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Acts 7:1 The high priest said, "Are these things so?" (NASB: Lockman)

KJV Acts 7:1 Then said the high priest, Are these things so?

= Are Acts 6:13,14; Mt 26:61,62; Mark 14:58-60; John 18:19-21,33-35
= Acts 7 Resources - Multiple Sermons and Commentaries
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STEPHEN'S SERMON:
A WITNESS BECOMES A MARTYR

Stephen became the first martyr for the cause of Christ and His Gospel leaving a powerful example for all of us to follow in his steps.
Stephen's name mean "victor's crown" and what follows is his "victory speech!" Whether he realizes it or not, he will soon be stoned,
but as a Spirit filled man he is impelled to speak forth boldly. He was faithful to Jesus' call to "be My witnesses" (Acts 1:8+), so
witness he did and martyr he did become. Witness is the Greek word martus or martys and is the root for our English word martyr.

Someone has entitled their messages on Acts 7 "A Sermon to Die For!"
Bob Deffinbaugh entitled his sermon "The First Martyr or Taking God for Granite!"

MacArthur comments that Stephen first seeks to gain his Jewish listener's interest - He knows that if they are going to hear what he
says, they are going to have to want to hear it. They are going to have to have a desire to listen. And so he talks about their favorite
subject. He builds his whole sermon on their own history, and that was their favorite subject.

Remember that Stephen is standing against Satanically motivated men in the Hall of Hewn Stone in center of 70 (plus 1 high
priest) in front of the religious leaders composing the Jewish Supreme court. These men were sitting in a semi-circle (see
picture and depiction above) on elevated chairs glaring down at Stephen in the center of the hall, face aglow like that of an angel!
You have to wonder who was the fearful party? And who had reason to fear? Yes, it was 71 against 1 but that 1 was actually 1 + the
invisible God which equates to an overwhelming, victorious "majority!" No wonder Stephen was fearless!

William Barclay's description of the Hall of Hewn Stone - The High Priest presided over the court. The court sat in a semi-circle
in such a way that any member could see any other member. Facing it sat the students of the Rabbis. They were allowed to
speak on behalf of the person on trial but not against him. The official meeting place of the Sanhedrin was the Hall of Hewn
Stone (watch this computer animation) which was within the Temple precincts, and the decisions of the Sanhedrin were not valid
unless reached at a meeting held in that place. The court could not meet at night, nor could it meet at any of the great feasts. When
evidence was taken, witnesses were examined separately and their evidence to be valid must agree in every detail. Each individual
member of the Sanhedrin must give his verdict separately, beginning from the youngest and going on to the eldest. If the verdict was
a verdict of death, a night must elapse before it was carried out, so that the court might have a chance to change its mind and its

decision towards mercy. One of the functions of the Sanhedrin was to deal with any man who was suspected of being a false
prophet. (from his commentary on Jesus' trial in Mark 14)

Boice notes that Stephen's "speech is a transition speech that paves the way for presenting the gospel to the Gentiles, which begins
in the very next chapter of Acts."

Baxter - We see, then, that the outrage against Stephen is, in a fourfold way, a pivotal event in the Acts. It marks (1) the final trial of
the nation at the capital, (2) the official Jewish rejection of the renewed offer of the kingdom, (3) the first outward movement of
evangelism, (4) the emerging of a new strategic centre.

George Ladd - The purpose of this speech was to show from Israel’s history that the possession of the Temple had been neither a
necessity for nor a guarantee of the true worship of God. And this served to substantiate Stephen’s main point that now that
Messiah had come the Jewish worship in the Temple in Jerusalem was superseded.

Warren Wiersbe summarizes Stephen's "accusations" against his accusers in Acts 7

(Acts 7:1-8) They misunderstood their own spiritual roots

(Acts 7:9-36) They rejected their God-sent deliverers

(Acts 7:37-43) They disobeyed their law

(Acts 7:44-50) They despised their temple

(Acts 7:51-53) They stubbornly resisted their God and His truth

Paul Apple gives us the background to this long chapter...

What are the chances you will miss Christmas this year? Saturday will come and go and you will somehow just
miss it? The Sanhedrin had not only missed the coming of Christ, but after His resurrection they continued to
cover up and deny the historical reality of His appearing. The account of Stephen appearing before the angry
Sanhedrin in Acts chapter 7 marks a pivotal watershed in God’s dispensational dealings with His people. You
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know what a watershed is. You see the sign on the highway: marks a great divide between the waters flowing
in one direction or the other. We have seen how Peter attempted to re-offer the kingdom to the Jewish nation if
they would only repent and trust in the risen Lord Jesus. But they persisted in their rejection and rebellion. So
at this point Stephen -- rather than defending himself against the false charges of speaking blasphemy against
Moses and God, and trying to tear down the Law and the temple and the Jewish traditions — actually presents
God’s final indictment against the nation of Israel. God is now going to switch directions and take this new
gospel message directly to the despised Gentiles. The Jews could not abide this change in approach and the
loss of their favored status — even though God was not permanently setting them aside.

They have proven by their actions that they follow in the footsteps of their OT brethren who consistently
resisted the work of the Holy Spirit and persecuted God’s appointed messengers. As Stephen faced death
himself, his mind was not spinning out of control in panic; instead he calmly reviews with these Jewish
religious leaders the history of their stubborn arrogance and self righteousness. They had failed to respond in
faith to God’s gracious initiation. They thought they could confine God to a box of a physical connection to the
temple in Jerusalem.

So Stephen gives a brief historical theology of four different epochs of God’s interactions with His chosen
nation. Acts 7:1-8 — dealing with God’s sovereign election and effectual calling with respect to Abraham and
the patriarchs. [Good opportunity for us to get back into the OT some.] The Sanhedrin wrongly took confidence
in their spiritual lineage — thinking that God was limited to dealing with the physical descendants of Abraham
and those who would become proselytes of their pattern of temple worship centered in the holy city of
Jerusalem. But they proved to be ignorant of God’s intentions of bringing about the fulfillment of the law and
the OT types in the person of His Son Jesus Christ who came to fully reveal grace and truth. (The Spread of

the Gospel)

Many followers of Christ today are effectively "functionally" ignorant of much of the Old Testament which is very sad. They might go
to the Psalms and Proverbs for devotionals but generally spend little time in this treasure chest of inspired truth which is the
foundation for the NT.

John MacArthur adds that "Some people have said, and it's nothing new, it's rather old, "Forget about the Old Testament. All we
really need is the New Testament." And there are many people who carry around a New Testament who know very little about the
Old Testament. Some people would say, "Well, Abraham and Moses have very little to do with us. All we need to do is stick to the
things that are revealed at the coming of Christ and afterwards."And some people would cut off the New Testament from the Old,
Christ from Israel. Martin Luther faced it in his own day, and he made this statement: "The Old Testament is the cradle in which the
Christ child is laid." It is not irrelevant to study the Old Testament, for the New Testament finds its birth in the Old. The Old Testament
heritage supports the New Testament and explains it. And that is exactly Stephen's point as he preaches in Acts 7. He builds
everything he says on the Old Testament. And our faith in Jesus Christ is rooted upon the fact of the Old Testament, that He is the
Redeemer promised to Israel, the one who fulfills all of the Old Testament types, patterns and prophecies. And this is the way
Stephen directs his attention, and the attention of his hearers, in chapter 7. (Stephen's Powerful Sermon - 2)

John Stott adds "What Stephen did was to pick out four major epochs of Israel’s history, dominated by four major characters. First
he highlighted Abraham and the patriarchal age (Acts 7:2-8); then Joseph and the Egyptian exile (Acts 7:9-19); thirdly Moses, the
Exodus and the wilderness wanderings (Acts 7:20-44); and lastly David and Solomon, and the establishment of the monarchy (Acts
7:45-50). The connecting feature of these four epochs is that in none of them was God’s presence limited to any particular place. On
the contrary, the God of the Old Testament was the living God, a God on the move and on the march, who was always calling his
people out to fresh adventures, and always accompanying and directing them as they went." (Message of Acts)

David Guzik - In his response Stephen gave a panorama of Old Testament history. We shouldn’t think Stephen instructed the
Sanhedrin on points of Jewish history they were ignorant of. Instead, Stephen emphasized some things in Jewish history they may
not have considered: That God never confined Himself to one place (like the temple), and that the Jewish people had a habit of
rejecting those God sends to them. (Acts 7 Commentary)

The NET, KJV, NIV, NRSV and NLT all begin this verse with "Then" (omitted by NAS). The ESV begins with "and." All of these
versions (except NAS) are translating the Greek article is "de" which Friberg says "most commonly to denote continuation and
further thought development, taking its specific sense from the context." (Analytical Lexicon) This conjunction links this passage with
Acts 6:14 (Acts 6:15 being a description of what Stephen's accusers beheld!).

The high priest - The head of the Jewish Supreme court addresses Stephen. The legal high priest was Caiaphas (Kaiaphas high
priest from A.D. 18-36), but Annas still had power (and Jews considered high priest a lifetime position so they still called him by that
title) and so functioned as a high priest (See notes on Acts 4:6). Both were involved in the illegal nocturnal trials of Jesus and were
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instrumental in bringing about His crucifixion. Now they add to their sins by being "accomplices" in the illegal stoning of Stephen.
Presumably the one addressed here is Caiaphas. He had "blood on his hands" already so what was a little more blood to his
conscience?

High priest (749)(archiereus from arche = first in a series, the leader or ruler, idea of rank or degree +hiereus = priest - hieros is
that which is determined, filled or consecrated by divine power) refers to the priest that was chief over all the other priests in Israel.
This office was established by God through Moses instructions in the Pentateuch. The high priest functioned as the mediator
between Jehovah and Israel (cp new order under the New Covenant - 1 Ti 2:5) performing sacrifices and rituals like other priests,
but in addition acting to expiate the sins of the nation on the annual Day of Atonement (another source) (Read Lev 16:1-34+)

Are these things so ("Are these accusations true?" = NLT; "Are these charges true?"= NIV) - Are then these things so, as the
witnesses testify? It reminds us somewhat of our phrase "Do you plead guilty or non-guilty?" The scene is similar to how the high
priest interrogated our Lord Jesus before He was crucified (cf Mt 26:62; Mk 14:60; Jn 18:19).

S Lewis Johnson points out that this question was a "trap" - The stock question in logic books, if you want to illustrate a question
that will incriminate the person that you want to defeat in an argument, the stock question is have you stopped beating your wife?
And, of course, if you answer that, yes, you’ve stopped, you have in a sense admitted that you have been beating your wife. If you
say, no, well, you’re still beating your wife. So if you in an argument can ask a question that has a buried assumption and get your
opponent to answer it, that's the way to win arguments. You may not necessarily be right; but you will win the argument! Well,
Stephen doesn't fall for that. He gives a rather lengthy answer to the question, “Are these things so?” (Acts 7)

Below are these things, the accusations leveled against Stephen. The fifth one could be viewed as related to accusations #3 and
#4.

1. Blasphemous words against Moses (Acts 6:11+)

2. Blasphemous words against God (Acts 6:11+)

3. Speaks against the holy place (Acts 6:13+)

4. Speaks against the Law (Acts 6:13+)

5. Says that Jesus would destroy the Temple and alter the customs which Moses handed down (Acts 6:14+)

Some commentators lump these 5 items together into two basic accusations of against the Law and against
the Temple (e.g., see Larkin). Derek Thomas adds "two quite distinct charges were brought against Stephen.
One was that he was subverting Moses and the law (Acts 6:11,13)....The other charge...was that he had
shown disrespect to the sanctity of the temple—where God resided (Acts 6:11, 13)." (Reformed Expository

Commentary - Acts)

Acts 7 is the longest speech/sermon in the book of Acts. Here is a outline with relationship to the charges against Stephen...

= The Patriarchs (Acts 7:2-16) - Refutes the Charge of blaspheming God (Acts 6:11+)

=« Moses and the Law (Acts 7:17-43) - Response to the Charge of blaspheming Moses (Acts 6:11) and Speaking against the
Law (Acts 6:13+)

= The Tabernacle and Temple (Acts 7:44-50) - Response to speaking against the Temple (Acts 6:13+)

= The Indictment the Jews (Acts 7:51-53) -

Notice how God turns the tables, so that Stephen the defendant becomes Stephen the prosecutor and the prosecuting Jews and
Sanhedrin become the defendants. The irony is that the original defendant is not guilty while the original prosecutors are guilty. The
tragedy is that the not-guilty one is punished and the guilty one's are "set free." Of course, their unfair verdict had an effect for only
for a moment in time, whereas the righteous rewards for Stephen and the righteous retribution for his Jewish murderers both
endure throughout eternity, the former in eternal bliss, the latter in eternal torment!

