken place in the sumer of 51.12

¥The date of this expulsion notice by Claudius is
guestioned by sonme today. For a full explanation see
Lidemann, Paul, Apostle to the Gentiles, 162-77, who
concludes (170): "Qur analysis of the extant sources for the
edi ct concerning the Jews has yielded a great degree of
probability for the following result: The edict of Cl audius
concerning the Jews that is reflected in Acts 18:2 was issued
in the year 41." Contra Ludemann, see Slingerland, "Acts
18: 1-17 and Luedemann's Paul i ne Chronol ogy," 686-690.

1Contra, see Jackson and Lake, The Beginnings of
Christianity, 227, who say "The phrase nmust not be pressed to
mean 'at the beginning of his proconsulate.” The probability
that the trial of Paul cane at the beginning of his period of
office is not based on the | anguage, but nerely on the
presunption (admttedly not very strong) that the Jews are
nore likely to have tried an experinment with a new proconsul ."

2The historical information contained in the above
par agraphs is common to many sources. However, the sources
used for this conpilation were the following: F. F. Bruce, The
Acts of the Apostles: The Greek Text with Introduction and
Comment ary (London: Tyndal e Press, 1952), 346; Ernest
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The Purpose of the Trial

According to F. F. Bruce, Luke's inclusion of this epi-
sode fromthe |ife of Paul "is of high relevance to the apol o-
getic notive of his history."*® This seens true. John Pol hil
observes that

the Gallio episode is al nost paradigmatic for Paul's

appearances before Roman officials in Acts. None of

thewh found himguilty of having broken any Roman
I aw.

Schwartz clains that there were two features to Luke's apol o-

getic. The first feature focuses on the "claimthat the Jews

Haenchen, The Acts of the Apostles: A Commentary, trans.
Bernard Nobl e, Gerald Shinn, supervised by Hugh Anderson, rev.
trans. R McL. WIson (Phil adel phia: Westm nster Press, 1971),
536-38; and Frank Stagg, The Book of Acts: The Early Struggle
for an Unhi ndered Gospel (Nashville: Broadman Press, 1955),
188- 89.

BFE, F. Bruce, The Book of Acts, rev., The New
| nternati onal Comentary on the New Testanment, ed. F. F. Bruce
(Grand Rapids: WIlliam B. Eerdmans Publishing Co., 1988), 354.
Longenecker, The Acts of the Apostles, 486, suggests that Luke
makes this account "the apex from an apol ogeti c perspective of
all that took place on Paul's second m ssionary journey."

“pol hill, Acts, 388. Plumacher, Lukas als
hel | eni stischer Schriftsteller, 84-85, indicates "an dieser
Stelle forrmuliert Lk jenes Programm der staatlichen
Unzust andi gkeit nicht in einer abstrakten Darl egung, sondern
in einer plastischen Szene, und das, ohne sich diesmal in der
erzahl eri schen Zwangsl age zu befinden, durch Spannung und
szeni sche Lebendi gkeit ersetzen zu niissen, was an sachlicher

Auskunft fehlt." @Gllio is pictured as rejecting authority
“far religi 6se (ntnuato.” PlUamacher describes the purpose of
Luke's style as follows: ". . . : nicht blal und abstrakt,

sondern in einer anschaulichen Szene | ebendi g gemacht, bringt
Lk jeweils seine These dem Leser zu Bewul3tsein. Auch, dald
Gllio sich nun an dieses Votum halt, behauptet Lk nicht

ei nfach, sondern stellt es w ederum dramati sch dar (V 17)."



33

drove Paul away, "! and the second on Rone. Schwartz states
that "Acts is concerned to showits readers that the Christian
religion posed no threat to Rome and that Christians had, on
the contrary, always honored Ronme and been respected and
protected by it."1®

Luke stresses the fact that Gallio did not consider the
charges agai nst Paul as the kind of charges that should be
br ought before a Roman proconsul. By information internal to
the episodic narrative, it seens clear that the charge |evel ed
agai nst Paul concerned his nmessage (v. 15-6 Adyog) and not
di sruptive action.' This was not the kind of case that Gallio
was interested in trying; and he let the Jew sh | eaders know
this in no uncertain terns. There is an elenment of irony in
the conclusion of the trial, since disruptive action resulted
fromthe trial itself. But Gallio refused to respond to the
turnoil. One possible literary reason for including the
epi sode at Gllio's court may be the el enent of surprise that
cones with Gallio's rejection of the Jews' charge agai nst

Paul .*® In Acts 18:10 Paul is advised through the night vision

0On three occasions in Acts (13:46; 18:6; 28:26-28) Paul
turns away fromthe Jews to the Gentil es because of a stubborn
resi stance on the part of the Jews to the gospel.

Schwartz, "The End of the Line," 11-13.

"Longenecker, The Acts of the Apostles, 484. Polhill,
Acts, 388, thinks there is a possibility that "words" refers
to the Scriptures. |If so, Gallio refused to judge matters
relating to the scripture, the Messiah, the Torah

8Adrian Ni chol as Sherwi n-\Wite, Roman Society and Ronman
Law in the New Testanment (Oxford: At the Clarendon Press,
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with the Lord that "no one is going to attack and harm you,
because | have many people in this city” (v. 10-516tL ¢yd elpt
netTd ool kol oudelcg ¢eniLbnoetal col 10U Kardool ce dLOTL AAOC
¢otl potL moAUc ¢év 1th méirel toutn). Alnost imrediately after
that statenment, Paul is attacked and brought for judgenment
before Gallio , whose guilty verdict, no doubt, would eventu-
ate in sone kind of harmfor Paul. This circunstance seens to
go agai nst the prom se. Instead, the reader discovers that
one of the people the Lord has in the city is the proconsul of
Achaia, Gllio. The only verdict delivered that day is again-
st the Jews: they are found guilty of bringing unworthy charg-

es before a Roman court. Paul, the Christian, is set free.

