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Introduction es 1)

"The former account (Gospel of Luke) | made, O Theophilus, of everything
that Jesus began both to do and teach, until the day in which He was
taken up, after He through the Holy Spirit had given commandments to the
apostles whom He had chosen, to whom He also presented Himself alive
after His suffering by many infallible proofs, being seen by them during
forty days and speaking of the things pertaining to the kingdom of God."
(vs1-3)

"...to set in order a narrative of those things which have been fulfilled
among us...[from the reports of] eyewitnesses...it seemed good to me also,
having closely followed all things from the very first, to write it to you in
orderly fashion, most excellent Theophilus, that you may know the
certainty of the words which you were told." (Lk1:1-4)

Acts is a book of -HISTORY-. The full name is "Acts of the Apostles”. With
the use of various synomyms we might also say the: "deeds", "works",

"activities", "accomplishments”, "behavior", "enactment”, "conduct",
"comportment”, "doings" ...OF THE APOSTLES.

The Gospels: Matthew begins with the genealogy of Jesus Christ. Mark,
the Gospel of Jesus Christ. John, "the Word was God". They are
narratives about Jesus Christ: His birth, His life and ministry, His death
and resurrection. When Jesus taught something, we know it was directly
FROM GOD, because "he who has seen [Jesus] has seen" God. (Jn14:9,
Heb1:3)

On the other hand Acts is about -men-; Jesus' disciples, yes; but
nevertheless... -men- who were still in these bodies of "flesh and blood"
and "corruption" (1C015:50) who were still of "dust" (Ps103:14) Where
Jesus could claim, "l always do those things that please [the Father]"
(Jn8:29) because He -was- 'very' GOD, the men of Acts could not make
such claims. Where Jesus was perfect, the men of Acts were fallible.

In terms of the subscribers and the weekly mailings, this series in Acts is
following on the heels of series in Joshua, Judges and Ruth. What we see
in Joshua and Judges is a nation, Israel, called out by God beginning with
Abraham; but although having this Godly legacy, continually rebelling and
going aside after pagan idols, and the resulting judgments from God
through pagan enemies. But even in the midst of idolatry, there were -
individuals- in Israel who remained faithful, or in the days of Elijah, the
"7000". (1Ki19:18) And throughout the course of history, finally in the ends
times, the promise that Israel will be saved and restored IN THEIR
HEARTS. (Jer31:31-34)

And so, with this series in Acts, we'd like to look at the early CHURCH.
The Church, by definition, being indwelt by the Holy Spirit (Rom8:9) -are-
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True Believers; which was not always the case with Israel; as Paul said,
"For not all those of Israel are Israel" (Rom9:6b), and "with most of [Israel]
God was not well pleased” (1C010:5) But the Church, being of "dust", also
are beset by getting our feet dirty from time to time (Jn13:10, 1Jn1:8),
nevertheless -are- the "righteousness of God in [Christ]" (2C05:21)

I'm sure there's been upteen b'zillion books and studies written on all the
flowery 'positive’ aspects, and the Great Accomplishments of the early
Church. We don't need to add more of our own "two cents' worth" to what
surely must be a long litany. Instead, this series will look at the -failings-
and -weaknesses- of the early Church Believers, and how God used 'frail' -
men- to cause...

"...all things to work together for good to those who love God, to those who
are the called according to His purpose.” (Rom8:28)

It is important to remember that Acts is -history-. It is NOT a book of
Doctrine. Certainly, Doctrine can be found in the book as it records what
the apostles did and taught. But where the men were prone to periodic
mistakes, we cannot take -everything- they did and said, and conclude
Right Doctrine in all aspects.