Many have criticized Stephen's speech for number of reasons. For example,John Stott notes that "George Bernard Shaw in his
preface to Androcles and the Lion. Calling Stephen ‘a quite intolerable young speaker’ and ‘a tactless and conceited bore’, he
describes him as having ‘delivered an oration to the council, in which he ... inflicted on them a tedious sketch of the history of Israel,
with which they were presumably as well acquainted as he™ From the note below it is highly unlikely Shaw was a genuine believer in
Jesus Christ which would explain why an otherwise intelligent man would make such an inane statement against words inspired by
the Holy Spirit!

Note on Shaw's beliefs - In his will, Shaw stated that his "religious convictions and scientific views cannot at
present be more specifically defined than as those of a believer in creative revolution".[303] He requested that
no one should imply that he accepted the beliefs of any specific religious organisation, and that no memorial to
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him should "take the form of a cross or any other instrument of torture or symbol of blood sacrifice".[303]
Martyn Lloyd-Jones must have thought Acts 7 be of great significance as he preached 38 sermons on this single chapter!

Henry Alford - In order to understand this wonderful and somewhat difficult speech, it will be well to bear in mind, (1) that the
general character of it is apologetic, referring to the charge made against him: but (2) that in this apology, forgetting himself in the
vast subject which he is vindicating, he every where mixes in the polemic and didactic element.

David Thompson writes - The purpose of Stephen selecting the data is to show these religious leaders two key truths: (1) The
presence of God has never been restricted to one place like the Temple; (2) Religious leaders have a history of rejecting God’s truth
and those who communicate it. These religious Jews put all of their salvific emphasis on the Temple and the Torah. They told people
that to have any relationship with God they must go into the Temple because the presence of God was in the Temple. They also
taught that the people needed to keep the O.T. Law. Stephen has been toppling their theology with the grace message. He has been
exalting the name of Jesus Christ above the land, the Law and the Temple...Now why is it brought up that God appeared to
Abraham in Mesopotamia? (Acts 7:2) Because Stephen is proving that the God of Israel is not a God limited to their specific
geographical spot in the Temple of Jerusalem, but He is a God of the whole world. (Sermon)

Derek Thomas - The sermon is longer than any other recorded in Acts, but the problem is not so much its length as its logic. Indeed,
even Calvin appears to balk at it: “Stephen’s answer may at first seem silly. He began at the beginning, then went on and on making
almost no mention of the matter in hand; there can be no greater fault than to say a lot but wander from the subject.” And Calvin
adds: “But whoever studies this long speech carefully will find nothing superfluous in it. He was accused of trying to overthrow
religion; therefore, he strenuously insisted that he was still true to the God their fathers always worshiped....Stephen was facing a
charge of “speaking words against this holy place and the law” (Acts 6:13). He was facing a charge of denigrating the holy temple in
Jerusalem and the traditions that went along with it—traditions that the governing authority, the Sanhedrin, viewed as “the law” and
“the customs that Moses delivered to us” (Acts 6:14). Crucially, Stephen was charged with suggesting that the temple would be
destroyed—something that they had heard Jesus himself say: “Destroy this temple, and in three days | will raise it up” (John 2:19).
What function, then, did the temple have in a post-Calvary world? Now that Jesus had offered up his own life as a sacrifice for
sins, did the physical temple in Jerusalem, along with its rituals and ceremonies and priests, have any significance at all, other than
to point to something that had now been fulfilled in the person and work of Jesus Christ (cf Ro 10:4, Col 2:17)? So far, at least,
Christians were still attending some of the rituals of the temple in Jerusalem (the morning and evening prayers, for example), though
they were unlikely now to be taking part in the sacrificial ceremonies. This passage helps us understand the growing tension
between the church’s roots in the temple and its emerging independence from it.” (Reformed Expository Commentary - Acts)

S Lewis Johnson has an interesting observation on the importance of Stephen and this sermon- "Theologically, (Stephen) is very
important because he was the first great Christian apologist, the most enlightened teacher of his time perhaps, because it appears
that in his understanding of the divine revelation, he had outstripped the pillars of the Church, James and Peter and John. Paul, in
one of his messages, latter on, comments upon the fact that he sat at the feet of Gamaliel, as if Gamaliel was his master in spiritual
things. | really think that it was Stephen who was Paul’s master in spiritual things. Of course, he was not a willing person at the feet
of Stephen at those debates in the Hellenistic synagogue (cf "they were unable to cope with the wisdom and the Spirit with which he
was speaking." Acts 6:10+)....It was there that he (Paul) learned his message....Stephen illustrates the fact that many gifted young
men are often cut-off, before they reach the prime of their contribution to our life (ED: OR AT LEAST WHAT WE PERCEIVE THEIR
"PRIME" FROM A HUMAN PERSPECTIVE.). Stephen is one of those but he’s remembered; he’s a man of great promise, cut-off
before he reached the fullness of what apparently he could have. But often in God’s ways, these things do happen. We cannot
understand them. They are puzzles to us. But, nevertheless, they are part of the providence of God.... | can imagine Paul going in,
and | can imagine also that Paul, too, was defeated by this man, Stephen... The charge (AGAINST STEPHEN) is very simple. You
have blasphemed Moses and you have blasphemed God. He had, evidently, told them that the temple was no longer the place
where God is worshipped. God is worshipped in spirit and in truth, and while the temple may have been the proper place for a time,
now that Christ has come, we worship God not through the Levitical ceremonies of the Mosaic system; but we worship him in spirit
and in truth (Jn 4:24)." (Acts 7)

Jonathan Teram - We must note a few things about his defense right away.First, as we know, Stephen goes through a very long
review about Israel’s history. Second, it seems like Stephen hardly defends himself. For this reason, some skeptics have said that
this defense is not genuine but rather is just Luke inserting another argument for Christianity. What those skeptics fail to note is that
though Stephen does not defend himself per say, he does answer his accusations and prove that they are false. At that brings us to
the third thing about Stephen’s defense---why does Stephen give this long speech about Israel’s history to learned rabbis who
already knew lIsrael’s history? The answer is that Stephen emphasizes two aspects of Israel’s history that were relevant to the
problem at hand. 1) The Israelite people had “a habit” of rejecting God’s chosen leaders. 2) The temple or any other “place” could
not contain God’s glory. When we look at Stephen’s defense with those two points in mind, we realize that this is an extraordinarily
powerful sermon!
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Chris Vogel: The trouble was the people loved the symbol of God’s affection for them so much that they missed the substance of
his love for them. The hung on the illustration and missed out on the reality. Rather than allowing the Law to point them to their need
of a Savior, Jesus Christ, they used the law unlawfully to encourage their own law keeping as good enough to please God. Rather
than the temple sacrifices pointing them to Christ’s death, the presence of God in the temple reminding them of God’s presence on
the basis of Jesus our High Priest, they saw the temple as a badge of honor, of God’s special love for them. Keeping the Law and
temple, but missing Christ is a tragedy. . .God is not imprisoned in the walls of his temple, he is not a caged animal for the enjoyment
of his people. He is boundless in calling whomever he will. In v2 — his call goes out to one who lived in Mesopotamia. You don'’t get
much more outside the box than that. The way Stephen describes God’s work shows his grace. God does not just call out to
Abraham from the comfort and safety of Mt. Zion, “Abram, come over here, | want you!” Rather God appears, in all his glory, in the
pagan land of Mesopotamia. The idea of God doing this would be repulsive to the Jews. Remember, in Genesis this is the land of
rebellion against God as the tower of Babel is built. Throughout the Old Testament this land is the capital of idolatry. But God goes
into that unlikely place to call a people

Joseph Addison Alexander introduces Acts 7 -

His defence is drawn entirely from the Old Testament history, and is designed to show, that all God’s dealings
with the Chosen People pointed to those very changes which Stephen was accused of having threatened.
This he proves by showing, that the outward organization and condition of (Israel) had undergone repeated
change, under Abraham (Acts 7:2-8), Joseph (Acts 7:9-16), Moses (Acts 7:17—-44), David (Acts 7:45—-46); that
the actual state of things had no existence before Solomon (Acts 7:47); that even this was intended from the
beginning to be temporary (Acts 7:48-50); and lastly, that the Israelites of every age had been unfaithful to
their trust (Acts 7:9, 25, 27, 35, 39-43, 51-53.) The remainder of the chapter describes the effect of this
discourse upon the council (Acts 7:54), Stephen’s heavenly vision (Acts 7:55, 56), and his death by stoning

(Acts 7:57-60). (Acts 7 Commentary)

Peloubet (reference) feels Stephen's sermon/speech has three major aims...

(1) It was an answer to the accusations brought against him, interwoven with the whole history,
implicitly rather than directly repudiating the charge of blasphemy against God, and contempt for the
law. This was a defence of the Christian cause even more than of himself. His use of the Bible was itself a
refutation. He knows the Scriptures; he reverently repeats their history. He shows that he accepts Moses as a
prophet, and that even his preaching of Jesus as the Messiah was simply the proclamation that Moses'
prophecy had been fulfilled, and Moses himself bade them, "Hear ye him." "One of the marked characteristics
of the address," says McGiffert, "is the emphasis which is put upon the sacredness both of the Promised Land
and of the Mosaic law." It was like taking the oath of allegiance to his religion and his country.

(2) In like manner interwoven with the history was an argument in proof of the Messiahship of Jesus
the prophet whom Moses foretold and in whom the promise to Abraham was fulfilled, as against "those who
appealed to the authority of Moses, and saw in Jesus a twofold cause of offence: (1) that he was rejected by
his people and crucified; (2) that he had treated with impiety that which they held most sacred, the law and the
temple," —points which "must have been discussed in every synagogue, and which the infant church must
have been obliged to face from the first, especially as it took its stand upon the proof that Jesus was the
Christ." He showed that Jesus was the goal of Hebrew history, the fulfilment and culmination of all the past
which the Sanhedrim revered.

(3) The history as related by Stephen was a mirror in which the Sanhedrim could see their own
conduct in their treatment of Jesus, paralleled by the conduct of their ancestors in opposing and seeking to
destroy those whom God had sent to save them; that not himself, but they, are the criminals ; that they are
doing to Jesus just what their fathers did to Moses and the prophets, whom they now revere. The people
rejected Moses, but he became their deliverer, and brought them to the Promised Land. The rulers were now
rejecting Jesus ; they had betrayed and murdered him, but still God would make him their deliverer, and he
would bring the Messianic kingdom they hoped for. So God delivered Joseph, as he has now delivered Christ.
Even in the earliest times there were suggestions of a wider worship than tabernacle or temple, and
that vision was now being realized.

Acts 7:2 And he said, "Hear me, brethren and fathers! The God of glory appeared to our father Abraham when he was in
Mesopotamia, before he lived in Haran, (NASB: Lockman)
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KJV Acts 7:2 And he said, Men, brethren, and fathers, hearken; The God of glory appeared unto our father
Abraham, when he was in Mesopotamia, before he dwelt in Charran,

=« Hear me, brethren and fathers Acts 22:1; 23:7

=« The God of glory Ps 24:7,10; 29:3; Isa 6:3; Mt 6:13; Luke 2:14; John 1:14; 12:41; 2 Cor 4:4-6; Titus 2:13; Heb 1:3; Rev 4:11;
5:12,13

= appeared Ge 12:1; Neh 9:7; Isa 51:2

=« when Joshua 24:2

=« Harran Ge 11:31; 12:5;29:4

= Acts 7 Resources - Multiple Sermons and Commentaries

STEPHEN'S SCRIPTURE
SATURATED APOLOGETIC

In this first section Acts 7:2-16 Stephen description of God is completely orthodox and serves to refute the accusation that he had
spoken blasphemous words against God (Acts 6:11+). He was doing so not so much to acquit himself but to defend the Gospel. As
he moves through the OT history, he cleverly shows how Jews had treated and repeatedly rejected their leaders (Abraham, Joseph,
Moses) and how they treated and rejected their Messiah. Notice that Acts 7:2-50 serves as an illustration of his indictment to the
Sanhedrin that "you are doing just as your fathers did."

Paul Apple notes that God's pattern shown in this section is "God Initiates by Grace / Man Responds by Faith....God of Glory
Graciously Appears — Revelation is the key — God appears to man — Amazing; Immanuel — God actually comes and dwells with man
-- Amazing. “ophthalmology” — from Greek word for “appeared.”