The Charge made agai nst Pau

After the Jews captured Paul, conpelling himto attend
Gallio"s court, it was necessary that they present a fornal
charge against Paul. The inpression gained fromthis event is
that | ocal Sanhedrins in the Diaspora had no "formally recog-
ni zed right to force obedi ence upon their own adherents."?®
The nature of the charge brought agai nst Paul probably re-
flected a Jewish attenmpt to broaden their accusation beyond
Hebraic law to include the breaking of Roman | aw. fjyayov autdv

¢l 1o RApa Aédyvoviec StL Mapd toOv vouov dvame (Bet oUTog 1ToUg

1963), 99, remarks that "the narrative of Acts makes the
absence of any specific malefaction the ground on which the
proconsul refuses to take cognizance."” For understanding this
as "prom se-fulfillnment" see the discussion in chapter one.

¥ bid., 100.
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avBpoinouc céRecbatl toOv Bedv (18:12b-13). By identifying the
group Paul sought to persuade as toug &vOpdnmouc rather than
ToUuc 'Toudaioug, the Jewi sh | eaders hoped to have Paul found
guilty of breaking Roman | aw. ?°

Al t hough now di sputed by sone, the foundation of the
charge nade by the Jews agai nst Paul probably rests in sone
way with the idea that he and his conpani ons were preaching a
religioillicita.?® This would be in contrast to a religion
with the status of collegiumlicitum Under this status a
religious society could formand operate |legally under Roman
law. The Jewi sh communities and synagogues around the Roman
enpire were covered by this legal status. This may have been
what the Jews hoped Gallio would render as his judgenent:

Judaismis legal; but Christianity is not Judaismand is

2 bid., 100-101. See, W/Iliam John Conybeare and J. S.
Howson, The Life and Epistles of St. Paul, 2 vols. in 1 vol
(New York: Charles Scribner's Sons, 1906), 418-19, who believe
that the Jews "accused St. Paul of violating their own | aw.
They seem to have thought, if this violation of Jewi sh | aw
could be proved, that St. Paul would becone anenable to the
crimnal law of the enpire; or, perhaps, they hoped . . . that
he woul d be given up into their hands for punishnment.”

2lIF, F. Bruce, The Acts of the Apostles: The G eek Text,
345. Pol hill, Acts, 388, n. 122, however, makes the

observation that "appeal to the concept of religio licita is
sonewhat precarious, the view that the Romans kept a |ist of
accepted foreign religions and that the Jews were attenpting
to divorce thenselves from Christians, thus making the latter

an officially unrecognized religion. No first-century

evi dence exists that the Romans kept such a list. . . ." Also
see, Conzel mann, Acts of the Apostles, 153, who states: "This

concept which is used without hesitation in nodern literature

was unknown to him because there was no such conception.”
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therefore illegal.? As for Luke's intention, Conzel mann
suggests t hat

Here the legal situation fromthe standpoint of the Ronman
state is defined in a way that Luke would like to

suggest as the ideal for Roman practice: the state
shoul d not becone i nvol ved in controversies within
the Jewi sh community i nvol ving Christians--the
dispg}es lie outside the jurisdiction of Roman
I aw.

Al ready from Acts 16:20-21 the reader is aware that Pau
and Silas were inprisoned by Roman authorities because of a
charge that they proclainmed custonms which Romans coul d neither
accept nor practice: 00toL ol &vbpwmolL £KTAPAOOOUCLY IOV TNV
IOA LY, ~Ioudalol UnNdpXovIieg KAl KATAYYEAAOUOLV €0n & oOUK
£€eot v Nuiv mapadéxecbol oudé moielv 'Pouaiolc otoiv (16: 20b-
21). It may be that the Jewi sh | eaders were hoping to con-
vince Gallio that Roman best interests were involved with the
trial of Paul. |If so, they were unsuccessful. @Gllio re-
jected their charge agai nst Paul, possibly picking up ¢ vouoc
(v. 13) fromtheir charge and interpreting it as o vouoc xab’
Uuéc (v. 15).24

Sherwi n-White does discuss the possibility that the

charge the Jews brought agai nst Paul may have been based on

22Bruce, The Book of Acts, 353.

23Conzel mann, Acts of the Apostles, 153.