While WW1 led to the excesses of the "Roaring 20s", in this country the
50s and 60s, following WW2, were years of the growth of out-n-out
rebellion of the youth against authority. Rebellion against civic authority
also bled over into the 'church' and rebellion against Biblical Doctrine. By
the 70s charismania was in full swing, combined with the hippy rebellions,
as the world's rock-n-roll was bashing on the church doors. The book of
Acts was one way they would fight against Sound Doctrine. One of the
musical groups of the day was even called "2nd Chapter of Acts". And as
they continually spoke of Love, love, luuuuv, there was also the group
"Love Song"; many of whose songs were deliberate infiltrations and
perversions of anything Biblical. They would sing about the old stodgy
preacher who would preach "about the Bible"...but they just came "to
praise the Lord". And their "Little Country Church" praised the fact that that
old stodgy preacher was finally "coming around", learning to hang loose
and a little bit of -everybody- could now be seen 'in church'. And as they
would read in Acts about the church meeting "from house to house"
(Ac2:46); but the official church wasn't yet fully embracing tongues' and
'healings'; they would have (what they called) "New Testament Churches"
that met in homes, and they would babble in tongues, and would make
sure to "heal" such that everybody had both legs of 'equal length'. They
would read how they had "all things common" (Ac2:44, 4:32); and seeing
as how Marxism was gaining a foothold through the hippy movement, and
there was the embracing of the concept that nobody -owned- anything of
their own (what's mine is yours, what's yours is mine); the "christian
hippies" would set-up "christian communes"”, those who had jobs would
bring the money for collective use, and others frolicked together in the
commune. Just as the hippies had "free love", many of the communes
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would instead call it "ministry"”; males and females were "ministering" to
each other. Back in 1998 we did an expose on one such group, "The
Family" www.a-voice.org/discern/chrchsex.htm

The main point of all this paragraph is to say that pretty much everything
they did was based, in some fashion, on twistings of the narrative in the
book of Acts. For many of them, one could just as well have thrown out the
rest of the Bible... Acts -was- their Bible! Even, throw out the rest of the
book, but keep chapter 2! Such was the extent of their theology... forget
Doctrine: -just- Worship, Praise the Lord and Jabber in tongues.

But if those early Believers in Acts did things that were wrong, or made
mistakes... does somebody today imitating those deeds suddenly make
them right? If something was wrong then, it is wrong today. Just because
the Holy Spirit came to indwell, did not suddenly make them -more-
"saintly" or 'error-free' in their words and proclamations. Paul reminds us
that the "..spirits of the prophets are subject to the prophets." (1C014:32)
We are to function with "sound minds" (2Til:7, Tit2:6, etc) Just because
we have the Holy Spirit within is no excuse to abandon "self-control"
(Gab:23, 2Pt1:6) of our own senses, decisions and actions. Many people
who sin try to pass the buck: "the devil made me do it". In the same way,
much abberant behavior in 'the church' has been blamed on the Holy
Spirit: the Spirit "took over" and "l couldn't help myself'. No. We do things
based on what is in our minds, thus God also invited, "Let us -reason-
together..." (1s1:18) Paul did not pray for the Holy Spirit to 'overcome' his
hearers and for them to become "spirit-filled", but it says that he "-
reasoned- with them from the Scriptures" (Ac17:2)

Thus, if we can understand some of their goof-ups, perhaps we can
understand a bit better from where some of today's errors originate, and
not maintain those errors.

Now... since we brought up the subject, but might not touch on it when we
get there (since it was not in error), and since there are some today who
are stuck on their own false twist of "not forsaking the assembling"
(Heb10:25) with the view to make sure everybody appears at -their-
'building' everytime the doors are open, let us clarify one point, before we
continue.

Back in the 60s and 70s it was not very hard to find a church (meeting in
the building) with a Godly Biblical pastor. Back then there were, yet, men-
of-God who proclaimed "Thus says the Lord". The same cannot be said
today, however! Back in the 70s, when these 'home' groups were popping
up, it was not because a Biblical assembly could not be found; like is often
the case today. It was because those, meeting thusly, were in rebellion
against God's Word. The pastors were still resisting charismania, and they
still held to holy decorum in the assembly, and would NOT ALLOW what
they wanted to do. So they went off and did "their own thing" (what was
right "in their own eyes" Jdg21:25, 1s5:21) But as Love Song would sing,
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with the constant pounding at the doors, the hippies finally wore down the
Godly resistance in the name of "love" (Jn13:35), and what was going on
in the little "house churches" finally infiltrated the Godly assemblies, and
now today the "whole camel" is in the tent, and the "Arab" is outside.