1. Eternal Perspective of God of Glory — sees the end from the beginning - Stephen condemning the Jewish
leaders for their limited perspective

2. Universal Scope of God’s Program for Man — not just about the nation Israel Stephen condemning the
Jewish leaders for their nationalistic prejudice and arrogance; God not limited by geography to one special
holy land; God was with Abraham wherever he went — not tied to the land or the temple (Acts Commentary)

At the time Abraham and his family were worshipping other gods (Joshua 24:2); call in Haran was a
confirmation of earlier call when he was in Ur (Gen. 12:1) Abraham was a very unlikely choice — just as David
was not the obvious choice for Samuel when he came looking for the man God wanted anointed as king;
family of idolaters living in a pagan land (The Spread of the Gospel)

Warren Wiersbe adds that "Abraham was the founder of the Hebrew nations, and his relationship to God was one of grace and
faith. God had graciously appeared to him and called him out of heathen darkness into the light of salvation, and Abraham had
responded by faith. Abraham was saved by grace, through faith, and not because he was circumcised, kept a law, or worshipped in
a temple. All of those things came afterward (see Ro 4; Gal. 3). He believed the promises of God and it was this faith that saved
him." (Bible Exposition Commentary)

Neil writes that "On the surface it appears to be a rather tedious recital of Jewish history which has little relevance to the charges on
which Stephen has been brought to trial; on closer study, however, it reveals itself as a subtile and skilful proclamation of the Gospel
which, in its criticism of Jewish institutions, marks the beginning of the break between Judaism and Christianity, and points forward
to the more trenchant exposition of the difference between the old faith and the new as expressed by Paul and the author of the

Letter to the Hebrews." (The Acts of the Apostles - New Century Bible Commentary)

Stephen's presentation illustrates an important principle for all Christ followers - "Stephen was a faithful servant before he became a
martyr. Thus, when this moment arrived, he was ready. What steps have you taken to defend your faith? Could you be as faithful as
Stephen under such criticism and scrutiny?" (Bruce Barton)

William Larkin makes an interesting introductory statement that "Human religious effort is a fact of life in almost every culture. Yet
Stephen declares it is such effort that has kept Israel from knowing the righteous Savior and true worship. Stephen's opponents see
in his preaching a challenge to first-century Judaism's twin pillars of piety: the law and the temple (Acts 6:11, Acts 6:13-14). Stephen
now proceeds to answer these charges, not as one defending himself but as a witness to the gospel (Lk 21:13). He exposes the
falseness of the charges as he affirms his loyalty to God's law and true worship. But more important, he reveals how religious effort,
in this case first-century Judaism, is an obstacle to the true knowledge of God's saving provision, the Messiah. The words of
historian John MacMurray about Jesus may be appropriately applied to Stephen: “The great contribution of the Hebrew to religion
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was that he did away with it.”" (Acts 7:1-53 Stephen's Speech)

Stanley Touissaint explains that Stephen gave far more than an OT lesson in history noting that while he "touched on the
accusations made against him, Stephen did not give a legal defense of himself. Rather, he set forth Israel’s past history and God’s
past workings in order to vindicate Christianity. In this discourse three ideas run like cords through its fabric: (1) There is progress
and change in God’s program. God was creative and innovative in His dealings with humans and particularly with Israel....(2) The
blessings of God are not limited to the land of Israel and the temple area. Some of Israel’s greatest favors were bestowed apart from
the temple and the land....(3) Israel in its past always evidenced a pattern of opposition to God’'s plans and His men." (Bible
Knowledge Commentary)

Warren Wiersbe feels that the illustration of Abraham (Acts 7:2-8) demonstrates that "they misunderstood their own spiritual roots."

Stephen (4736)(stephanos from stepho = to encircle, twine or wreathe) means crown. It was "the victor's crown," a symbol of
triumph in the Grecian athletic games. How fitting that it is the name of this godly saint who paid the highest price when he was
stoned to death for speaking the truth of the Gospel!

Hear me (Listen to me! Give me your attention now!, cf Acts 2:22) - Stephen was filled with faith, filled with the Spirit (Acts 6:5+),
filled with grace, filled with power (Acts 6:8+). He had to be bold in order to issue this command in theaorist imperative (Just do it!
Speaks of urgency!) to "Hear!" or "Listen!" He is calling for the high priest's full attention (as well as the entire Sanhedrin) with the
further implication that hearing is most truly "hearing" when it is united with heeding or obedience.

While it may be unintended (I think it was intentional!), it is fascinating that Stephen's first word is the command tohear which
mimics the greatly revered words of the Jewish "Shema" (cf shama, What is the Shema?)

“Hear (Lxx has same verb akouo as Stephen uses but in present imperative), O Israel! The LORD is our God,
the LORD is one! 5 “You shall love the LORD your God with all your heart and with all your soul and with all
your might. (Dt 6:4-5)

Comment: Can we not hear at least a faint allusion or echo of Moses in Stephen's opening words in Acts
7:2!

Gilbrant writes that "In the Septuagint akouein translates the Hebrew shama’, which became a virtual
trademark of the Jewish religion and was recited throughout the day (“Hear O Israel,” Deuteronomy 6:4).

Keep in mind that this is the third time the Sanhedrin have received a Spirit filled presentation of the Gospel (First - Acts 4:7-15,
Second - Acts 5:27-28, 29-33+). How longsuffering and mercy filled is our God! In the second Gospel presentation by all 12 apostles
the Sanhedrin reacted with venom as they were "cut to the quick and intended to kill them" (Acts 5:33+) There is a saying that the
"third time is the charm" but in this case is functioned not as a "charm" to convince them to receive the Gospel, but more like a
"curse" causing them to kill the Gospel messenger!

A major theme of Stephen's speech is that Israel had always rejected those He has sent, and the murder of Christ was the climax of
their rejection.

Furneaux says "Stephen read the history of the Old Testament with new eyes in the light of the life and death of Jesus”

Kent puts it this way saying that Stephen was seeking "to show how the Christian message was fully consistent with and the
culmination of OT revelation.”

R C H Lenski feels that Stephen was "Apparently not making a special defense at all or with one syllable referring to his accusers
and their false witnesses, he is yet utterly refuting them and making the most effective defense.”

In other words he is not seeking to defend himself per se but to give a Scriptural defense of the Gospel and of Jesus.

Richard Longenecker - The defense of Stephen before the Sanhedrin is hardly a defense in the sense of an explanation or
apology calculated to win an acquittal. Rather, it is a proclamation of the Christian message in terms of the popular Judaism of the
day and an indictment of the Jewish leaders for their failure to recognize Jesus of Nazareth as their Messiah or to appreciate the
salvation provided in him. (Expositor's Bible Commentary)

Constable - His address was not a personal defense designed to secure his acquittal by the Sanhedrin. It was instead an
apologetic for the new way of worship that Jesus taught and His followers embraced. Luke evidently recorded this speech, the
longest one in Acts, to explain and defend this new way of worship quite fully. He showed that the disciples of Jesus were carrying
on God’s plan whereas the unbelieving Jews had committed themselves to beliefs and behavior that God had left behind and

disapproved. (Acts 7 Commentary)


http://www.biblegateway.com/resources/commentaries/index.php?action=getCommentaryText&cid=5&source=1&seq=i.51.7.1
http://studylight.org/lex/grk/view.cgi?number=4736
https://www.preceptaustin.org/deuteronomy-30-commentary#hear
https://www.gotquestions.org/what-is-the-Shema.html
https://www.studylight.org/lexicons/greek/191.html
https://www.studylight.org/lexicons/greek/191.html
https://www.preceptaustin.org/deuteronomy-30-commentary#hear
http://www.studylight.org/commentaries/dcc/view.cgi?bk=43&ch=7

F F Bruce agrees commenting that "Such a speech as this was by no means calculated to secure an acquittal before the
Sanhedrin. It is rather a defense of pure Christianity as God’s appointed way of worship.” (NICNT-Acts)

James Montgomery Boice gives us the background for this speech - “Stephen seems to have perceived ED: RECALL STEPHEN
IS BEING LED BY THE SPIRIT AND REALIZES HE IS NO LONGER UNDER THE LAW - Gal 5:18+)...that the old order of things
was passing away and a new order was coming. This becomes particularly clear when he talks about the temple. It was cherished
by the Jews. But it was destined to pass away, and Stephen seemed to have sensed that. His speech is a transition speech that
paves the way for presenting the gospel to the Gentiles, which begins in the very next chapter of Acts.”

Stanley Toussaint observes that in Stephen's "discourse three ideas run like cords through its fabric - (1) There is progress and
change in God’s program... (2) The blessings of God are not limited to the land of Israel and the temple area... (3) Israel in its past
always evidenced a pattern of opposition to God’s plans and His men.” (Bible Knowledge Commentary)

Brethren and fathers - The Septuagint adds "Men" to brethren and fathers. Brethren (adelphos ~ "from same womb") speaks of
his Jewish brothers from the same line of Abraham and the Patriarchs and may describe spectators distinguished from the
Sanhedrin judges. He begins by saying they are on the same (ethnic) team! Fathers (pater) speaks of the older individuals,
including the religious leaders and would be a way to show his respect for their positions (cf "with gentleness and reverence" in 1
Peter 3:15).

Paul began the same way in Acts 22:1

“Brethren and fathers (as here in Acts 7:2), hear (aorist imperative) my defense which | now offer to you.”

Defense (627) apologia from apo = from + logos = speech which literally means, “to talk one’s self off
from". Apologia was a technical word used in the Greek law courts and was used of an attorney who
talked his client off from a charge preferred against him. In short it refers to a speech given in defense.
While the word is not wused in Acts 7 clearly Stephen is also implying "Hear my
apologia!" Although apologia may have the idea of a judicial interrogation in which one is called to
answer for the manner in which he has exercised his responsibility, the word can also mean an informal
explanation or defense of one's position (1 Cor 9:3, 2 Cor 7:11) and the word would aptly describe giving
an answer to the skeptical, abusive or derisive inquiries of ill-disposed neighbors.

Stephen demonstrates he is filled with the Spirit of the Living God. He gives us a living illustration of the Peter's words

but sanctify Christ as Lord in your hearts, always being ready to make a defense to everyone who asks you to
give an account for the hope that is in you, yet with gentleness and reverence; (1 Peter 3:15+)

F F Bruce comments that "This speech is commonly called Stephen’s defense, or apology, but it is
obviously not a speech for the defense in the forensic sense of the term. Such a speech as this was by no
means calculated to secure an acquittal before the Sanhedrin. It is rather a defense of pure Christianity as
God'’s appointed way of worship." (NICNT-Acts)

Stephen was a Scripture saturated soul, a man of the Book who was...

holding fast (present tense - as his lifestyle. Everyready! Are you doing this?) the faithful (trustworthy) word
which is in accordance with the teaching (doctrine - doctrine is not dull! It is criticall), so that he will be able
both to exhort in sound doctrine and to refute those who contradict. (Titus 1:9+)

THE GOD
OF GLORY

Stephen begins his message with a description of God that clearly indicates he is not a blasphemer of God. A blasphemer takes that
which is sacred and calls it worthless, without value, worth nothing. Stephen's description refutes their charge. In fact Stephen uses
the name "God" 18 times in his speech, but never in a demeaning or denigrating way.

William Larkin - God’s glory, pointing to his transcendence, begins and ends this episode (7:55; compare Lk 2:14; 19:38). God'’s
appearance outside Palestine and apart from a tabernacle (contrast Ex 40:34-38) and temple (contrast Ezek 43:5) makes it clear
that God’s presence is not tied exclusively to a particular land or building....Free of all human roots, he became totally dependent on
God to provide his future, his inheritance....Stephen holds up Abraham as a model of faith in God’s promise alone over against
religious effort that finds security in the tangible. And today we too must be willing to say no to our dependence on religious
effort and say yes to the God Who calls us to follow Him alone. (Acts 7:1-53 Stephen's Speech)
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John Stott comments that "It is no accident that Stephen describes Yahweh as the God of glory, for his glory’ is his self-
manifestation, and Stephen is about to give details of how He made Himself known to Abraham." (The Message of Acts)

The God of glory - God revealed Himself in glory and will again reveal Himself in great glory (cf Isa 6:1-3+, Mt 24:30+, Rev 4:2-11+)
and is glorious in all that He is and all that He does. Stephen begins by showing that God revealed Himself to a man who at that time
was a pagan and who was not in Israel.

Warren Wiersbe comments that "Stephen's address opens with the God of glory and closes with the glory of God (Acts 7:55);
and all the time he spoke, his face radiated that same glory! Why? Because Israel was the only nation privileged to have the glory of
God as a part of its inheritance (Ro. 9:4). Alas, the glory of God had departed, first from the tabernacle (1 Sa 4:19-22) and then from
the Temple (Ezek 10:4, 18)(Ed: See Glory of God). God's glory had come in His Son (John 1:14), but the nation had rejected Him."
(Bible Exposition Commentary — Be Dynamic).

Glory (1391) (doxa from dokeo = to think) in simple terms means to give a proper opinion or estimate of something.Glory
is something that is a source of honor, fame, or admiration.Doxa conveys ideas of weight (OT word for glory iskabod = "heavy"),
worth, wealth, splendor, and dignity. The glory of God expresses all that He is in His Being and in His nature, character, power and

acts. He is glorified when He is allowed to be seen as He really is. To be where God is, is glory, which is every believer's reward! To
be what God intended will be glory (cf 1 Jn 3:2). To do what God purposed will be glory.