2“Sher wi n-Whi te, Roman Society and Roman Law, 102.
Sherwi n-White (102) observes that "his [Gallio's] final words,
KOLTING £y® ToUuTwv ou Roulouot elvai, are the precise answer of
a Roman magi strate refusing to exercise his arbitrium
iudicantis ['free formul ati on of charges and penalties,' 17]
within a matter extra ordinem|['"outside the List,"" 14]."
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the "edicts of Claudius which guaranteed them the quiet enjoy-
ment of their native custons throughout the Diaspora."? That
such an attack agai nst Paul m ght be made would fit the gen-
eral context of the chapter. The Jews at Corinth opposed Paul
to the point that he had decided to focus his mnistry on the
Gentiles (v.6-tx £0vn), |eaving the synagogue as the primary
scene of his Corinthian mnistry: dieiéveto && ¢v TH ocuvaywyh
KT név o&RPBatov x. 1. A (v.4). The mnistry of Paul seens to
have convinced Crispus, a synagogue ruler, and his famly to
believe in the Lord (v. 8). The success of Paul m ght well be
t he underlying cause for the action of the Jews. As Sherw n-
White says, ". . . they m ght hope to invoke the proconsul's
authority against a fellow Jew who interfered, as Paul cer-
tainly was interfering, with the quiet practice of their
custons. " ?®

The actual charge agai nst Paul accuses him of using a
m sl eadi ng, seduci ng kind of persuasive speech (&vomeibetl) to
conpel people to follow his understanding of how to worship
God.?” It was against Roman |law to proselyte Roman citizens,
but the law did not apply to non-citizens. Apparently, the

Jews hoped sonehow to persuade Gallio that Paul's speech was

21 bid., 102.
2%l bid., 102-3.

2I&vome (Aw occurs only here in the New Testament. For its
meani ng as seduci ng or m sl eadi ng speech, see F. F. Bruce, The
Acts of the Apostles: The Geek Text, 347. Acts 18:4 uses the
verb nei6w to describe Paul's purpose in proclamation.
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i ncendi ary and dangerous to the pax Romana.?® |[|f that was
their plan, they failed in their purpose.
Gallio responded to the charge
agai nst Paul (18:14-16)

What ever the Jews hoped to acconplish in bringing Paul
before Gallio, the course of the trial led in opposite direc-
tions. O course, the episodic narrative describing the
account contains only the briefest summry of what actually
took place. But precisely because the account is tel escoped,
every recorded word and action gains in significance for the
reader. Finding the heart of the story may shed i nportant
i ght on Luke's purpose for including it at this point in his

account of Paul's mnistry.

A Proposed Chiastic Structure
for Acts 18:12-17

The proposed chiastic structure for the entire episodic
narrative may help drive honme Luke's point in telling this

story.® If the chiastic structure has any validity, it focuses

28Jackson and Lake, The Begi nnings of Christianity, 227.

®This chiastic structure was devel oped by the witer of

this paper. If the structure does have validity, the enphasis
of Gallio's answer conmes to the front of the story: This
crime, of which you are accusing this man Paul, is no crine at

all by Roman |law. Even if the chiastic structure is somewhat
forced, the sane general conclusions can be reached, apart
fromagreeing to a chiastic form Interestingly, Donald R

M esner, "The Circunferential Speeches of Luke-Acts:

Patterns and Purpose,” in Society of Biblical Literature: 1978
Sem nar Papers, ed. Paul J. Achtemeier, vol. 2 (M ssoula, MTr:
Schol ars Press, 1978), 223-37, has discovered what he believes
to be chiastic structures in Paul's two speeches at Ronme (Acts
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the attention on Gallio's clear statenment that the nessage of
Paul is not a violation of any Roman law. In short, there is
nothing Gallio finds illegal about Paul's activities as far as
Rome i s concer ned.

The turning point of the encounter between the Jews,
their supposed victim Paul, and Gallio, the judge is a criti-
cal part of the story. The reader/hearer anticipates the
outconme of this nmeeting. Paul, the hero, is in trouble again
with the Jews. WII Paul once again be driven froma city?

O will he be beat with a rod and thrown in jail? In but a
monment's tinme, the answer cones; but it does not cone by sone
def ense on Paul's part. It cones, rather, from unexpected
gquarters; even though the reader has already conme to expect
from Luke's handling of the material that the Roman gover nnent
wi Il not condemm Paul

The follow ng chiastic structure represents one way to
pi cture the episodic narrative of Acts 18:12-17.

A. Gallio was proconsul of Achaia (18:12)
B. The Jews namde a united attack against Paul (18:12b)
C. The Jews brought Paul to court (18:12c)

D. The Jews presented a charge agai nst Paul

28:17-20; 25-29) before the Jews. The first chiasnus (Acts
28:17-20) has as its center point, verse 18: "because | was
not guilty of any crime deserving death.” Renoving the | ast
phrase, "deserving death,” the verdict is the sanme as the
statenent of Gallio that he does not find Paul guilty of any
crime against the state. These possible chiasns were

di scovered after the witer had devel oped his own chiasnus for
Acts 18:12-17. See appendix 6 for the suggested chi asnus of
Acts 28:17-20.
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(18:13)
E. Gallio described a legitimte charge
(18:14)

D. @llio refused the charge presented by the
Jews (18:15)

C. Gallio ejected the Jews fromthe court (18:16)

B'. The Greeks (and/or Jews) namde a united attack again-
st Sost henes (18:17a)
A'. Gllio showed no concern for the Jews (18:17b)?3°

If this chiastic arrangenment has nmerit, it would indicate
that Gallio, a Roman official, could find no |legitimte charge
agai nst Paul under Roman |aw. 3! This enphasis of innocence
under Roman |aw may be (in its context in Acts 18) a rebuke of
the Jews in general, whom Cl audi us had ordered earlier to
| eave Rome (18:2). The Jews were found guilty of sonme offense
agai nst Ronme by Cl audius; Paul, the Christian, was found
i nnocent of any offense before Gallio, a Roman proconsul.

