
Chapter Fifteen

Chapter 15

  In Acts 15, we see the issue of gentile inclusion reach 
a boiling point and we also see the resolution of that 
tension. The yndings of the earlJ merusalev council 
act as a baseline of understanding and should resonate 
throughout the centuries as the deynitiMe ruling on 
the issue. It is perhaps the capstone of the issue for 
the earlJ Uessianic covvunitJ. BnfortunatelJ, vanJ 
vodern theologians and Sible teachers are not content 
with this original -piritLled wisdov and continuallJ 
challenge what the -cripture actuallJ states. ket us not 
follow that path but seex to understand what the te“t 
actuallJ saJs. It is criticallJ ivportant to xeep ”the issueq 
correctlJ in focus as we proceed through the chapter. 
UanJ theologians and Sible teachers change the issue 
into sovething that was not being addressed. If Jou 
answer the wrong Ouestion, Jou will get a wrong result.

  4Mer the last 1R chapters, kuxe has presented us with 
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a progressiMe historJ of the e“pansion of the gospel 
vessage to mews, then to -avaritans and ynallJ to genL
tiles. Fonsider how this is a fulyllvent of the following 
-criptures2

  Uatthew 8021:,87

  kuxe 8R2R6

  Acts 120

  In Acts 1R28WL80, we found the Apostles had returned 
to Antioch, their starting point for their traMels.

  In Acts 1521L8, we learn of sove ven who cave down 
frov mudea, referring to merusalev.

  ?hat were theJ teachingD

  ?ere theJ referring to ”how vuch Torah is applicaL
ble to gentilesqD

  ?as their ”issueq related to the salMation of the genL
tilesD

  The ”issueq at hand was whether a gentile could be 
”saMedq without undergoing the Eabbinic inMention of 
ritual conMersion, culvinating in circuvcision.
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  Is there anJ -cripture, anJwhere in the Torah, that 
would support their theologJ and practiceD

  According to Merse 8, were 9aul and Sarnabas in 
agreevent with their MiewD

  Cow did the ven of Antioch decide to resolMe this 
issueD

  According to Merse R, when 9aul and Sarnabas and a few 
others arriMed in merusalev, what was their reception 
lixeD

  Yerse  5  describes  a  subLset  of  the  covvunitJ  in 
merusalev.

  ?hat sect were theJ attached toD

  ?ere theJ belieMers in "eshuaD

  ?hat was their position regarding gentile inclusionD

  Sased on the aboMe, is it possible for people todaJ to 
be ”belieMersq, Jet be under the swaJ of other ”tradiL
tions of venq that are shown to be in conGict with 
the -cripturesD

  Yerse W states, ”The evissaries and the elders were gathL
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ered together to see about this vatterq.

  ?hat was ”this vatterq the te“t refers toD

  Vid ”this vatterq haMe anJthing to do with how 
vuch of the Torah is applicable to gentiles or was it 
the stated jissuej in Merse 1D

  Yerse 6 states that ”there had been vuch discussionq.

  It would be fascinating to haMe all that ”vuch disL
cussionq recorded for us to reMiew and ponder upon. 
BnfortunatelJ, we do not. ket us be content and 
livit ourselMes to ”what is writtenq and aMoid specuL
lation.

  According to Merse 6, 9eter rose up to speax.

  9eter recalls the prior incident of the gentile ForL
nelius and his favilJ all coving to faith, as recorded 
in Acts 17.

  In Merse 0, 9eter states that ”’od, who xnows the heart, 
testiyed about thev, giMing thev the ColJ -pirit, 3ust 
lixe Ce did to usq.

  Voes his use of the phrase, ”3ust lixe Ce did to usq, 
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ivplJ a saveness or a di(erenceD

  In Merse :, he further states, ”Ce vade no distinction 
between us and thev, cleansing their hearts bJ faith.q

  Is 9eter a)rving a ”separate path for gentilesq or is 
he refuting such a notionD

  Is anJoneKs heart cleansed bJ faith or bJ sove other 
veansD

  Yerse 17 refers to a ”Joxeq being placed on their necxs.

  ?ithin Eabbinic mudaisv, the word ”Joxeq refers to 
the ”whole Torahq, which includes the 4ral Torah, 
the Eabbinic vanLvade traditions and rulings.

  9eter is contrasting this was sivple faith in "eshua as 
the onlJ reOuisite for salMation, mew or gentile.

  In Merse 11, how does 9eter resolMe the answer to the 
original ”issueq at handD

  Cow does the phrase ”3ust as theJ areq act as the 
e“clavation point on his arguventD

  Yerse 18 states, ”All the vultitude xept silence, and theJ 
listened to Sarnabas and 9aul reporting what signs and 
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wonders ’od had done avong the nations through 
thevq.

  ?hat do Jou vaxe of the parties to the issue revainL
ing silent and listeningD

  Cow di)cult is it todaJ to get arguing parties to 
revain silent and listenD

  ?hat do Jou thinx was the e(ect on the hearers of all 
those adMentures of 9aul and Sarnabas that we haMe 
read about in the last few chaptersD

  In Merse 1/, we see macob z"aaxoM‘, the kordKs brother 
and leader of the merusalev council, stand and introL
duce an opinion for thev to consider and Mote on to 
resolMe the issue at hand.