Charles Ryrie says that the glory of God "is the manifestation of any or all of His attributes. In other words, it is the displaying of
God to the world. Thus, things which glorify God are things which show the characteristics of His being to the world."

| like the way Puritan writer Thomas Watson described the glory of God - Glory is the sparkling of the Deity...We may see God's
glory blazing in the sun and twinkling in the stars (Ps 19:1)... A sight of God's glory humbles. The stars vanish when the sun
appears."

In summary, in the present context glory describes the essential character of God
God of glory is a very significant name of God. Why? See below...
First note that God of glory is used only one other place in the Scripture.

The voice of the LORD is upon the waters; The God of glory thunders, The LORD is over many waters. (Ps
29:3).

Spurgeon - It seems to be the general opinion of modern annotators, that this Psalm is meant to express
the glory of God as heard in the pealing thunder, and seen in the equinoctial tornado. Just as the eighth
Psalm is to be read by moonlight, when the stars are bright, as the nineteenth needs the rays of the rising
sun to bring out its beauty, so this can be best rehearsed beneath the black wing of tempest, by the glare
of the lightning, or amid that dubious dusk which heralds the war of elements. The verses march to the
tune of thunderbolts. God is everywhere conspicuous, and all the earth is hushed by the majesty of his
presence. The word of God in the law and gospel is here also depicted in its majesty of power. True
ministers are sons of thunder, and the voice of God in Christ Jesus is full of majesty. Thus we have God's
works and God's word joined together: let no man put them asunder by a false idea that theology and
science can by any possibility oppose each other. We may, perhaps, by a prophetic glance, behold in this
Psalm the dread tempests of the latter days, and the security of the elect people.

Play God of Glory, Lord of love (magnificent! Will stir your heart to worship the God of Glory!), God of
Glory, God of Glory, Isaac Watts God of Glory

Hackett feels that the idea of glory speaks of "the light or visible splendor amid which Jehovah revealed himself; the symbol,
therefore, of his presence. (Cp. Ex. 25:22; 40:34; Lev. 9:6; Ezek. 1:28; 3:23; Heb. 9:5, etc)" (Acts 7 Commentary)

Some (like Henry Alford) suggest in using the phrase God of glory, he is in part referring to the Shekinah Glory of God

Related Resources:

= Glory of God
= Shekinah glory cloud
=« What is the Shekinah glory?)

John MacArthur on the significance of the name God of glory - Glory is the fullness of the manifestation of all that God is. The
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glory of God is the composite of all of His attributes, when it is talking about the nature of God. We can talk about the God of love or
the God of justice or the God of grace or the God of wisdom or the God of righteousness or the God of wrath or the God of power
or the God of presence or anything we want. But we can just say the God of glory, and that encompasses every single thing that
God ever is. That's the most comprehensive term....He’s saying, “l believe in God in the fullest possible conceivable sense.”
(MacArthur NT Commentary - Acts)

Marshall suggests that Stephen used the name God of glory "perhaps to emphasize at the outset the transcendence of the God
Who does not live in a Temple made with hands." (TNTC-Acts) In other words Marshall's thought is that Stephen's description of the
God of glory appearing to Abraham in Mesopotamia, clearly not the location of His Temple, would buttress his later direct remark
that "the Most High does not dwell in houses (TEMPLES OR SANCTUARIES) made by human hands." (Acts 7:48).

The other fascinating aspect of then Name God of glory is that Luke has just described Stephen's face 'like the face of an angel"
(Acts 6:15+) It is as if his face shone with a reflection of the glory of God! Even as he is speaking his face was glowing with glory!
Filled with the Spirit and boldness and glowing with the glory of God -- can you imagine the reaction of these religious leaders! Not
only did Stephen give a visual reminder of God, but he gave off an aroma of Jesus! Paul writes...

But thanks be to God, who always leads us in triumph in Christ, and manifests through us the sweet aroma of
the knowledge of Him in every place (HERE STEPHEN IN THE MIDDLE OF THE Hall of Hewn Stone!). 15
For we are a fragrance of Christ to God among those who are being saved and among those who are
perishing (SADLY THE SANHEDRIN!); 16 to the one an aroma from death to death, to the other an aroma
from life to life. And who is adequate for these things? (WE AREN'T BUT HE IS - cf 2 Cor 3:5-6+) (2 Cor 2:14-
16)

Stephen was obeying Jesus' exhortation to be His witness (Acts 1:8+) and His command to...

“Let your light shine (aorist imperative - the only way to obey this is by being filled with the Spirit as Stephen
was!) before men in such a way that they may see your good works, and glorify (STEPHEN WAS WITH HIS
FACE AND HIS SPEECH!) your Father Who is in heaven. (Mt 5:16+)

Comment - To glorify (doxazo) means to give a proper opinion of or to "paint" an accurate picture of
something, in this case of the invisible (supernatural) God, our Father, doing do by allowing His Spirit to
enable our visible (supernatural) words and deeds. Even these stiff-necked, hard-hearted men must have
grasp that there is no way a natural man could stand before them with such supernatural presence, poise
and power. But as we see in this chapter, they were dug in, so to speak, to their love of sin and and power
and prestige, and were not about to acknowledge Stephen as representative of the Most High God! Such
is the all encompassing power of sin on our hearts and minds! "Do not be deceived (present imperative
with a negative), my beloved brethren!" (James 1:16+)

THE GOD OF GLORY
REVEALS HIMSELF TO ABRAHAM

The God of glory appeared to our father Abraham when he was in Mesopotamia, before he lived in Haran- Locate Ur in the
south and and Haran in the north on this Map. Stephen does not mention Ur but the implication that the God of glory appeared to
Abraham in Ur of the Chaldees. First note that an actual (visible) appearance of Jehovah to Abraham is not described in the Old
Testament account, but Stephen used the verb appeared (horao) which clearly signifies Abraham saw a visible manifestation of the
God of glory. This is not a discrepancy but is progressive revelation, Stephen's account giving additional detail.

See map of Abraham's travels from Ur to Haran to Canaan - this map is fascinating as it is dynamic!(Here is a static ma

Now we come to what at first glance appears to be a discrepancy by Stephen when compared to the parallel OT account. Stephen
implies God appeared to Abraham in Ur. Genesis 12:1,4 records that "the LORD said to Abram, “Go forth from your country....(4) So
Abram went forth as the LORD had spoken to him; and Lot went with him. Now Abram was seventy-five years old when he departed
from Haran." So the Genesis passage would indicate that God revealed Himself to Abraham at Haran. In addition, Ge 11:32
mentions the location of Haran in the context immediately before God gives the call to Abraham in Ge 12:1 to "Go forth." The
implication is "Go forth" from Haran.

Comparing Genesis 15:7 we read that God says “l am the LORD Who brought you out of Ur of the Chaldeans, to give you this land
to possess it” so clearly Abraham had some revelation of God in Ur as Stephen's version implies. Nehemiah 9:7 records that God
"chose Abram and brought him out from Ur of the Chaldees." Thus Nehemiah's version implies God had revealed Himself to
Abraham in Ur.
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So which is correct? Moses' account in Genesis 12:1,4 that says God appeared to Abraham in Harran or Stephen's account in Acts
7:2 (supported by Ge 15:7 and Neh 9:7) which says God appeared to Abraham in Ur? Stated another way, did Abraham have one or
two encounters with God before he departed for Canaan?

John Stott - We cannot miss Stephen’s emphasis on the divine initiative. It was God who appeared, spoke, sent, promised,
punished and rescued. From Ur to Haran, from Haran to Canaan, from Canaan to Egypt, from Egypt back to Canaan again, God
was directing each stage of his people’s pilgrimage. . .Change is painful to us all, especially when it affects our cherished buildings
and customs, and we should not seek change merely for the sake of change. Yet true Christian radicalism is open to change. It
knows that God has bound himself to his church (promising that he will never leave it) and to his word (promising that it will never
pass away). But God’'s church means people not buildings, and God’s word means Scripture not traditions. So long as these
essentials are preserved, the buildings and the traditions can if necessary go. We must not allow them to imprison the living God or
to impede his mission in the world.

MacArthur answers that "There is an apparent historical discrepancy here. Abraham was originally from the city ofUr (Ge 11:31).
Stephen places his call while he still lived in that city before he lived in Haran. (Acts 7:3-4) Genesis 12:1-4, however, appears to
place God’s call after Abraham had left Ur and settled in Haran. Since Stephen was fully controlled by the Holy Spirit (Acts 6:5, 15;
7:55) his facts must be correct and can be harmonized with other Scripture. Evidently, God originally called Abraham in Ur (Ge 15:7;
Neh. 9:7), then repeated that call in Haran. Both ancient writers Philo and Josephus give that obvious interpretation (F. F. Bruce, The
Book of the Acts [Grand Rapids: Eerdmans, 1971], 146)." (MNTC - Acts) (See also Table below)

Derek Thomas - It takes courage, even as a fellow Jew, to say that Jews living in Jerusalem have utterly misunderstood the
significance of Abraham! Yet that was what Stephen evidently did (Acts 7:2-8). John the Baptist had encountered a similar
audience. When crowds went out to hear him preaching, and there were Pharisees among them, John turned to them and said,
“Bear fruits in keeping with repentance. And do not begin to say to yourselves, ‘We have Abraham as our father’ For | tell you,
God is able from these stones to raise up children for Abraham” (Luke 3:8). (ED: AND OF COURSE WHAT WAS JOHN'S FATE IN
BEING SO BOLD? Mt 14:8-12) Genetic association with Abraham does not guarantee membership in the kingdom of God any more
than ritual participation in temple worship. These people were drawing the conclusion that just because they had genetic ties
with Abraham—because they could proudly trace their roots all the way back to the Patriarch—they were therefore blessed
by God no matter what. They believed that their very Jewishness was sufficient to ensure their protection and blessing.
How wrong they were! (Reformed Expository Commentary - Acts)

Our father Abraham - Note that Stephen does not say "your father" but "our father Abraham." Stephen is affirming that he shares
a common origin with his Jewish hearers. He is not denying his roots or origin. He still considered himself an Israelite, a descendant
of Abraham, a member of the chosen nation. Stephen begins with "father Abraham" who lived a life of faith and whose revelation
from God was independent of the Law or the Temple. Stephen's point is that the transcendent God can reveal Himself to whom He
wants and whenever He wants. He is not restricted to the Jewish Temple in Jerusalem (remember they had accused him of speaking
against the Temple - Acts 6:13).

Stephen called him not just Abraham but father Abraham undoubtedly because he knew the Sanhedrin greatly revered him and
were proud to be Abraham's "children.” Of course the Sanhedrin had made a fatal mistake of confusing their physical origin (which
was from Abraham) with the more important spiritual origin (which was by faith in Messiah like Abraham). And so instead of
believing the promise of God as Abraham did in Genesis 15:6, they choose to trust in their Jewish lineage. Both John the Baptist
and Jesus Christ sought to correct their faulty understanding...