The context of Acts 18 adds another insight to the court
scene. The word Paul received fromthe Lord in a night vision
counsel ed agai nst fear of the Jews and for Paul to continue

his proclamation (v.9-elmev 8¢ 6 KUPLOGC ¢V VUKTL &1  OpduATOC

%The center piece of the chiasnmus is the part of the
speech of Gallio. It is possible that the center should
include both parts of Gallio's rebuke. The formwould remain
the same, ABCDED C B A, but E wuld be expanded to
include the words of Gallio up to, "settle the matter
yourselves. | will not be a judge of such things" (18:15b).
Ei ther way, the heart of the story remains with Gallio's
words, not with the charge of the Jews, nor with the beating
of Sost henes.

3 bid., 100, states that "it is within the conpetence of
the judge to decide whether to accept a novel charge or not."
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T TTaviw, M ¢oBol, &AAX A&Ael kol un olwmnnong). The nmessage
Paul was proclaimng was, "Jesus is Christ" (v. 5-cuveixeto 1§
AOYyw O TaGAog dlLaupaptupduevoc tolcg 'Ioudaloig elval 1OV XpLoT-
ov IncoGv). But in the context of the court scene it is
Gallio who speaks to the Jews, while Paul is silenced by the
interruption (v. 14-5&& pé¢xiovtoc 1ol MoUuiou dvoivelv 10 oTdux
elmev O TaArlwv mpdg toug ' IToudalouq).

If the chiastic structure can be trusted, it is clear why
Paul cannot speak and why Gallio nust speak.3 The point this
epi sode nmakes is one that only a Roman governnent official can
creditably make: the Roman government takes no offense with
t he nmessage Paul is proclaimng. Luke apparently feels that
this point of declared innocence by a Roman government offi-
cial is inmportant enough that he risks the presentati on of
Paul's silence in near proximty to the Lord' s command t hat
Paul go on speaking, as indeed, Paul was about to do.
An Anal ysis of the
Response of Gallio

If the Jews had intended to test the new proconsul of
Achaia to try and gain sone ground for their insistence that

Paul was not conducting his mnistry within the framework of

%2 n keeping with the characteristic of brevity, common to
the episodic narrative, the answer of Gllio is brief.
However, WIlliam Mtchell Ransay, St. Paul the Traveler and
the Roman Citizen (New York: G P. Putnam s Sons, 1896), 258,
observes: "It is clear that Gallio's short speech represents
the conclusion of a series of inquiries, for the accusation,
as it is quoted, does not refer to words or nanes, but only to
the Law. "
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Roman | aw, their ploy failed. As the words of the episode
go, there is sonme confusion as to exactly whose | aw Paul was
decl ared to have broken, Roman or Jewi sh. Frank Stagg is
probably right in suggesting that the anbiguity belongs to
the story:

These Jews certainly held Paul's preaching to be
contrary to Jewish law;, and if it could be decl ared out-
side Judaism it would be as an 'unlawful religion,"
agai nst Roman | aw. *

At any rate, Gllio left no doubt as to how he perceived
their charge against Paul. He refused jurisdiction over the
matter. Pesch makes the foll owi ng observati on concerning the
reaction of Gallio to the charge:

Gallio hat vielnmehr durchschaut, dall es um
»Streitfragen« (vgl. zu 15,2) betreffs der Lehre der
Juden, ihrer Personen (wie den Streti um Jesu Messi anitéat)
oder ihres »Gesetzes« (vgl. 13) Uberhaupt geht; deshalb
soll en sie ihre Angel egenheiten, die den roém schen Staat
ni cht tangi eren, selbst regeln.?3
Bruce recogni zes that this verdict by Gallio likely

carried i nmpact beyond his own province and that had the ver-
di ct gone agai nst Paul "the progress of Christianity during
t he next decade or so could have been attended by much greater

difficulties than were actually experienced."®

I n answering the Jews, Gllio nentions "t& ovoutata. " As
part of his answer to the Jews, Gallio says he will not judge
nmepl . . . oOvoudtwv (18:15). Could this be a veiled reference

3St agg, The Book of Acts, 191.

34pesch, Di e Apostel geschichte, 151.

35Bruce, The Book of Acts, 352.
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to Paul's proclamation of Jesus as the Christ? Acts 18:5
decl ared that Paul was testifying that Jesus was the Christ.
In Corinth, the title ¢ Xpitotéc when applied to Jesus fornmed a
basic dividing |line between Jews who believed and those who
bl asphenmed (Acts 18:5-8). 1In the earlier proclamation of the
church, as Luke records it in Acts 2:36, Peter declares &t
Kol KUpLOv aUutdOV Kol XpLotdv énmoinoev o 6edg. The results
were that about three thousand people were added to their
nunber (Acts 2:41). But in Corinth, calling Jesus the Chri st
is pictured as causing a great disturbance anong the Jews.

| f Suetonius's account, in the Life of C audius, of the

problemin Rome which had resulted in the expul sion of the
Jews (ca. A.D. 49) fromthat city is correct, the disturbance
anong the Jews was "instigated by one ' Chrestus.'"3 At any
rate, the disturbance in Corinth certainly seenms to have had
sonething to do with 6 XpiLotdc

This should not be surprising since at |east two Jews
from Rome had nade their way to Corinth as a direct result of
t he expul sion notice of Claudius, Aquila and Priscilla (Acts
18:2). Since their conversion is not described, it is possi-
ble that they were already Christians while in Ronme. They
woul d, no doubt, conme to Corinth with fresh nenories of the

recent expulsion and of its cause. The nanme of Jesus Chri st

%St agg, The Book of Acts, 188. Stagg (188) adds that
"the majority of scholars understand this to be a reference to
Christ, with the usual m sspelling of the nane by Roman
witers; this is probably true, but cannot be established."
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became a powder keg in Corinth anmong the Jews who |ived there;
and, as perhaps in Ronme(?), the attention of the Roman govern-
ment soon turned to the disturbance. However, at Corinth
Gallio had no intention of getting involved with the Jews over
"names." So, Gallio refused both to get involved in judgnent
over the matter brought before him (v. 15) and to give the
issue his attention (v. 17).