This infiltration was such a severe and -huge- event, that | fear some
current Biblical preachers (the few that remain) are erroneously distrusting
of -any- small group meeting in a home. Back in the 70s, pretty much -
anything- meeting in a home was of the hippy charismatic ilk. Thus,
generically, the "home church" movement was evil... IN THE 70s. But now
that most 'churches' (meeting in their buildings) have become totally what
the 70s Acts groups were (those who were pounding down the doors are
now inside, have taken up residence, and changed everything all around
topsy turvey, and those in attendance now think what they do is 'normal’),
where does a True Believer meet, if there is even a handful of Believers -
to- meet? The act of meeting in a home is not sin. Once past Acts, we see
Paul mentioning the church "that is in their house" more than once.
(Ro16:5, 1C016:19, Col4:15) And any mentions we see in Acts (16:32,
2:46, 20:20) we should keep in mind were NOT what the hippies were
doing in the 70s.

So...

As the narrative begins, we see Jesus giving some final exhortations
before He ascends to Heaven about: the Holy Spirit, Israel's Kingdom, and
their Testimony. The angels: about His Return.

1) WAIT in Jerusalem for the PROMISE OF THE FATHER. (vs4) That's
the Holy Spirit. (vs5) He had spoken of this in John...

"However, when He, the Spirit of Truth, has come, He will guide you into
all Truth; for He will not speak things originating from Himself, but
whatever He hears He will speak; and He will make known to you things to
come." (Jn16:13)

Jesus tells them to -wait-. Will they wait?

2) the KINGDOM? They ask, essentially: is it -now- time to restore the
kingdom to Israel? (vs6)

“It is not yours to know times or seasons which the Father has put in His
own authority" (vs7)

When Jesus earlier had said, "of that day and hour no one knows"
(Mt24:36), some people today say: We don't know the day or hour, but we
can know the "season". Notice Jesus here includes "seasons". How many
times in history have not christians been excited, seeing world events, and
those who appeared to be evil (like antichrist).
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Will they keep Jesus' answer in mind when preaching their first sermons?
3) WITNESSES

"But you shall receive power when the Holy Spirit is come upon you; and
you shall be witnesses to Me in Jerusalem, and in all Judea and Samaria,
and to the ends of the earth." (vs8)

As one goes through the book, | think it becomes obvious that they
followed this directive, as the world noticed that they had "turned the world
upside down" with the Gospel. (17:6)

4) JESUS' RETURN

"This same Jesus, who was taken up from you into Heaven, will so come
in like manner as you have seen Him go into Heaven." (vsl11)

Notice that this is a different event from the "kingdom"; as Paul speaks of
"His 1) appearing and His 2) kingdom" (2Ti4:1) Two events. He also
speaks of, "the 1) coming of our Lord Jesus Christ, and of our 2) gathering
together to Him" (2Th2:1)

Notice that the angels speak of Jesus being taken up FROM YOU. -
THEM, gathered on the Mt. of Olives. Believers. This is a different event
from the Kingdom of Israel. (vs6) Israel is yet in unbelief and continues to
rebel as they did in the OT, and will not be fully restored (Rom11:26) until
Jesus comes as KING of kings and gives them all a new heart. (Jer31:31-
34, Ezk36:26)

But there are those today who deny that Jesus is coming for the Church.
Not only do they not believe in a (so-called) "pre-trib" Rapture... they
believe in NO RAPTURE AT ALL. They are busy trying to prepare Jesus' -
kingdom- on this earth, and hopefully when they have made all the
preparations, -then- Jesus will come and be welcomed to earth BY THEM,
to rule over a world THEY have prepared. | guess they don't want what
Jesus promised when He said...

"I go to prepare a place for you. And if | go and prepare a place for you, |
will come again and receive you to Myself; that where | am, there you may
be also." (Jn14:2b-3)

Receiving us -to- where Jesus is, is not the same thing as Israel's -earthly-
‘kingdom'.

Thus... their commission is to

?? Wait for the Holy Spirit
?? Don't be concerned about Israel's kingdom (that's God's business)
?? Be Witnesses to the world
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With the promise that Jesus -will- return. In other words: Evangelize the
world under the leadership of the Holy Spirit.

How much of this do they follow in those first days? How much of this does
today's church follow?