John the Baptist said - But when he saw many of the Pharisees and Sadducees coming for baptism, he said
to them, “You brood of vipers, who warned you to flee from the wrath to come? 8 “Therefore bear fruit in
keeping with repentance; 9 and do not suppose that you can say to yourselves, ‘We have Abraham for our
father’; for | say to you that from these stones God is able to raise up children toAbraham. 10 “The axe is
already laid at the root of the trees; therefore every tree that does not bear good fruit is cut down and thrown
into the fire. 11 “As for me, | baptize you with water for repentance, but He who is coming after me is mightier
than I, and | am not fit to remove His sandals; He will baptize you with the Holy Spirit and fire. 12 His
winnowing fork is in His hand, and He will thoroughly clear His threshing floor; and He will gather His wheat
into the barn, but He will burn up the chaff with unquenchable fire.” (Mt 3:7-12)

Jesus addressed Jews who professed belief (Jn 8:30) but did not genuinely believe in Him - So Jesus was
saying to those Jews who had believed Him, “If you continue in My word, then you are truly disciples of Mine;
32 and you will know the truth, and the truth will make you free” 33 "They answered Him , “We are
Abraham’s descendants and have never yet been enslaved to anyone; how is it that You say, ‘You will
become free’?” (OF COURSE THEY CONVENIENTLY FORGOT ABOUT 400 YEARS OF ENSLAVEMENT
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IN EGYPT!) 34 Jesus answered them, “Truly, truly, | say to you, everyone who commits sin (present tense = a
lifestyle, habitually) is the slave of sin. 35 “The slave does not remain in the house forever; the son does
remain forever. 36 “So if the Son makes you free, you will be free indeed 37 “I know that you are
Abraham’s descendants (PHYSICAL DESCENDANTS - LIKE THE SANDHEDRIN); yet you seek to kill Me,
because My word has no place in you. 38 “| speak the things which | have seen with My Father; therefore you
also do the things which you heard from your father.” 39 They answered and said to Him, “Abraham is our
father.” (HERE IS THEIR SELF-DECEPTION, THEIR FATAL MISUNDERSTANDING) Jesus said to them, ‘1f
you are Abraham’s children, do the deeds of Abraham. (ABRAHAM OBEYED AS STEPHEN RECOUNTS)
40 “But as it is, you are seeking to kill Me, a man who has told you the truth, which | heard from God; this
Abraham did not do. 41 “You are doing the deeds of your father.” They said to Him, “We were not born of
fornication; we have one Father: God (AGAIN THEY ARE DECEIVED).” 42 Jesus said to them, “If God were
your Father, you would love Me, for | proceeded forth and have come from God, for | have not even come on
My own initiative, but He sent Me. 43 “Why do you not understand what | am saying? It is because you cannot
hear My word. 44 “You are of your father the devil, and you want to do the desires of your father. He was a
murderer from the beginning, and does not stand in the truth because there is no truth in him. Whenever he
speaks a lie, he speaks from his own nature, for he is a liar and the father of lies. 45 “But because | speak the
truth, you do not believe Me. 46 “Which one of you convicts Me of sin? If | speak truth, why do you not believe
Me? 47 “He who is of God hears the words of God; for this reason you do not hear them, because you are
not of God.” 48 The Jews answered and said to Him, “Do we not say rightly that You are a Samaritan and
have a demon?” (NOW THEY TRY TO SLANDER JESUS - HE IS GETTING TOO CLOSE TO HOME!) 49
Jesus answered, “I do not have a demon; but | honor My Father, and you dishonor Me. 50 “But | do not seek
My glory; there is One who seeks and judges. 51 “Truly, truly, | say to you, if anyone keeps My word he will
never see death.” 52 The Jews said to Him, “Now we know that You have a demon. Abraham died, and the
prophets also; and You say, ‘If anyone keeps My word, he will never taste of death. 53 “Surely You are not
greater than our father Abraham, who died? The prophets died too; whom do You make Yourself out to
be?” 54 Jesus answered, “If | glorify Myself, My glory is nothing; it is My Father who glorifies Me, of whom you
say, ‘He is our God’; 55 and you have not come to know Him, but | know Him; and if | say that | do not know
Him, | will be a liar like you, but | do know Him and keep His word. 56 “Your father Abraham rejoiced to see
My day, and he saw it and was glad.” 57 So the Jews said to Him, “You are not yet fifty years old, and
have You seen Abraham?” 58 Jesus said to them, ‘Truly, truly, | say to you, before Abraham was born, |
am.” 59 Therefore they picked up stones to throw at Him, but Jesus hid Himself and went out of the temple.
(Jn 8:31-59)

Wiersbe - Abraham was the founder of the Hebrew nation, and his relationship to God was one of grace and faith. (ED: NOT LIKE
THAT OF THE SANHEDRIN WHICH WAS BASED ON LAW AND WORKS!) God had graciously appeared to him and called him out
of heathen darkness into the light of salvation, and Abraham had responded by faith (Hebrews 11:8-9, 17-19). Abraham was saved
by grace, through faith, and not because he was circumcised, kept a law, or worshiped in a temple. All of those things came
afterward (see Ro 4; Gal. 3). He believed the promises of God and it was this faith that saved him....The Jews were blind to the
simple faith of Abraham and the patriarchs, and they had cluttered it with man-made traditions that made salvation a matter of good
works, not faith. God has no grandchildren. Each of us must be born into the family of God through personal faith in Jesus Christ
(John 1:11-13). (Ibid)

As an aside not only does Stephen refer to Abraham as OUR father, but he uses this same plural possessive pronoun (OUR) 11
times in 9 verses - our fathers (Acts 7:11, 12, 15, 19, 38, 39, 44, 45-twice) and our race (Acts 7:19). Clearly he is identifying himself
with his Jewish brethren. However, it is interesting that he switches pronouns after reviewing Israel's OT history, and refers to "your
fathers" (twice) in his indictment of the Sanhedrin in Acts 7:51, 52+.

When he was in Mesopotamia (“between the rivers” - area of the "Eertile Crescent” the presumed site of the Garden of Eden -note)
- Mesopotamia designates the area between the Tigris and Euphrates rivers and more generally to the entire Tigris-Euphrates
valley where Babylon would later be located and location of modern day Iraq. See Map. Abram was originally from Ur of the
Chaldeans in southern Mesopotamia and journeyed to Haran, in northern Mesopotamia, .

Terah took Abram his son, and Lot the son of Haran, his grandson, and Sarai his daughter-in-law, his son
Abram’s wife; and they went out together from Ur of the Chaldeans (Chaldea in Wikipedia) in order to enter
the land of Canaan; and they went as far as Haran, and settled there. (Ge 11:31)

See map of Abraham's travels from Ur to Haran to Canaan

Before he lived in Haran- Haran was about 500 miles NW of Ur (See Ur and Haran on this Map). Genesis 29:4-5 confirms that
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Haran remained the permanent residence of Abraham's relatives even in the days of Jacob.

Bruce Barton - Stephen's point seems to be that the glory of God came to Abraham while he was still in Mesopotamia. These
religious leaders were too Jerusalem focused, too temple obsessed. They had better get their eyes open, Stephen was saying, or
they would miss what God was doing. It was happening, not in the temple recesses, in the Holy Place, or Holy of Holies, but rather in
the temple courtyard and in the streets of Jerusalem. There the gospel of Jesus Christ was being preached and confirmed with
powerful exhibitions of God's power working through the apostles. (Life Application Bible Commentary — Acts)

Most commentaries note that Stephen's speech has several differences from related passages in the Old Testament. While there are
some differences, | believe that both records are inspired and inerrant and therefore both are God's Word. Because it would be
unwieldy to discuss all of the allegations in detail, below is a summary of alleged "discrepancies” and suggested resolutions. This
table is modified from a table in Believer's Study Bible.

| appreciate John MacArthur's advice regarding our approach to these alleged discrepancies between Acts 7 and the Old Testament
- To charge either Luke or Stephen with an error has serious implications for the doctrine of inspiration. To do so is either to affirm
that the Spirit of Truth inspired error, or to deny that all the Bible is inspired. The former is absurd to the point of blasphemy; the
latter contradicts 2 Timothy 3:16. And if all of Scripture is not inspired, who decides what is and is not inspired? Fallible human
reason is certainly not qualified to sit in judgment on the Word of God. The problem, then, lies with the veracity of neither Stephen
nor Luke, but only with our lack of complete information. (MacArthur New Testament Commentary — Acts)

Related Resources:

= Stephen's Speech: A Theology of Errors? - Rex A Koivisto - Grace Theological Journal. 8.1 (1987). Pages 101-114

RESOLUTION OF ACCOUNTS:
STEPHEN'S IN ACTS 7 &
RELATED OLD TESTAMENT PASSAGES

Stephen's Alleged Resolution of Acts 7
Statement Discrepancy and Old Testament Description

(1) God spoke to Abram in Ur (from Ge 15:7, Neh 9:7)
but then again in Haran, thus the accounts are

God calls Abraham in  |lcomplementary.

Haran (Ge 12:1-4) (2) Ge 11:27-32 may be a parenthetical background to
Ge 12:1-4 and the call did come in Ur.

Acts 7:2-4
Appearance of God
to Abraham in Ur

Abram is listed first in Ge 11:26 which some assume
indicates he was firstborn. However, it is more
probable that he is mentioned first because of his

Acts 7:4 Abram leaves Haran 60
Abraham leaves years before the death

Haran after the of his father (Ge 11:26,
death of his father. [32; 12:4)

prominence, not because of his priority in time (Ge
5:32, 10:1 first son listed is clearly not eldest).
Therefore there is no indication of Terah’s age when
Abram was born. (See Kent's and Larkin's analyses)

Acts 7:6

) ) Note also 450 yrs = Acts 13:19-20. Acts & Ge 15:13
400 yearsin a 430 years in Egypt (Ex. )
corei ry (Ge |12:40, Gal 3:17) are examples of rounding off numbers.
oreign country (Ge 40, Gal 3:17). .
15:1 g) Y See Chart Comparing 400 years to 430 years.
Acts 7:7 Is “this
place” (word to Stephen apparently conflates or “telescopes” two
Abraham in Gen. separate texts (later in v. 16, he will telescope or
15:13) Mt. Gerizim “This mountain” (word conflate two separ.ate ir?ciden.ts). This was a popular
or Mt. Horeb? [Note method of recounting history in Stephen’s day. The

to Moses in Ex. 3:12) is

that neither Mt. Mt Horeb statement is true as we recognize that in one breath
Gerizim nor Mt. ' ' Stephen alludes to two different texts. Further, the fact
Horeb is actually is that they did worship God both in “this place”

named.] (Canaan, Gen. 15:13-15) and on Mt. Horeb (Ex. 3:12).
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Acts 7:14 75 people
went to Egypt.

70 people went to
Egypt (Gen. 46:27; Ex.
1:5; Deut. 10:22).

The LXX was the text Stephen followed, and at Gen.
46:20 it adds two sons of manasseh, two sons of
Ephraim, and one grandson of Ephraim, making the
total 75.

Acts 7:16 Abraham
bought a tomb in
Shechem.

Abraham bought a
tomb in Machpelah
(cave/field) near
Mamre, which is
Hebron; Jacob bought
a field in Shechem (Ge
23:17,18; 33:19; Josh.
24:32).

(1) It is possible that Abraham made the original
purchase from sons of Hamor (the owners) in
Shechem. He built an altar there (Ge 12:6-7) and quite
likely purchased the plot of ground on which he built it.
Abraham did not settle there and over time the site
may have reverted to the occupying people of Hamor,
thus necessitating Jacob's repurchase of it

(2) The use of the plural in Acts 7:16 (“they”) tips us off
that Stephen is conflating or telescoping several
familiar accounts into a summary statement. Thus
Stephen telescopes accounts of Abraham's purchase
of Machpelah site and Jacob's acquisition of Shechem
site which would be consistent with his telescoping of
the two calls of Abraham in Acts 7:2

(3) Some argue that Jacob bought Shechem burial
ground in the name of Abraham.

Acts 7:16 Jacob and
his sons (including
Joseph) were buried
in Shechem, but
nothing is said about
the burial of
Abraham

Abraham and Jacob
were buried in
Shechem, but nothing
is said about the burial
of Jacob’s other sons
(Ge 23:9-20; 25:8—10;
33:19; 49:30, 31; 50:13;
Josh. 24:32).

See above, resolution (2). That argument holds for
this point also, though the complementary nature of the
accounts, and the possibility of Stephen’s utilizing
extra-biblical tradition, is clearly evident. Interestingly,
Josephus informs us of a tradition that says the
brothers of Joseph were buried at Hebron.

Acts 7:22 Moses “a
man in mighty
words”

Moses a man “not
eloguent” in speech
(Ex. 4:10-16)

Exodus 4 reveals Moses’ self-evaluation early in his
ministry. With the help of Aaron, and ultimately,
through training on the hob, Moses became a man
“might in words and deeds” (Acts 7:22)

Acts 7:26 Moses
tried to make peace
between two
Israelites who were
fighting.

Moses took the side of
one of the quarreling
parties (Ex. 2:13).

Exodus 2:13 gives a more detailed analysis. That
Moses sided with one in no way negates his attempt to
make peace between the two. Thus, both statements
are true, Stephen again providing a general or
summary statement.

Acts 7:29 Moses fled
because he was
rejected by his
people.

Moses fled because of
the king of Egypt (Ex.
2:15)

both are correct and again complementary; Ex. 2:15ff.
also affirms that Moses fled for fear and because of the
rejection of his people.

Acts 7:32, 33 God
reveals Himself to
Moses before He
tells him to take off
his sandals.

God reveals Himself to
Moses after He tells
him to take off his
sandals (Ex. 3:5, 6).

Stephen simply reverses the chronological order out of
theological/topical concerns, so that the initial
emphasis is that it is the god of Moses’ ancestors (i.e.,
Abraham, Isaac, and Jacob) who is revealing Himself.
This is in Keeping with Stephen’s overall purpose in
his speech, Furthermore, the opening phrase of Acts
7:33 (eipen de, Gk. “and” or “but he said”) does not
require temporal or chronological sequence.




Acts 7:38 An angel
speaks to Moses

(see also Acts 7:53;
Gal 3:19; Heb. 2:2)

YAHWEH/the Lord/God
speaks to Moses (Ex.
19)

Two solutions are possible:

(1) Stephen simply supplements the Exodus account,
noting that the means whereby god spoke to Moses
was an angel.