What crimes would Gallio be willing to abjudicate? The
word &di{knua can be translated with the idea of crinme; but
this includes "open or violent wong-doing."3 The word
padLovpynua occurs only here in the New Testanment. However, a
simlar word padiovpyia is found in Acts 13:10. 1In that
context, Paul uses the word to describe the character of the
Jewi sh sorcerer and fal se prophet, Bar-Jesus, as deceptive and
fraudul ent. The negative connotations of the word are clear.
The idea of fraud or deception acconpanies the word.3®

The response of Gallio includes a positive statenent that
declares his willingness to listen patiently (&véxouar) to
charges that effect the public good, as would be his reason-
able (xatd Adyov) duty.®  However, the second class condi-
tional sentence used in this first part of Gallio' s response

i ndicates a condition contrary to fact. The Jews are not

37Jackson and Lake, The Begi nnings of Christianity, 227.

38Bruce, The Acts of the Apostles: The G eek Text, 349.

3%Jackson and Lake, The Begi nnings of Christianity, 227-

28.
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bringing a legitimate charge agai nst Paul before the proconsu-
lar (18:14). The second part of Gallio's response is a first
cl ass conditional sentence which indicates a true to fact
response. The charge brought against Paul is a Jewish matter
and not a Roman matter.? Gallio' s refusal to entertain the
charge of the Jews involves throwing the charge back upon them
to settle. The phrase &6yecbe autol is a colloquial use of the
future indicative. At one and the sanme tine it relinquishes
personal responsibility for an action and places that respon-

sibility on another.*

The way the trial concluded (18:17)

The difficulty of establishing the group (o&vtecg) that
struck Sosthenes has |ong been noted. Two textual variations
exi st which seek to clarify the identity of the group. One
claims the Greeks were the attackers (ndvtec of "EAAnvecg); the
other clainms the Jews beat him (n&vtec oi "Ioudalol).?

The question nust be asked, Why woul d either group desire

“Si non J. Kistenmaker, New Testanment Conmentary:
Exposition of the Acts of the Apostles (G and Rapids: Baker
Book House, 1990), 660. Pesch, Die Apostelgeschichte, 151,
wites: "In direkter Rede sind zwei Konditional satze
wi eder gegeben; imersten ist einirrealer Fall, imzweiten der
reale Fall besprochen.”

“1Jackson and Lake, The Begi nnings of Christianity, 228.

“2For an eval uation of the textual evidence see Appendi x
4. For the view that no trial took place, see Ludenmann, Pau
Apostle to the Gentiles, 161, who says: "It is likely that
Luke devel oped this tradition into a 'nontrial,' where the
Jews spoke agai nst Paul before Gallio, and that he exemplified
t he puni shment of the Jews by the having the ruler of the
synagogue, Sosthenes, beaten.™
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to wound the synagogue ruler? 1In a circular fashion, the
answer to the "why" question depends on the choice of the
group inflicting the wounds. |f the G eeks attacked the
synagogue ruler, it is likely because anti-senetic feelings
flared-up at the conclusion of the failed case of the Jews
before Gallio. @Gallio's not-to-kind expulsion of the Jews
fromhis court may have been the only excuse needed by sone to
turn on the Jews.*® Bruce interprets
tovtwv (v. 17) as an indication that Gallio did not care for
"the easily roused quarrels between G eeks and Jews, and the
Jews' conplaints about matters affecting their own |aw "%

But if the Jews attacked Sosthenes, the explanation woul d
al nost certainly have to rest on sone sense of retribution
toward himfor a case poorly presented before Gallio.
Sherwi n- White suggests the possibility that the synpathies of
Sost henes rested with Christians and "that the beating was
that of the formal "thirty-nine blows,' adm nistered by the
authority of the local Sanhedrin, which had taken Gallio at

his word. "4®

43St agg, The Book of Acts, 191.

“Bruce, The Acts of the Apostles: The Greek Text, 348.

“*Sherwi n-Whi te, Roman Society and Ronman Law, 104.
Contra, see Ransay, St. Paul the Traveler, 259, who suggests
that the Greeks did the beating and that "the fact that
Sost henes (whet her the sanme or another) joined with Paul in
witing to the Corinthians, | 1, caused an early
m sapprehensi on of the scene. It was understood that Galli o,
after deciding against the Jews, allowed themto console
t hensel ves by beating a Christian; and the word ' Geeks' is
omtted in the great MSS. under the influence of this
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It nmust be admitted in the end that the antagonists in
the skirm sh are no | onger clear. Some have even suggested
that Jews and Greeks together battered Sosthenes.* The sup-
port for this position seens | acking.