  ?hat was the issue, againD -ee Merses 1 and 5.

  In Merses 1RL10, macob giMes a -criptural basis for this 
inclusion of the gentiles frov Avos :211,18.

  macob is stating that the Kingdov of the Couse of 
VaMid will be rebuilt and that all the nations zgenL
tiles‘ that ’od has faMorablJ dealt with will bear Cis 
nave and be included.
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  The gentiles that 9aul and Sarnabas and 9eter haMe 
all witnessed regarding represent those gentiles who 
call on the nave of the kord.

  Yerses 1:L87 record the decision bJ the council to the 
”issueq Ouestion raised in Merse 1 about gentiles needing 
to undergo ritual conMersion ”to be saMedq. macob begins 
his 3udgvent statevent with ”that we donKt trouble 
those frov avong the gentiles who turn to ’odq. 4thL
er translations saJ, ”that we should not vaxe it di)L
cultq.

  As a criterion for salMation, whJ is it ivportant to not 
”vaxe it di)cultqD

  Are there e“avples todaJ of Mariations of the gospel 
vessage that ”add toq the vessage with legalistic inL
terpretationsD ?hJ is this wrongD

  Fan it eMer be true that adding to the gospel vessage 
is not, in e(ect, subtracting frov itD

  Yerse 87 lists four speciyc vinivuv reOuirevents that 
the council should adopt in relation to mewishLgentile 
relations.

  To abstain frov the pollution of idols.
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  Prov se“ual ivvoralitJ.

  Prov what is strangled.

  Prov blood.

  TheJ obMiouslJ did not belieMe this list, or anJ list of 
reOuirevents, should be added to the criterion for a 
Malid salMation e“perience. 

  Voes this list proMide sove xind of blanxet e“evpL
tion for the gentiles frov participating in anJ of the 
rest of the TorahD

  These four reOuirevents haMe their basis in mewishLgenL
tile table fellowship. Eevevber that the gentiles being 
referred to here are largelJ coving to faith directlJ frov 
paganisv and theJ haMe little to no xnowledge about 
the Torah. These four reOuirevents haMe eMerJthing to 
do with pagan practices at the local tevples. ’entiles 
coving to faith had to haMe sove vinivuv underL
standing of these prohibitions, not to ”get saMedq but 
because theJ ”were saMedq bJ faith and needed to interL
act at the sJnagogue to learn vore.

  Yerse 81 ynaliMes the reasoning of the merusalev council 
bJ stating, ”Por Uoses frov generations of old has in 
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eMerJ citJ those who proclaiv hiv, being read in the 
sJnagogues eMerJ -abbathq.

  The word ”Porq linxs this as the reasoning of the 
preMious statevents.

  Eeferring to Uoses veans referring to the Torah, as 
this is read eMerJ -abbath.

  The oMerall  wisdov of the council  is  that,  once 
sove vinivuv standards to allow mewishLgentile 
fellowship are established, these new gentile belieMers 
will be in attendance at the sJnagogue eMerJ -abL
bath to hear the rest of the Torah and grow in their 
TorahLbased faith.

  There is a logic to the seOuence here. Paith coves 
yrst, followed bJ growing in vaturitJ and obserML
ing the ?ord of ’od. The council is applJing the 
wisdov of ”not putting the cart before the horseq 
and devanding obserMance of Torah or Eabbinic 
inMentions as a reOuirevent to salMation. As noted bJ 
the Apostles thevselMes, that does not worx for mew 
or for gentile.

  According to Merse 88, what was the reaction of the 
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assevblJ to this resolution to the initial ”issueq frov 
Merse 1D

  ?hat did theJ doD

  Yerses 8/L8: record the te“t of the o)cial letter sent bJ 
the leadership of the merusalev council.

  To whov was the letter addressedD

  The letter acxnowledged that ”sove who went out 
frov us haMe troubled Jou with words, unsettling Jour 
souls, saJing, N"ou vust be circuvcised and xeep the 
Torah.K to whov we gaMe no covvandvent.q

  ?hJ do Jou thinx it was ivportant for the council to 
acxnowledge the error of this preMious teaching and 
to distance thevselMes frov anJ connection with 
these teachersD

  Cow does legalistic teaching ”trouble and unsettleq 
the soulD

  The te“t states that the council had ”cove to one acL
cordq.

  Cow ivportant is to be ”in one accordq in vatters of 
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essential Ouestions of the faithD

  Cow di)cult is that todaJD

  Is it eMen possibleD

  In Merse /7, 9aul and Sarnabas and other chosen repL
resentatiMes frov merusalev, brought the letter to the 
congregation in Antioch.

  In Merse /1L/5, what was the reaction thereD

  In Merses /WLR1, we see 9aul wanting to taxe Sarnabas 
and reMisit their preMiouslJ established congregations in 
the area.

  ?ho did Sarnabas want to taxe alongD

  ?hJ did 9aul ob3ectD

  ?hat happened between 9aul and SarnabasD

  ?here did theJ each ultivatelJ goD

  ?as the rift between 9aul and Uarx pervanentD FonL
sider the following -criptures2

  9hilevon 128R
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  Folossians R217

  8TivothJ R211