Matthias (Acts 1:15-26)

"And in those days Peter stood up in the midst of the disciples (altogether
the number of names was about a hundred and twenty), and said, Men
and brethren, this Scripture needed to be fulfilled, which the Holy Spirit
spoke before by the mouth of David concerning Judas, who became a
guide to those who took Jesus" (vs15-16)

First of all, -when- is "in those days"? Is it not obviously -after- Jesus has
ascended back up to Heaven. They have left the Mt of Olives and been in
the "upper room" (vs13) But it is also -before- ch2 and the coming of the
Holy Spirit. Jesus ascended to Heaven 40 days after the resurrection.
(vs3) Pentecost (next chapter) is 50 days. The waving of the sheaf of
firstfruits was the day after the Sabbath (Le23:11); just like the
Resurrection. And then they were to count "seven Sabbaths"; 50 days to
the day "after the seventh Sabbath" for the "new grain offering" (Le23:15-
16) Thus, between Jesus' ascension to Heaven, and Pentecost, was ten
(10) days.

Let's have a good look at this. Remember? Jesus said to go to Jerusalem
and "wait". Wait for what? The Holy Spirit. As we know from the record, the
Holy Spirit will come at 50 days. It is not yet 50 days. They are in the
holding pattern that Jesus told them to "wait".

But Peter stands up and starts to proclaim. Is this the Holy Spirit
speaking? Well... no. The Holy Spirit hasn't come yet. But Peter is
talking.... -leading-. Under what authority? Is he -waiting-? Peter has
always been the 'antsy' one, ants-in-the-pants... can't sit still. Gotta be -
doing- something. Hasn't learned how to "wait upon Jehovah" (Is40:31,
etc)

Certainly, Peter understands the betrayal of Judas. He seems to have a
handle on the prophecies that foretold it. He sees the prophecy that says,
"Let another take his office..." (vs20, Ps109:8)

So therefore... since -another- is to take his office -WE- must select
somebody to fill the vacancy. (vs22) After all... Jesus is gone, He's left -us-
'in charge'. If -we- don't make the selection, who will? Right?

REALLY?

B'but...they've been PRAYING! They've been engaged in continual prayer
meetings. (vs14) Are not decisions that result from -prayer- the "right"
ones? Is that not how Barnabas and Saul were sent out to missionary
service? (13:2)

Well...King Saul's excuse for disobedience in the OT was also that he was
going to -sacrifice-, but what does Samuel retort?
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"Has Jehovah as great a delight in burnt offerings and sacrifices, as in to
obey the voice of Jehovah? Behold, to obey is better than sacrifice, and to
heed than the fat of rams." (1Sal15:22)

What had Jesus told them to do? Select a replacement for Judas? ...or to -
WAIT-? To WAIT. How could they possibly know -what- to do, correctly,
until the Holy Spirit came with instructions?

Who was God's choice? How did Jesus pick the disciples? He called them
(read through the Gospels) individually...personally. Jesus prayed all night
and then the next day personally designated who were the twelve.
(Lk6:12-13) B'but... Jesus is gone. -How- is He going to pick a
replacement personally?

"Saul, Saul, why do you persecute Me?" (9:4)
Who is that? "Who are you, sir?"

"I am Jesus, whom you persecute." (9:5)
And later, how does Paul introduce himself?

"Paul, appointed an apostle of Jesus Christ through the will of God..."
(1Col:1)

And where did Paul receive his apostolic training?

"Paul, an apostle (not from men nor through man, but through Jesus Christ
and God the Father who raised Him from the dead)...I did not confer with
flesh and blood, nor did | go up to Jerusalem to those who were apostles
before me; but | went to Arabia, and returned again to Damascus."
(Gal:1,16-17)

Is Paul's parenthetical comments a little jab at what Peter did? A bit later in
the epistle he also gives Peter a tongue lashing in front of everybody, for
not being straightforward regarding the Jew/Gentile relationships. (2:11)
Paul -was- appointed by Jesus Christ, -personally-, as an apostle.

In the OT Joshua used the lottery to distribute the territory to the tribes of
Israel. (Josh18) God used lots for equity regarding which goat was
sacrificed, and which was the scape goat. (Le16:8) But where did God -
ever- use the lottery to choose His servants? He personally called
Abraham. Moses He called to from the bush, and spoke with him in the
tent of meeting. God calls to Samuel as he was sleeping next to the Ark in
the Holy of Holies (1Sa3:3); who then personally anoints David as king.
God revealed Himself to Isaiah and Ezekiel through visions of Himself and
His glory. And on and on... Many of these without a -personal- "Jesus"

10



face-to-face, but through visions. The twelve Jesus actually -did- pick
personally, face-to-face.