(2) Numerous biblical students note that “the angel of
YAHWEH” may very well be God Himself via a
Christopahny, i.e., a preincarnate appearance of the
Son of God.

Acts 7:42, 43 Israel’s
time in the
wilderness was one
of apostasy.

Israel’s time in the
wilderness is
exemplary. (Amos 5:25)

Some misread or misinterpret the Amos text. Amos is
also denouncing Israel.

Acts 7:43
“tabernacle...
Moloch...Remphan.”

"Sikkuth you king and
Chiun” (Amos 5:26, see
notes in center column
there).

Stephen follows the LXX, which has paraphrased a
very difficult Hebrew reading. This particular difficulty
is best resolved by understanding that Stephen is
following the LXX in its paraphrase of the Hebrew text
of Amos 5:25-27, giving the text a different emphasis
or application. The complexity of these texts really
goes beyond the limits of these study notes.

Acts 7:43 “away
beyond Babylon”

“captivity beyond
Damascus” (Amos
5:27)

Stephen, wishing to show that idolatry and
disobedience to the Lord brought both Israel (by the
Assyrians, capital Damascus) and Judah (by the
Babylonians, capital Babylon) into captivity, broadens
or expands upon the prophecy of Amos to include both
exiles. This was a purposeful change to include all in
the Exile(s). His audience would have clearly
understood his application of the Amos text, though
they no doubt did not appreciate it!

Acts 7:3 and said to him, 'LEAVE YOUR COUNTRY AND YOUR RELATIVES, AND COME INTO THE LAND THAT | WILL

SHOW YOU.' (NASB: Lockman)

KJV Acts 7:3 And said unto him, Get thee out of thy country, and from thy kindred, and come into the land

which | shall shew thee.

=« LEAVE YOUR COUNTRY Ge 12:1; Mt 10:37; Luke 14:33; 2 Cor 6:17; Heb 11:8
=« COME INTO THE LAND Ge 13:14-17; 15:7; Joshua 24:3; Neh 9:8
= Acts 7 Resources - Multiple Sermons and Commentaries

LEAVE AND COME!

Thomas calls us to remember that "Stephen’s point now was to prove that God’s presence had never been limited to a geographical
zip code, not even Mount Zion where the temple was built, the very place where Abraham offered his son Isaac as a sacrifice. Thus,
Stephen traced the history of Abraham." (Ibid)

See map of Abraham's travels from Ur to Haran to Canaan

LEAVE YOUR COUNTRY AND YOUR RELATIVES AND COME INTO THE LAND THAT | WILL SHOW YOU- This sentence is from
Genesis 12:1+ and is virtually a word for word translation of theSeptuagint rather than from the Hebrew text. In fact all of Stephen's
quotes from the Old Testament come from the Septuagint and account for some differences between the NT quote and the original
QOT verse (which is based on the Hebrew text).

Alexander - A beautiful comment is afforded by the last clause of the parallel passage in Heb. 11:8, “he went out, not knowing
where he was going.”
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Leave is aorist imperative, a command to do this now. This is amazing as Abraham is still not a believer (Ge 15:6+) and yet he
obeyed God.

Apple comments that "God of Sovereign Direction Graciously Commands (1) Based on Divine Election, (2) Based on Effectual
Calling and (3) Based on Providential Leading/Pushing." (The Spread of the Gospel)

Will show (1166) (deiknuo) means to show and has the sense of to draw attention to, to point out, to show, to make known, to

exhibit something (by visual, auditory, gestural, or linguistic means) so that it can be apprehended by the senses, to cause to see.
As when the devil showed Jesus all the kingdoms of the world (Mt 4:8, Lk 4:5)

F F Bruce comments - Beginning with the patriarchal age, then, he (Stephen) reminds his hearers thatit was in Mesopotamia, far
from the promised land, that God first revealed himself to Abraham. One might well ask what could have persuaded Abraham
to uproot himself as he did from the land of his birth and set out on a journey whose goal he did not know in advance. By all the
prudential canons of ordinary life, it was a mad adventure; but as related in the biblical narrative it was an act of true wisdom. It was
the God of glory who appeared to him and summoned him to embark on the path of faith, and the use of that title implies that God
manifested himself to Abraham in glory so compelling (ED: cf Shekinah glory) that Abraham had no option but to obey. Those who
are obedient to the heavenly vision, Stephen seems to suggest, will always live loose to any particular earthly spot, will
always be ready to get out and go wherever God may guide. (NICNT- Acts) (Bold added)

Acts 7:4 "Then he left the land of the Chaldeans and settled in Haran. From there, after his father died, God had him move
to this country in which you are now living. (NASB: Lockman)

KJV Acts 7:4 Then came he out of the land of the Chaldaeans, and dwelt in Charran: and from thence, when
his father was dead, he removed him into this land, wherein ye now dwell.

= Then he left the land of the ChaldeansGe 11:31,32; 12:4,5; Isa 41:2,9
= Acts 7 Resources - Multiple Sermons and Commentaries

ABRAHAM'S OBEDIENCE
GOD'S "DIVINE PUSH"

Then he left- Why did he leave? He had seen and heard God Who gave him a command. And so he obeyed. Here's the point -
Abraham obedience was based on his faith in God. So at the very outset Stephen is showing the Sanhedrin that a relationship with
God is not based on works or keeping the Law which was the "religion" of the Sanhedrin. Abraham's obeyed because he believed
God. Stated another way his relationship with God was based on faith. Furthermore, he actually saw God and heard God,
something that none of the Sanhedrin had ever done (of course they had seen Jesus but refused to recognize Him as God). And
one other point is that God initiated a relationship with Abraham when he was a pagan, living in an idolatrous land. These "religious”
leaders were living in the Holy Land and had no relationship with the living God as had Abraham. While Stephen did not specifically
point out these distinctions between Abraham and the religious leaders, his recital of the journey of the man they held in high esteem
as their "spiritual" father would remind that their approach to God was radically different than Abraham's approach.

Apple - The key to obedience is obeying when you cannot see what the consequences will be.(The Spread of the Gospel)
Maples - Abraham came to God through faith, not through the temple.

The land of the Chaldeans and settled in Haran- Haran was about 500 miles NW of Ur (See Ur and Haran on this Map) and
know for its moon worship.

Terah took Abram his son, and Lot the son of Haran, his grandson, and Sarai his daughter-in-law, his son
Abram’s wife; and they went out together from Ur of the Chaldeans (Chaldea in Wikipedia) in order to enter
the land of Canaan; and they went as far as Haran, and settled there. (Ge 11:31)

From there, after his father died, God had him move to this country in which you are now living- NET says God "made him
move" indicating God was the active force. ESV says "God removed him from there." This verb emphasizes God's sovereign hand in
leading Abraham to move from Haran to Canaan on the death of his father.

In Ge 12:1 we read "the LORD said to Abram, “Go forth from your country" and in Ge 12:4 we read "So Abram went forth as the
LORD had spoken to him." As MacArthur says "Abraham’s obedience (Ge 12:1) under God’s sovereignty accomplished God’s
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purpose for his life."

one's habitation. This verb has the idea of resetting someone in Acts 7:4 where God made Abraham move or resettled him. It is the

Had him move (3352)(metoikizo from meta = change of place or condition + oikizo = to cause to dwell) means to cause to change

technical word for planting a colony. In the only other NT use in Acts 7:43 metoikizo takes on a more negative connotation and
speaks of forcible removal or deportation, sending into, for God says "l also will remove you beyond Babylon."

Metoikizo - 9x in Septuagint - Jdg. 2:3; 1 Chr. 5:6; 1 Chr. 5:26; 1 Chr. 8:6; Jer. 20:4; Jer. 22:12; Lam. 1:3; Hos. 10:5; Amos 5:27

John Piper elaborates on "had him move" - "According to verse 4, Abraham makes it half way to the promised land and settles in
Haran. But God is merciful and does more than merely tell Abraham to go on to the promised land; He actually moves him—exerts
some special power on Abraham...So God's mercy begins with choosing Abraham out of all the peoples on the earth to inherit the
promised land; and God's patience begins by giving Abraham an extra push to get all the way to the promised land when he had

settled half way in Haran.." (The Story of a Stiff Necked People)

Homer Kent comments on an apparent age discrepancy in Abraham's father Terah - The death of Abraham’s father Terah is placed
before Abraham'’s departure from Haran. A comparison of the data in Genesis (Ge 11:26, 32; 12:4) seems to indicate that Terah
lived another 60 years after Abraham left. Genesis states that Terah was 70 when he fathered his oldest son, presumably Abraham
(Ge 11:26). Since Abraham was 75 when he left Haran (Ge 12:4), Terah would have been 145. Yet Terah did not die till he was 205
(Ge 11:32). The best solution seems to be that Abraham was not the oldest son of Terah, but was named first because he was the
most prominent (Ge 11:26). If Abraham was born when Terah was 130, the figures are harmonized." (Jerusalem to Rome)

William Larkin has a similar explanation - If Terah was seventy years old when Abraham was born (Gen 11:26) and Abraham was
seventy-five when he left Haran for Canaan (Acts 12:4), and this occurred after Terah's death (Acts 7:4), Terah must have been 145
when he died. But Genesis 11:32 says he was 205. How do we account for the sixty years? It is not necessary to see the
discrepancy as due to Luke's dependence on a variant textual tradition (as Marshall 1980:135; compare Samaritan Pentateuch Gen
11:32) or as an example of the natural reading of the text by an ordinary reader (Lake and Cadbury 1979:70), what Longenecker
labels the conflation practice and inexactitude of popular Judaism (1981:340). Gleason Archer's (1982:378) solution overcomes the
difficulty. If we take Abraham not as Terah's eldest but as his youngest son, though he is mentioned first because of his prominence
in the narrative, it is possible to propose that he was born some time after Terah was seventy, even sixty years later—that is, when
he was 130. This would account for the missing sixty years and harmonize the passages. (Acts 7:1-53 Stephen's Speech)

A T Robertson says essentially the same thing as Kent - It is possible (Hackett, Felten) that Abraham is mentioned first in Gen.
11:26 because he became the most prominent and was really younger than Haran his brother who died before the first migration
who was really sixty years older than Abraham. According to this view Terah was 130 years old at the birth of Abraham, leaving
Abraham 75 at the death of Terah (205).

Thomas Constable applies Abraham's example of faith to move to a country he had never seen based solely on God's Word of
promise - The father of Judaism was willing to depart from where he was to follow God into unknown territory on the word of God
alone. The Jews in Stephen’s day were not willing to depart from where they were in their thinking even though God’s word was
leading them to do so, as Stephen would point out. Stephen wanted them to follow Abraham’s good example of faith and courage.

(Acts 7 Commentary)

Acts 7:5 "But He gave him no inheritance in it, not even a foot of ground, and yet, even when he had no child, He
promised that HE WOULD GIVE IT TO HIM AS A POSSESSION, AND TO HIS DESCENDANTS AFTER HIM. (NASB: Lockman)

KJV Acts 7:5 And he gave him none inheritance in it, no, not so much as to set his foot on: yet he promised
that he would give it to him for a possession, and to his seed after him, when as yet he had no child.

= he gave Ge 23:4; Ps 105:11,12; Heb 11:9,10,13-16

= not Dt 2:5

= yet Ge 12:7; 13:15; 15:3,18; 17:8; 26:3; 28:13-15; Ex 6:7,8; Dt 6:10,11; 9:5; 10:11; 11:9; 34:4; Neh 9:8; Ps 105:8-11
= When Ge 15:2-5; 16:2; 17:16-19

= Acts 7 Resources - Multiple Sermons and Commentaries
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ABRAHAM'S FAITH IN
GOD'S PROMISES

This verse could be subtitled fulfillment deferred "for he was looking for the city which has foundations, whose architect and builder
is God....All these died in faith, without receiving the promises, but having seen them and having welcomed them from a distance,
and having confessed that they were strangers and exiles on the earth." (Heb 11:10,13) All who follow Christ in the footsteps of
Abraham, should daily seek to live with this Spirit enabled heart attitude of "fulfillment deferred" until we reach our home in heaven.
As David wrote "You will make known to me the path of life; In Your presence is fullness of joy; In Your right hand there are
pleasures forever." (Ps 16:11) The toys of this passing earth will never fulfill our deepest, God given longings to be in the presence
of Jesus for only there will will experience fullness of joy and pleasures forever. Lord God enable us to live with a fulfillment deferred
mentality, with our eyes fixed on Jesus. Amen.