Who was Sost henes? The word &pxiouvéywyog used to de-
scribe his role in the synagogue at Corinth (18:17) is the
sane word used earlier in the chapter to describe the role of
Crispus (18:8). However, the text specifically says that
Crispus becane a believer, along with his famly. Sosthenes
may have served jointly with Crispus as a | eader or ruler of
t he synagogue or he may have taken the place of Crispus fol-
| owi ng the conversion of Crispus to Christ. The word
doxLouvdywyoc does not inply the one and only ruler of the
synagogue, so either view is possible.#

The connection between this Sosthenes and the Sosthenes
of 1 Corinthians 1:1, who is identified by Paul as a Christian
br ot her, has |ong been debated. Are the two, one and the

sane? Many acknow edge it as a possibility, but recognize

m st ake. "

“This is the position adopted by Jackson and Lake, The
Begi nnings of Christianity, 228: "Possibly Sosthenes was
beaten by both parties--by the Jews for m smanagi ng the case,

and by the Greeks on general principles.” This view seens to
avoid the issue and | acks conpelling logic. The idea that
Gallio ordered his court lictors to clear the court is

menti oned by Kistenmaker, New Testanment Commentary, 660, as
one sonetinmes proposed to solve the problem of the m ssing
subj ect of the "all." However, he notes (660) that "the

adj ective all is jarring to the context if it relates to two
or three lictors.™

“’Longenecker, The Acts of the Apostles, 486.
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that sure proof is not likely to be found. |If they are the
sane, then Sosthenes may have | eaned toward the Christian
faith before the court scene or he nmay have converted to the
Christian way follow ng this episode.

The presence of the summary verse at Acts 18:11 ( "Exk&OLo-
ev 0& &viIautov kol phvagc €& OLd&OKwV éVv autolc 1OV Adyov 10U
6eotU) indicating Paul's year and a half mnistry is sonewhat
surprising, as Acts 18:18 also contains a brief summari zing
statenment of the tinme of Paul's mnistry in Corinth (0 &2
NoGAog é11 mpooue{vag nuépac (kavdc k. T.A. ). The court scene
before Gallio is highlighted by its intrusion between these
two summari zing type statenents. Luke nmade a purposeful point
to place the story of Paul before Gallio at this place.*
Verification of Paul's decision to go the Gentiles may be yet
anot her purpose for the placenent of the episode of the court
scene at this place by Luke. The Gentiles have not deci ded
agai nst the Christian nmessage.

E. Haenchen understands the purpose of the nention of

Paul's continuing mnistry in verse 18 as a way to indicate to

“8Those acknow edgi ng the possibility of the two nmen being
t he same man include Jackson and Lake, The Begi nni ngs of
Christianity, 228; Bruce, The Acts of the Apostles, 348;
Longenecker, The Acts of the Apostles, 486-87; Polhill, Acts,
389; anpbng ot hers.

%Pl imacher, Lukas als hellenistischer Schriftsteller, 85,
states: ". . . : We schon das Stick 25,13-26,32 im
Zusamrenhang der Darstellung des paulinischen Prozesses jede
Ver bi ndung mt dem Kontext verm ssen |iel, so wirde auch hier
ein Fehlen von 18, 12-17 kaunlelne Licke |n1AbIauf des
Beri cht et en hlnterlassen
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"the reader that he | eaves the scene not under conpul sion but
as a victor, and at the sane tinme |eads into the follow ng

narrative. "%

Haenchen, The Acts of the Apostles, 538.
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Concl usi on

This significance of this episode cannot be fully under-
stood apart fromthe context of chapter 18. Chapter 18 nust
be read in the context of the book of Acts as a whole. The
book of Acts nust be read with the gospel of Luke, and Luke
with the other gospels, especially the synoptics, and so on.
This is to say that an episodic narrative should not be
i gnored or deneaned based on its "episodic" nature.

The tendency to "read over" stories |ike that found in
Acts 18:12-17, in order to get to better preaching materi al,
is understandable on a surface reading of the text. It is
clear that Luke includes this story as an exanple of the
Jewi sh rejection of the messenger of the Lord Jesus Christ.
Such rejection will have its price.

Eckhard Pl Gmacher makes an inportant point concerning the
presence of this story in the chapter: Luke could have se-
| ected "dem Stil der undramati schen, argunentierenden
Abhandl ung; " but instead he presented his nessage "im Sti
dramati scher.">!

VWhet her a final decision is ever reached on the relation-
ship of Luke-Acts to ancient history, biography, or novel, the

stories still have the power to speak in dramatic ways.

5P| imacher, Lukas als hellenistischer Schriftsteller, 86.




APPENDI X 1
BLOCK DI AGRAM

18:12 ¢
FodX{wvoc &vBundtou dvtoc thHc "Axatoc
(1) KaTenéotTtnoav Oopodupaddv ol "'Ioudalol T® ToUA
Kol
(2) Nyayov oUutov

eIl TO PBHuo

18: 13 Aéyovieg Ot Iapd 1OV voOuov

(3) dvamne iBeL oUtoc toUC dvOpdmouc océRecbal TOV Bedv.
18: 14 5¢
néAAovToc 10U HaviAou &voivelv 10 OoToud
(4) elmev 6 TaAA{wv
nmpoO¢ Toug 'Ioudaioug,
(5) El pé¢v Nv &S {rknud Tl
il

PO LOUpYyNUa ToOvVNEOV,
o "Ioudalol,
KATO AOyov &v

(6) dveoxounv Uudv
18: 15 o¢
(7) el (nTAPAT& 0T LV
mepl AOyou
Kol
OVOUXTWV
Kol
vouou toU kab’' Uubc,
(8) ovecObe auToOl-
(9) KOLTING ¢y® ToUuTwv OoU BoUAopaLr elvol.
18: 16 KO 1
(10) GumAAacev oUToUqg

ano 1ol PBrRuotog.