So then, to replace Judas for such an important task as 'apostle’ in the
early Church... why would God suddenly change His method of
appointment? He didn't. He chose S/Paul.

And notice that, after this incident, the name "Matthias" never again
appears thoughout the NT. But Paul, God's choice, writes nearly the rest
of the NT!

Peter did NOT -WAIT-.

Sacrifice does not replace -obedience-. Neither does "prayer". If a person

is in disobedience, they don't need to "pray about it"! They need to repent
and obey.
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Peter Preaches (cts2-3

"And when the Day of Pentecost had fully come, they were all with one
accord in one place. And suddenly there came a sound from Heaven, as
being borne along by a rushing violent wind, and it filled the whole
house...and they were all filled with the Holy Spirit and began to speak in
other tongues, as the Spirit gave them utterance...

And "Peter, standing up with the eleven, raised his voice and said to
them...

"...THIS IS WHAT WAS SPOKEN by the prophet Joel: And it shall come to
pass in the last days, says God, that | will pour out from My Spirit upon all
flesh... I will pour out My Spirit in those days... | will present wonders in the
heavens above and signs in the earth beneath: blood and fire and vapor of
smoke. The sun shall be turned into darkness and the moon into blood,
before the coming of the great and glorious day of the Lord" (~~vs1-20)

But what does Joel say?
"...and it shall come to pass -AFTERWARD-" (Joel2:28)

-AFTER- WHAT? A reading of the first parts of Joel ch2 sound an awful lot
like the days and events of "Jacob's trouble" (Jer30:7) Perhaps the events
of the latter part of Daniel's "70th week". (Dan9:27) The things written in
Zechariah, etc., and then Restoration.

Israel has certainly been -dispersed- for many centuries since Peter
preached these words, and experienced pograms and holocausts. But has
she ever yet experienced what Joel ch2 describes? How about the pillars
of smoke, the blood moon, the sun going dark? Has the "great and
glorious day of the Lord" yet come? Is Israel yet, even to this day, fully
restored in belief in their hearts? Have they yet acknowledged Messiah?
No? Then, is it not obvious that the event on the day of Pentecost was -
NOT- "what was spoken by the prophet Joel" In terms of the pouring out of
the Holy Spirit there might have been similarities. But "all flesh" of Israel
(nor of the world) did NOT receive Messiah: at Pentecost, and clear until
Paul proclaimed...

"Therefore let it be known to you that the salvation of God has been sent
to the Gentiles, and they will hear it!" (28:28)

And since then, the Church has become primarily a -gentile- entity.
Even a bit later where Peter and John heal the lame man at the temple,

and it turns into an opportunity to preach, Peter still associates those
present events to the "restoration of all things" (3:21) which is the state of
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affairs after Messiah has set up the Kingdom; things as described in the
latter parts of Isaiah, Ezekiel, Zechariah, etc.

Why is Peter doing this? Remember the question?
"...will You at this time restore the kingdom to Israel?" (1:6)
And what had Jesus answered?

"It is not yours to know times or seasons which the Father has put in His
own authority" (1:7)

But Peter is preaching as though he has now been given that information.
As though this event, the coming of the Holy Spirit, is the -same- as those
END TIME EVENTS, which he asked about, but which Jesus said were
not his to know.

The Restoration of the Kingdom was/is to the Jewish mind, what the
Rapture is to the Church. How many preachers have proclaimed dates (for
the Rapture) and names (for antichrist), to have their proclamations proven
false! Preachers proclaimed that Hitler was antichrist. When Clinton
hosted the "handshake" on the Whitehouse lawn in 1993, some were
proclaiming that to be -the- "covenant", and also believing a post-
tribulation rapture, that 2000 would be the Rapture. Well, here it is, 2010;
that wasn't it, was it. Some have now been prognosticating things related
to the Mayan calendar for December, 2012. A more recent thing I've read
has to do with June, 2017 being the 50-year Jubilee since the liberation of
the Temple Mount in June, 1967. Thus, since 2010 is seven years before
that, | suppose some are going to suggest that June, 2010 will be the
Rapture? (This is being written in April) Obviously, the Rapture -will-
happen, and -when- it happens, that will have been THE DATE. As this is
being written, I'm not going to try to speculate. Just as Jesus told the
disciples that it was not theirs to know, He said the same about His
coming...