But He gave him no inheritance in it, not even a foot of ground(cf Dt 2:5), and yet, even when he had no child, He promised
that HE WOULD GIVE IT TO HIM AS A POSSESSION, AND TO HIS DESCENDANTS AFTER HIM - While God gave Abraham no
plot (of land), He did give him a promise of a life, legacy and later land. And standing on the promises of God Abraham remained a
pilgrim not a permanent settler. The words of the writer of Hebrews come to mind - "And we desire that each one of you show the
same diligence (AS ABRAHAM) so as to realize the full assurance of hope until the end, so that you will not be sluggish, but imitators
of those who through faith and patience inherit the promises." (Heb 6:11-12+)

Recalling that "faith comes by hearing and hearing by the Word of God," (Ro 10:17KJV+) notice that God in His mercy and grace
repeatedly fortified Abraham's faith by reiterating His covenant promises (Ge 12:7; 13:15; 15:2-5, 18; Ge 17:8; 24:7).

James Montgomery Boice observes that "This statement [that Abraham remained a pilgrim in Canaan] must have been meant as
a rebuke to these settled leaders of the people. They were in the land God had given. It was a blessing. But they were too much at
home in the land. They had forgotten that, wonderful as possession of the land of promise was, they were nevertheless only to be
pilgrims in it as Abraham had been. Without this orientation, they lacked the spiritual depth that characterized their ancestor.
Abraham, we are told in Hebrews, was not looking for an earthly city, but “to the city with foundations [the heavenly city], whose
architect and builder is God” (Heb. 11:10). These rulers had ceased to look forward. They were looking back, and they had taken
the things of the world and the blessings of the world to be permanent. They had allowed God’s temporal blessings to eclipse their
sense of God’s presence."

Phillips - Stephen was still undermining the notion that the Temple was a permanent institution. Abraham had no tangible
possession even in Canaan. His faith was exercised along purely spiritual lines. He had the promise but not the place... Stephen
was underlining the purely spiritual roots of the Hebrew faith and pointing to the purely spiritual nature of New Testament
Christianity, which takes little or no account of sacred shrines and holy places. (Exploring Acts)

We read about this in Genesis 15

Abram said, “O Lord GOD, what will You give me, since | am childless, and the heir of my house is Eliezer of
Damascus?” 3And Abram said, “Since You have given no offspring to me, one born in my house is my heir.”
4Then behold, the word of the LORD came to him, saying, “This man will not be your heir; but one who will
come forth from your own body, he shall be your heir.” 5And He took him outside and said, “Now look toward
the heavens, and count the stars, if you are able to count them.” And He said to him, “So shall your
descendants be.”"(Ge 15:2-5)

And what was Abraham's response to God's promise?
Then he believed in the LORD; and He reckoned it to him as righteousness. (Ge 15:6)
What is Stephen's point in this description of Abraham? He is describing Abraham's faith. The writer of Hebrews put it this way...

By faith he lived as an alien in the land of promise, as in a foreign land, dwelling in tents with Isaac and
Jacob, fellow heirs of the same promise; for (term of explanation - what is he explaining?) he was looking for
the city which has foundations, whose architect and builder is God. (Hebrews 11:9-10+)

As David Thomson observes that "Abraham, who was the Father of the Jews, whom they could not deny had a special relationship
with God, never had a specific spot to live in. God’s hand of blessing was on Abraham even though he didn’'t own any of the land
and was just a pilgrim with no inheritance."

Note that in Ge 23:13-18 we see that Abraham purchased acave at Machpelah to bury Sarah, but it was not given to him as a gift
from God.


https://www.gotquestions.org/cave-of-Machpelah.html

Toussaint makes the point that what Stephen is doing here is showing from Israel's own history that the blessings of God were "not
limited to the land of Israel and the Temple area. Some of Israel’'s greatest favors were bestowed apart from the temple and the
land." And here in Acts 7:5 we see that Abraham was called out of Mesopotamia and received God's promise of the Land (promised
land, the land of Palestine, the land of Israel) for himself and his descendants before he was actually in the land.

Inheritance (2817)(kleronomia from kleros = lot + némo = give or distribute) is literally that which is distributed by lot. Literally
kleronomia refers to what is received as a gift from someone who has died and figuratively in a religious sense as God's promised
gifts.

David Guzik explains that "Abraham was promised both the land and descendants, but had no outward proof of either. He could
only trust God for the fulfillment of these things. With this, Stephen emphasized a relationship with God on the basis of faith
and not outward evidences like a temple or the structure of institutional religion and its customs.. Even when Abraham was
in the land, he was a pilgrim. He didn’t make an idol out of the blessings God had either given or promised. This was a rebuke to the
religious leaders Stephen spoke to, because many among them had stopped being pilgrims and they made idols out of the
blessings of the temple and the land. (Acts 7 Commentary)

Corrie Ten Boom has an apt description of Abraham's faith - Faith is like radar that sees through the fog the reality of things at a
distance that the human eye cannot see.

Derek Thomas comments that "As though to emphasize the association of God’s presence with geography in the minds of his
hearers, Stephen reminded the members of the Sanhedrin that Abraham—the great father-figure of the Jews—did not possess so
much as one square inch of soil in Israel, let alone Jerusalem (Acts 7:5). God was present with Abraham, even though he was a
migrant with nowhere to call “home.™ (Ibid)

Horton - God—while Abraham still "had no child"—promised to give it to him and to his descendants for "an everlasting
possession™ (Gen. 17:8). So Abraham trusted God's word, accepted the promise, and put his life in God's hand. (Acts: A Logion
Press Commentary)

Rex A Koivisto summarizes what he feels to be Stephen’'s main theological point regarding his review of the life of Abraham --

The theological point of this section is clear:the God of Israel is not tied to the land (upon which the
Temple rests). The land must not be given the overriding significance that the Jewish contemporaries
of Stephen were giving to it. It certainly has importance as the gift of God to the descendants of Abraham in
the fulfillment of promise (Acts 7:6—7 ), but to require that the God of the promise be limited in his revelation
and/or worship to one place is to reduce that God to a localized deity unworthy of proper respect. That this
consideration should be important to Luke in his theology and structure of Acts is clear. To this point the
Church itself had been localized in Jerusalem, impeding progress on the fulfilment of the Great Commission
(Acts 1:8). It is only after Stephen’s speech and martyrdom that the Word of God is finally extended beyond
Judea. In view of this connection, it is difficult to deny that the theology of Stephen was central to the theology

of Luke as he composed Acts. (Stephen's Speech: A Theology of Errors? - Grace Theological Journal. 8.1
1987. 101-114)

Life Application - Stephen used his knowledge that all Jews were well acquainted with the story of Abraham to prod his listeners
into going beneath the mere facts of the patriarch's existence. Stephen pointed to spiritual lessons from Abraham's life. Abraham
trusted God in situations where common sense would have led most people to doubt. Similarly, human reason had convinced the
Jewish leaders that a simple carpenter from Nazareth could not possibly be the promised Messiah. Using the life of Abraham,
Stephen reminded his audience that God seldom acts in an expected manner. Don't let your familiarity with Bible stories blind you to
God's working behind the scenes. Learn the lessons of faith that are gained from reflecting on the lives of biblical saints. (Life
Application Bible Commentary — Acts)

Acts 7:6 "But God spoke to this effect, that his DESCENDANTS WOULD BE ALIENS IN A FOREIGN LAND, AND THAT THEY
WOULD BE ENSLAVED AND MISTREATED FOR FOUR HUNDRED YEARS. (NASB: Lockman)

KJV Acts 7:6 And God spake on this wise, That his seed should sojourn in a strange land; and that they
should bring them into bondage, and entreat them evil four hundred years.

= that his DESCENDANTS WOULD BE ALIENS Ge 15:13,16
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= four hundred years Ex 12:40,41; Gal 3:17
= Acts 7 Resources - Multiple Sermons and Commentaries

MISTREATED FOR
400 YEARS

Mistreated but not forgotten. Perhaps you need to hear and receive that truth if you are a follower of Christ and have been
mistreated and feel as if your Covenant keeping God has forgotten you and your plight! His Name is still Immanuel, God with us! His
Word is still “I WILL NEVER DESERT YOU, NOR WILL | EVER FORSAKE YOU,” (5 negatives in that passage!) (Heb 13:5+)

But God spoke to this effect - Stephen was accused of blaspheming God (Acts 6:11), but here is speaking of God's omniscience
to be able to predict the future.

That his DESCENDANTS WOULD BE ALIENS IN A FOREIGN LAND - Israel would be living in a foreign country (Egypt) but would
never become citizens of Egypt. Like Abraham they would have no permanent land in Egypt. They would retain their identity as
Israelites.

Stephen is quoting in part from Genesis 15

God said to Abram, “Know for certain that your descendants will be strangers in a land that is not theirs, where
they will be enslaved and oppressed four hundred years....“Then in the fourth generation they will return here,
for the iniquity of the Amorite is not yet complete.” (Ge 15:13,16)

David Thompson - Here were God’s people not even living in the land and they were enslaved in a foreign nation until God would
deliver them. Israel could not save themselves; God would save them, but they were still God’s people even though they weren’t
even in the Land.

Aliens (3941)(paroikos from para = beside + oikos = dwelling, home) means literally to dwell near and thus to have a home
alongside of. It refers to a person living in a foreign land alongside of people who are not of his kind or to a period spent in a foreign
land without taking out or being granted rights of citizenship. Paroikos is also used in Acts 7:29.

AND THAT THEY WOULD BE ENSLAVED AND MISTREATED FOR FOUR HUNDRED YEARS- As noted above, Stephen is
quoting from Genesis 15:13. Note that Ex 12:40 says "the time that the sons of Israel lived in Egypt was four hundred and thirty
years." Galatians 3:17 says "the Law, which came four hundred and thirty years later." Most commentators (e.g., John Calvin) feel
that Stephen was rounding off the number but there are other suggestions. See Chart Comparing 400 years to 430 years.

Enslaved (1402)(douloo related to doulos) means that the Israelites who had been free under Joseph's reign were to be in a state
of absolute obedience and bondage as slaves to Pharaoh and the Egyptians.

Mistreated (2559)(kakoo from kakos = bad, evil) means to harm or do evil to - physically to mistreat (Acts 7:6) or morally to
embitter or poison one's mind causing them to think badly about another (Acts 14:2). This same verb is used in the Septuagint of Ex
1:11 which describes Israel's mistreatment in Egypt. In Nu 20:15 Moses records "the Egyptians treated us and our fathers badly (Lxx
= kakoo)."

Kakoo - 6x - Acts 7:6; Acts 7:19; Acts 12:1; Acts 14:2; Acts 18:10; 1 Pet. 3:13
Kakoo - 54x in the Septuagint -

Ge 15:13 (Quoted by Stephen); Ge 16:6; Ge 19:9; Ex 1:11; Ex 5:22; Ex 5:23; Ex 22:21; Ex 22:22; Ex 22:23;
Nu 11:11; Nu 16:15; Nu 20:15; Num. 24:24; Num. 29:7; Num. 30:13; Deut. 8:2; Deut. 8:3; Deut. 8:16; Deut.
26:6; Jos. 24:5; Jos. 24:20; Jdg. 2:18; Ruth 1:21 "the Almighty has afflicted - kakoo"); 1 Ki. 17:20; Job 20:26;
Job 22:9; Job 24:24; Job 30:11; Job 31:30; Ps. 27:2; Ps. 38:8; Ps. 44:2; Ps. 89:22; Ps. 94:5; Ps. 106:32; Ps.
107:39; Eccl. 7:22; Eccl. 8:9; Isa. 41:23; Isa. 50:9; Isa. 53:7; Jer. 25:6; Jer. 25:29; Jer. 31:28; Jer. 44:27; Ezek.
33:12; Dan. 10:12; Hos. 9:7; Zeph. 1:12; Zech. 8:14; Zech. 10:2;

Phillips comments that Israel's 400 years of enslavement in Egypt "was an implied rebuke, too, to those who thought that biblical
belief had to be tied to a Temple. At the very beginning of Jewish national life, and for four long centuries, the chosen people were
not even in the Promised Land!...The high priest and his party could hardly escape the drift of Stephen's argument." (Exploring Acts)

Acts 7:7 "AND WHATEVER NATION TO WHICH THEY WILL BE IN BONDAGE | MYSELF WILL JUDGE,' said God, 'AND
AFTER THAT THEY WILL COME OUT AND SERVE ME IN THIS PLACE.' (NASB: Lockman)
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KJV Acts 7:7 And the nation to whom they shall be in bondage will | judge, said God: and after that shall they
come forth, and serve me in this place.

= the nation Ge 15:14-16; Ex 7:1-14; Neh 9:9-11; Ps 74:12-14; 78:43-51; Ps 105:27-36; 135:8,9; 136:10-15; Isa 51:9,10
= and serve Ex 3:12
= Acts 7 Resources - Multiple Sermons and Commentaries

GOD SAFEGUARDS HIS
PROMISE TO ABRAHAM

AND WHATEVER NATION TO WHICH THEY WILL BE IN BONDAGE | MYSELF WILL JUDGE,' said God - "Whatever nation" is
clearly Egypt but it is stated in this somewhat obtuse manner because Stephen is quoting from the Septuagint of Ge 15:14 which
has "And the nation whomsoever they shall serve | will judge.”