18: 17 5¢
e LAcPOuevol ndvieg ZwoBévny TOV APX LOUVAYOYOV
(11) ftuntov fumpoofev 1ol RAUATOC:
Kol
(12) oUd&Vv TOoUTwVY T TodAAlwvi fupelev.

51



APPENDI X 2
SEMANTI C DI AGRAM OF ACTS 18:12-17
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Jews
one of

Jew sh

APPENDI X 3
EXEGETI CAL OUTLI NE

The Jews brought Paul to Gallio's court (18:12-13)

A. The Jews arranged to bring Paul to Court (18:12)
1. The Jews attacked Paul
2. The Jews brought Paul to court

B. The Jews brought a charge agai nst Paul (18:13)

Gallio responded to the charge agai nst Paul (18:14-

A. Gallio established his willingness to judge a
wort hy charge (18:14)
1. Gallio spoke instead of Pau
2. Gal li o described a worthy charge
3. Gallio agreed to listen to a worthy charge
B. Gallio declared his unwillingness to judge a
charge of interest to Jews only (18:15)
1. Gal l i o described an unworthy charge

a) He refused to judge a charge
concerning only words of the Jews

b) He refused to judge a charge
concerning only nanes of the Jews
c) He refused to judge a charge
concerning only the |aw of the
2. Gallio described their charge as
concern only to Jews
C. Gallio reacted to their unworthy Jew sh charge
(18: 15b-16)
1. Gallio rejected jurisdiction over the
charge (18: 15b)
2. Gallio ejected the Jews fromhis court
(18:16)

The way the trial concluded (18:17)
A. The Greeks (and/or Jews) attacked Sosthenes in

front of Gallio
B. Gallio paid no attention to the attack
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APPENDI X 4
THE TEXTUAL VARI ANT OF ACTS 18:17

PASSAGE: 18:17 ¢mihapdupevol 8¢ ndviec! Twobévny toOv
AOX LOUVAYWYOV TUNTOV &umpocfev 1oU PAUATOC: Kol oUudev TOoUTwV
T TarAA{wvl €uelev.

APPARATUS USED: The Greek New Testanent, 3d ed. corr., ed.
Kurt Al and, Matthew Black, Carlo M Martini, Bruce Metzger

and Allen Wkgren (Stuttgart, Germany: United Bible Societies,
1983).

EVALUATI ON OF EXTERNAL EVI DENCE

1. Date. Reading 1 has the overall earliest support with
three witnesses as early as the fourth century (x B cop®),
anot her witness fourth or fifth (vg), and a fifth witness in
the fifth century (A). Reading 2, however, has a possible
third century witness (cop®®); but the rest of the earliest
witnesses are fifth and sixth century (D E it%®" syr?P armeth
geo). The remainder of the witnesses for this reading are

| ater than the sixth century, with the majority being in the
ninth, tenth, eleventh, and twelfth centuries. Reading 3 is
found in one tenth and one el eventh century witness. A slight
edge woul d go to reading 1.

2. Geographical Distribution. There is no doubt at this
point, reading 2 has the wi dest geographical distribution.
Reading 1 indicates no support in the Western geographi cal
ar ea.

3. Textual Relationships. The Alexandrian text is usually
considered to be the nost faithful in preserving the original
reading. Reading 1 has the strongest Al exandrian w tnesses;
but reading 2 has one strong witness in cop®® Reading 2 is
dom nant in the Western text. Wile this text type can be
traced back to the second century, it has a tendency to manip-
ul ate the text through paraphrase. For Acts, the Western text
represents a special problem it provides a reading of Acts
that is nearly ten percent |onger than the text considered
nore original. At this point, then, it is difficult to assess
t he value of the nunerous Western readings for the second
readi ng. The Byzantine text lacks reliability in securing the
ori ginal readi ng because of the obvious textual changes de-
signed to smooth the reading of the Geek text. The Uncl assi -
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fied texts, especially the versions, indicate that at a fairly
early date the second reading was well known. However, the
vul gate reading followed reading 1. Reading 3 does not enter
into consideration at this point. Between reading 1 and 2 the
evi dence | eads to no sure concl usion. However, given the
probl em of the Western text in the book of Acts, reading 1
appears to be supported by manuscripts nore often associ ated
with original readings.

CLASSI FI CATI ON OF W TNESSES

___lvariant | Al exandrian| Western | Unclassified
| Byzanti ne
Readi ngs | | | |
I I I I
__ 1. mbvtec |P* X A B | 629 vg |
| cop®® I I | I |
L [33 1739 | DE 614 L v 88 104 |P 049 330
2. né&viec | cop®? jtadedog 181 326 436 451

1241

ol "EAAnvec | | Ephraem | 630 945 1505 | 1877 2127
| | | 2495 | 2492

I I | syrP?" Byz

| | | arm eth geo |

|
3. mdvteg | | | 36 453 |
ol "Toudalol | | | |

EVALUATI ON OF THE | NTERNAL EVI DENCE

A. Transcriptional Probabilities.

1. Shorter/lLonger Reading. Reading 1 is the shorter
readi ng and | eaves the word n&vtec without clear referential
meaning. It is easy to understand why a scribe would add
words of clarification specifying who were included in the
group. However, there is the possibility of an error of the
eye which m ght have resulted in ol "EAAnvec being acciden-
tally omtted. Both n&vrtec and oi "EArAnvec end in ec. A
carel ess scribe m ght have m staken the ec for the ending of
"EAAnvecg, then witten the following word swoc6évnv, not real-
izing a word had been omtted. This doesn't seemlikely since
both ot and "Exinvec would be m ssing, but it remains a slight
possibility since the article would be witten with "ExAnvec,
al nost wi t hout thinking.