"But of that day and hour no one knows, not even the angels of Heaven,
but My Father only." (Mt24:36)

But Peter was proclaiming... AS FACT... "THIS IS WHAT WAS SPOKEN"
History since then has proven him wrong, just like the modern-day
preachers proclaiming about Hitler, 1993, 2000, etc.

When | have made this observation in the past about Peter's message,
some have come back with something on the order of: How -dare- | say
Peter was wrong?! He was filled with the Holy Spirit. You mean to say that
the Holy Spirit was wrong? Why would the Holy Spirit tell him to say what
he did, if it wasn't true?

Remember previously we observed Paul's words...
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"The spirits of the prophets are subject to the prophets" (1C014:32)

Paul said that to carnal Corinth who had the same problem many from
charismania today have. Corinth was letting loose from the "mind"
(1Co014:15) and letting the spirit "fillings" from their old pagan ways
(1Co12:2) take over, like the pagans do. And so they assume that
Pentecost was the same sort of event as their pagan demon-possessions,
where the 'possessed' person is minus self-control.

Notice that the Holy Spirit did NOT induce the disciples to babble with
gibberish. It says they were given the gift, and their hearers heard the
message spoken in their "own dialect in which [they] were born" (2:8) The
Holy Spirit was not usurping the disciples, giving them hallucinations, and
causing them to "peep and mutter” (Is8:19) like sorcerers and
fortunetellers. They were proclaiming the Gospel of Jesus Christ, in clear -
understood- languages.

Just as Christians today, when some major event happens in the news,
get all excited... "The Lord's coming is soon!" Peter, still having the
"kingdom of Israel" on his mind, seeing this supernatural -sign- happening
from the Holy Spirit, is similarly excited... It's here, it is now...THIS IS IT!
Listen everybody! Here we go!

We might chide Peter for his error. But what he did was no different than
preachers do regularly today, in excitement and anticipation of the Lord's
return.

We can be excited about the Lord's return. But what did Jesus say should
be our demeanor regarding it?

"Watch therefore, for you know neither the day nor the hour in which the
Son of Man comes." (Mt25:13)

We won't need to proclaim it, as Peter was trying to do. It is not ours to
know. Nor is it ours to proclaim. Why? Who is going to proclaim it?

"For the Lord Himself will descend from Heaven with a shouted command,
with the voice of the archangel, and with the trumpet of God." (1Th4:16)

There's a song from years ago that used to say something about "If | could
preach like Peter or pray like Paul". Well, I'll tell you what! It's gonna take a
MUCH LOUDER VOICE than Peter's to proclaim adequately, when Christ
comes!!

But did Peter's goof stop the Holy Spirit's working in the hearts of his
hearers? Peter might have had his eschatology mixed up, but he had the
Gospel message RIGHT ON! He preached the message that most of
today's preachers neglect.
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Rather than offering a "new car!" to everybody in attendance, he told it like
it was.

"God has made this Jesus, WHOM YOU CRUCIFIED, both Lord and
Christ" (2:36)

The Holy Spirit was allowed to "-convict- them of sin" (Jn16:8) And as their
hearts were smitten (pierced), and ask "what shall we do?" (2:37) Peter
gives it to them straight...

"Repent, and let every one of you be immersed in the name of Jesus
Christ to the remission of sins; and you shall receive the gift of the Holy
Spirit" (2:38)

Now, as we know that salvation is "not of works" (Eph2:9), thus Peter was
not proclaiming "baptismal regeneration"; we should keep in mind that
Peter's audience was all -JEWISH-. They were, at that moment, in
Jerusalem for the celebration of Pentecost. The "new grain offering" and
firstfruits. (Le23) It was a time of animal sacrifices and various things. One
of the cleansing traditions to prepare oneself to approach God was the
Mikvah, the ritual purification where they dipped in water to wash
ceremonially. In keeping with that tradition, Peter exhorts them to do the
Mikvah "in the name of Jesus Christ to the remission of sins".

Peter was excited about the Lord's coming. But the real fulfillment of that
day was SALVATION. That which they had been observing year after
year, that day was fulfilled. And as they prepared the bread "with leaven"
(Le23:17), it symbolized the 'growth' in the Holy Spirit; as happened that
day.