Will be in bondage (1398)(douleuo from doulos) means that Israel was in the position as servants, in bondage, subjected to and
serving the Egyptians. In contrast to douloo above this verb specifically includes the idea of serving while douloo means to make
one a slave without necessarily conveying the idea of serving.

Will judge (2919)(krino) is described in Exodus in the 10 plagues on Egypt. In (Ex 7:1-14) we read

Then the LORD said to Moses, “See, | make you as God to Pharaoh, and your brother Aaron shall be your
prophet. 2 “You shall speak all that | command you, and your brother Aaron shall speak to Pharaoh that he let
the sons of Israel go out of his land. 3 “But | will harden Pharaoh’s heart that | may multiply My signs and My
wonders in the land of Egypt. 4 “When Pharaoh does not listen to you, then | will lay My hand on Egypt and
bring out My hosts, My people the sons of Israel, from the land of Egypt by great judgments. 5 “The Egyptians
shall know that I am the LORD, when | stretch out My hand on Egypt and bring out the sons of Israel from their
midst.”

AND AFTER THAT THEY WILL COME OUT AND SERVE (WORSHIP) ME IN THIS PLACE - Ex 3:12 says "when you have brought
the people out of Egypt, you shall worship (Lxx = latreuo) God at this mountain.” Stephen changes it to "this place," but seems to still
indicate that the Israelites will worship at Mount Sinai.

God would deliver them from bondage as he says later using a man named Moses. Although Stephen never uses the specific Name
of Jesus in this lengthy message, one cannot help but think that he was recalling this prophecy of Israel's deliverance from bondage
as a picture of the Deliverer (the Messiah) who came to deliver men from enslavement to sin. As Jesus told the Jews who ostensibly
had believed in Him (they had made a profession) "“If you continue in My word, then you are truly disciples of Mine; and you will
know the truth, and the truth will make you free.” (Jn 8:31-32)

Paul Apple gives us some application questions based on this passage - Do we grasp the depth of our bondage — whatoriginal sin
and total depravity mean in our own situation? Have we appreciated the precious value of ourredemption? Do we live as those
delivered from the power of sin? How are we serving God in the place where He has put us right now? (The Spread of the Gospel)

Will serve ("will worship" - ESV, CSB, NLT)(3000)(latreuo from latris = one hired or latron = reward, wages) means to work for

reward, for hire or for pay, to be in servitude, render cultic service. Latreuo was used literally for bodily service (e.g., workers on the
land, or slaves), and figuratively for “to cherish.” Hear Stephen uses this verb to convey the idea of rendering service to God,
including worship, performance of sacred services.

This place - What place? We have alluded to this above. The place appears to be Mount Sinai (Horeb). This is clearly a "jab" at the
Sanhedrin who hold that the only place to worship God is in the Temple in Jerusalem.

Note also that while Stephen says Abraham and his offspring will serve (worship) God they do so without the benefit of either the
Tabernacle or the Temple. Stephen's is reminding the Sanhedrin that the everlasting covenant supersedes the temple and that
worship of God does not require one to be at the Temple in Jerusalem.

Bob Utley says "In the context of the quote from Ex 3:12, this refers to Mt. Sinai, which is also outside the Promised Land."

Chris Vogel adds that "Stephen then makes a play on words in Acts 7:7. Quoting from Exodus 3:12 he refers to this place.” Up to
this point “this place” in the discussion of Acts refers to the temple on Mt. Zion, but the context of Exodus refers to Mt. Sinai. The
goal of God’s promise was not the land, but the relationship. The place that is important to God is the place where God meets his
people.
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Acts 7:8 "And He gave him the covenant of circumcision; and so Abraham became the father of Isaac, and circumcised
him on the eighth day; and Isaac became the father of Jacob, and Jacob of the twelve patriarchs. (NASB: Lockman)

KJV Acts 7:8 And he gave him the covenant of circumcision: and so Abraham begat Isaac, and circumcised
him the eighth day; and Isaac begat Jacob; and Jacob begat the twelve patriarchs.

= the covenant of circumcision Ge 17:9-14; John 7:22; Ro 4:10; Gal 3:15,17

=« and so Abraham became the father of Isaac Ge 17:12; 21:1-4

= and Isaac became the father of Jacob Ge 25:21-26; 1 Chr 1:34; Mt 1:2; Ro 9:9-13

=« and Jacob of the twelve patriarchs Ge 29:31-35; 30:1-24; 35:16,23-26; Ex 1:1-4; 1 Chr 2:1,2
= patriarchs Acts 2:29; Heb 7:4

= Acts 7 Resources - Multiple Sermons and Commentaries

THE SIGN OF THE COVENANT
EXTERNAL CIRCUMCISION

Circumcision was a token or reminder of the promise God had given to Abraham and the implication was that it was passed on to
his son Isaac, then to Jacob and then to the 12 sons of Jacob. But it was a promise which was based on faith, faith just as Abraham
had manifested in leaving his home and going to Canaan. It was not based on works nor on keeping the Mosaic Law (as the
Sanhedrin taught would gain righteousness) because there was no Mosaic Law in existence for Abraham to keep.

And He gave him the covenant of circumcision- Why does Stephen review this OT teaching? What is the covenant of
circumcision a sign of? If one reads the immediate preceding context (in Genesis 17) of God's command to Abraham to circumcise
himself and his offspring, it is clear that the covenant referred to is God's promises in the Abrahamic Covenant.

Genesis 17 recounts the Abrahamic covenant and its relation to the covenant of circumcision (note the repetition of "I will")

| (JEHOVAH) will make you (ABRAHAM) exceedingly fruitful, and | will make nations of you, and kings will
come forth from you. 7 “l will establish My covenant between Me and you and your descendants after you
throughout their generations for an everlasting covenant, to be God to you and to your descendants after you.
8 “l will give to you and to your descendants after you, the land of your sojournings, all the land of Canaan, for
an everlasting possession; and | will be their God.” (NOTE SWITCH FROM "I WILL" GOD'S PROVISION TO
"YOU SHALL" MAN'S RESPONSIBILITY) 9 God said further to Abraham, “Now as for you, you shall keep My
covenant, you and your descendants after you throughout their generations. 10 “This is My covenant, which
you shall keep, between Me and you and your descendants after you: every male amongyou shall be
circumcised. (Ge 17:6-10)

Criswell comments that "Circumcision, i.e., the removal of the foreskin from the male sexual organ, had
several purposes. It distinguished the seed of Abraham from the Gentiles, reminded Israel of their
covenant with God, and represented purification and putting away of evil (cf. Deut. 10:16; Jer. 4:4; Rom.
2:26; Col. 2:11, 12). Thus, the Abrahamic covenant, although conveying unconditional promises to
Abraham, also included obligations by which individual descendants would express their faith and enjoy
the blessings. Circumcision was an act of obedience and faith."

Paul elaborates on this foundational truth in Romans 4

What then shall we say that Abraham, our forefather according to the flesh, has found? 2 For if Abraham was
justified by works, he has something to boast about, but not before God. 3 For what does the Scripture say?
“ABRAHAM BELIEVED GOD, AND IT WAS CREDITED TO HIM AS RIGHTEOUSNESS.” (Ge 15:6+)...10 How
then was it credited? While he was circumcised, or uncircumcised? Not while circumcised, but while
uncircumcised; 11 and he received the sign of circumcision, a seal of the righteousness of the faith which
he had while uncircumcised, so that he might be the father of all who believe without being circumcised, that
righteousness might be credited to them, 12 and the father of circumcision to those who not only are of the
circumcision, but who also follow in the steps of the faith of our father Abraham which he had while
uncircumcised (THIS WOULD APPLY TO ACTS 7:8 - ISAAC, JACOB, THE 12 PATRIARCHS). 13 For the
promise to Abraham or to his descendants that he would be heir of the world was not through the Law, but
through the righteousness of faith. (Ro 4:1-3, 10-13+)


http://www.lockman.org/

The Nelson Study Bible on covenant of circumcision - The covenant of circumcision was the symbol given to Abraham that he
might never forget that God had promised to bless him. The sign of this promise was transmitted from generation to generation,
from Genesis 17 to the time of Stephen’s confrontation with the Sanhedrin. Abraham was saved by faith (Ge 15:6+), and the symbol
of circumcision was an outward sign demonstrating the genuineness of his faith. Similarly, God would bless Stephen’s audience
not because of their circumcision, but because of their faith (like Abraham).

Bruce Barton on covenant of circumcision - Stephen pointed out that God always had kept his side of the promise ED: SEE THE
"I WILL'S IN Ge 17:6-10), but Israel had failed, again and again, to keep its side. Although the Jews in Stephen's day still circumcised
their baby boys, they failed to obey God. The people's hearts were far from him. Their lack of faith and lack of obedience meant that
they had failed to keep their part of the covenant (ED: SEE Ro 2:28, 29+). (Life Application Commentary)

Simon Kistemaker - Stephen’s purpose for introducing the concept covenant at this juncture is to show that it precedes the Temple
and Law and therefore is basic to Israel’s religion. Thus he clears himself of the accusation that he has blasphemed against the Law
and against God. By establishing a covenant with Abraham and his descendants, God declares His enduring love toward His
people. In the historical account of God confirming His covenant with Abraham, God calls this covenant “My covenant” nine times
(Ge 17:2-21). God initiates and maintains it throughout the generations as an everlasting covenant.

Related Resources:

= Abrahamic versus Mosaic
= Covenant: Abrahamic vs Old vs New
= What is the Abrahamic Covenant?

Although this does not seem to be Stephen's main emphasis, it is still worth noting that another point his statement in Acts
7:8 would make with the Sanhedrin is that God had many dealings with Abraham before the commanding the covenant of
circumcision. To the Jew it was the rite of circumcision what made a man acceptable to God. They had distorted the clear
teaching of Scripture. How? They they failed to read that God gave circumcision only as a sign of the covenant (Ge 17:11). In other
words, circumcision was always meant to be an external sign of an internal work of grace by faith. Recall that sometime between
age 75-86 (Cannot date from Scripture) Abraham believed God's promise and was justified (declared righteous) before God (Ge
15:5,6+). But he was not circumcised until 10 to 20 years later at the age 99! What the Sanhedrin and the majority of Jews had failed
to understand was that the circumcision that God was interested in was Circumcision of their Heart.

Paul Apple notes that "Jewish leaders loved everything that their circumcision represented — their connection to Abraham and the
patriarchs; their connection to Moses and the law; their connection to Jerusalem and the temple — Circumcision was a badge of
great honor; spoke of God’s loyal covenant love to His chosen people; but they missed the point of all of God’s revelation which
pointed to the fulfillment of everything in the person of the promised Messiah Jesus Christ. No individual blessing apart from faith in
God and His promises. (The Spread of the Gospel)

And so Abraham became the father of Isaac, and circumcised him on the eighth day; and Isaac became the father of
Jacob, and Jacob of the twelve patriarchs - Why does Stephen mention Isaac and Jacob and then the 12 patriarchs (not 12
sons but 12 patriarchs)? Yes all of Stephen's hearers had been circumcised like Isaac and Jacob and the 12 patriarchs, but covenant
of circumcision had a different meaning to the Sanhedrin then it did to their esteemed patriarchs. To the patriarchs circumcision was
a sign of their faith in the Abrahamic Covenant. To the Sanhedrin it was a sign of their being chosen by God for heaven, and no
longer was a marker of their faith in the Abrahamic Covenant. They put their faith (so to speak) in the sign, the physical
circumcision, not in the unconditional covenant of grace that the sign was meant to point to. Such is the danger of ritual, which may
have at one time had a valid meaning pointing to a spiritual reality, but over time losing that meaning and no longer pointing to the
spiritual reality. The danger of ritual is to replace the relationship to which the ritual was meant to point. That is exactly what
happened to the Jews and their understanding of the covenant of circumcision. It was no longer about their covenant relationship to
Jehovah.

It is notable that Abraham, Isaac, and Jacob were the "founding fathers" of the nation of Israel and so it is fitting that God is often
referred to as "the God of Abraham, Isaac, and Jacob" (see Exodus 3:16).

Circumcised him on the eighth day- As a side note - | have a background in the medical field of blood coagulation and the
Biblical charge to circumcise on the 8th day is scientifically accurate. It is based on the fact that prothombin levels are low in the first
8 days of an infant's life and circumcision could potentially result in exsanguination because of inability to clot.

Derek Thomas on circumcision - The Sanhedrin felt s