2. Reading Different fromParallel. There is no paral-
| el account of this episode.
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3. Mre Difficult Reading. The nore difficult reading
is the shorter reading. Wthout a clear indication of the
group included in o&vteg, the reader is |eft wondering who
beat Sosthenes. Was it G eeks who may have w tnessed the
harsh rebuke afforded the Jew sh | eaders by Gallio and, then,
t aken advantage of the nonent to express their prejudice
agai nst the Jews? O was it the Jews thensel ves who were
following Gallio's order to "see to it thensel ves" (18:15) by
inflicting wounds on Sost henes, who had apparently in sone way
m shandl ed the case? To this day the answer is not clear. It
is easy to see how a scribe could add the words "the G eeks"
to the word "all" precisely to clarify what happened at the
concl usi on of the chaotic case against Paul. So, not only did
Gallio eject the Jews fromhis court, but the G eeks manhan-
dl ed their | eader as an additional evidence of the Gentiles’
prejudi ce agai nst the Jews.

4. Reading Wich Best Explains Oigin of Gther(s). It
is difficult to understand why the words ol "EAAnvec woul d
have been omtted if they were part of the original text.
These words serve to clarify the scene being described. On
the other hand, it is easy to understand why a scribe may have
decided to add clarity to a confusing scene. As nentioned
earlier, there is the slimpossibility that a scribe m stook
the ending of n&vtec for the ending of "Exanvec and acci den-
tally omtted "the Greeks”" fromthe text. However, the read-
ing that best explains the other readings in reading 1.

B. Intrinsic Probabilities

An eval uation of this account is found in chapter two of
the body of the paper. It is observed there that support is
found from nodern scholarship for both positions: "all the
Greeks” and "all the Jews." It should be noted, however, that
t hose who believe the attackers of Sosthenes were Jews do so
not because of textual readings which say ndvtec ol 'TIoudalol.
These readings are admttedly late in date. Rather, those who
t hi nk the Jews thenselves were involved in the altercation do
so by interpreting the n&vtec as referring to the Jews.

What did Luke actually wite? The probability is that
Luke actually wote n&vtec (reading 1) w thout adding either
ol "EaAnvec (reading 2) ol 'TIoudaioL (reading 3). The Western
text, in its role as expander and clarifier of the text,
pl aced the words oi "EAAnvec (reading 2) in the text. Since
this reading seens to solve the problem Il eft hanging by Luke's
n&vtec (reading 1), it spread by the hands of those who copied
and passed on the text.

However, the question "What did Luke nean by what he
wrote?" is much nore difficult to answer; for reading 1 can
still be interpreted as neaning "the G eeks" or "the Jews."
The solution to nmeaning has to come fromdifferent directions
than a sinple appeal to the text at hand.
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CONCLUSI ON

The external and internal evidence seenms to slightly
favor the first reading. It has a slight edge in date and
textual relationships; but not in geographical distribution.
Reading 1 is the shortest reading and the nost difficult. It
al so best explains the origin of the other two readi ngs.
There is no reason to think Luke could not have witten the
sinple n&vtec (reading 1). F. F. Bruce, however, conmments
concerning reading 2
that it is "a correct gloss."% The reader is left, then, to
determ ne the conposition of the group referred to by névrec.

52Bruce, The Book of Acts, 351, n. 34.

*Met zger, ed., A Textual Commentary on the Greek New
Testament, 463, selected the first reading for inclusion in
the text, but gave it only a {C}. The following comment is

made: "In order to identify the "all' who seized and beat
Sost henes, the ruler of the synagogue, the Western and | ater
ecclesiastical texts . . . add the identifying words, 'the
Greeks,' i.e. the Gentile community.” Ransay, St. Paul the

Travell er, 259, observes that "the text of the inferior MSS.
which substitutes a lifelike and characteristic scene for one
that is utterly foolish, nust undoubtedly be preferred.”
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APPENDI X 6
A PROPOSED CHI ASMUS FOR ACTS 28:17-31

This chiastic structure was proposed by Donald R. M esner

and is reproduced in his format and words.

| 17 A After three days he called together
(ouyraréoocbal) the local |eaders of the Jews.

And when they had gathered, he said to them

"Br et hren,
B though | had done nothing against the
people or the custons of our fathers,
C yet | was delivered prisoner from
Jerusaleminto the hands of the Romans.
18 D When they had exani ned ne, they
wished to set ne at liberty,
E (dwx . . . aitiov)
there was no reason
for the death penalty
in ny case.
19 D But when the Jews objected,
C | was conpelled to appeal to Caesar--
B though | had no charge to bring against ny
nation.

®M esner, "The Circunferential Speeches of Luke-Acts,"
229. This chiasnmus represents only one of Mesner's proposals
for chiastic structures in Luke 4:28-5:11 and Acts 28:17-31.
Readers interested in chiastic structures in Luke-Acts shoul d
see this article.



60

20 A (dtx . . . altiav) For this reason therefore |

have asked (mopexérecn) to see you and to speak
with you, since it is because of the hope of

Israel that | ambound with this chain.
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