So... what does God require? A perfect man with full understanding? Peter
might have messed up on eschatology, but he got the "witness" (1:8) part
right.

Jesus told them that when the Holy Spirit came they would be empowered
to witness. Peter certainly did that! 3000 souls were saved that day.

But what does today's (so-called) "church" do with what they claim is the
"Holy Spirit"? Is their goal to evangelize and witness for Christ? No... they
work themselves into trance-like states to become "spirit-filled". To what
end? To achieve self-deity. Reduce all the mumbo jumbo that they double-
talk, down to its core, that is it. To achieve a state of god-likeness where
they HAVE POWER to 'wield'.

So, we might be able to nit-pick at Peter's inattention to Jesus' words
regarding the Kingdom of Israel (Peter always had a short attention span,
and would excitedly spout off with words, before properly thinking through
what he was saying); but when the Holy Spirit came, Peter did not go

15



about attributing the glory to himself. He boldly proclaimed Jesus Christ.
When people were swarming around to praise him, Peter, for the lame
man's healing, he says, "why do you gaze on us, as though by our own
power or godliness we had made this man walk?" (3:12) When brought
before the religious leaders he boldly proclaims...

“let it be known to you all, and to all the people of Israel, that in the name
of Jesus Christ of Nazareth, whom you crucified, whom God raised from
the dead, in Him this man stands here before you whole. Nor is there
salvation in any other, for there is no other name under Heaven given
among men that is required for us to be saved" (4:10,12)

So... was Peter wrong in talking about the Kingdom, or Israel's restoration?
Of course not. No more than it is wrong for the Church to be in anticipation
of the Rapture. Where he was mixed up was in declaring that THAT
EVENT, THAT DAY -WAS- the event. It was -an- event, fulfilling OT types.
Just, not the one Peter was hoping for. Roman soldiers were still roaming
around in their occupation. Israel was not free 'politically’, like Peter had
hoped.

Neither is it wrong for the Church to anticipate the Lord's return. But is it
20007 2012? 20177 It is not for us to know what is in God's authority.
What -are- we exhorted to do?

"WATCH THEREFORE, for you know neither the day nor the hour in
which the Son of Man comes." (Mt25:13)
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Lying to the Holy Spirit aess)

"Now the multitude of those believing were of one heart and one soul;
neither did anyone say that any of the things he possessed was his own,
but they had all things in common.... Nor was there anyone needy among
them; for all who were possessors of lands or houses sold them, and
brought the proceeds of the things that were sold, and placed them at the
apostles’ feet; and they distributed to each as anyone had need." (4:32-35)

Back in the (aforementioned) 70s, after graduation from university, | began
to make myself available to churches for concerts. | accompanied myself
at the piano, sang with accompaniment tapes that | had both recorded and
purchased. This necessitated a moderate collection of sound equipment,
which was setup in this one church where | was -the- special music for a
missions conference. Along the way, the church choir needed to rehearse,
and the equipment was in their way; so instead of asking me to move it,
somebody took it upon themselves to move it. And when | found out, |
verbally made my displeasure known. (If a person doesn't know what
they're doing, they can 'break’ stuff; and I'm a steward of what the Lord
had provided) Later, this otherwise pleasant-seeming girl cornered me and
berated me for having made the fuss... the equipment wasn't "mine". And
why was | so concerned about -things-. Why was | making as though |
‘owned' it. And if something 'broke’, so what? (or words to that effect. It's
been so many years ago, I've forgotten the ‘verbatim') [vw: Just try
handling equipment in a recording studio, or music store, without proper
authority, and see what happens! :]

You see, in those days everything was about "love" (Jn13:35) And
anything, even the slightest hint, of anything 'negative' or 'non-
complimentary' was taboo, because any act of chiding somebody was not
"loving". The hippy motto of the day was "live and let live", and to "do your
own thing, man!" And this "anything goes" mentality also infiltrated the
church and its definition of "love". Anything else was "judgmental”. Holding
to rules, morality and doctrine was "judgmental”.

And for the church, that attitude was derived from these verses just
quoted.

Was what they did in those early church days to be the 'norm' forever
thereafter? Was it something Jesus had commanded? Did God even
command it in the OT? God had set up rather strict rules about the
"landmark" of land ownership.

"Cursed is the one who moves his neighbor’s landmark. And all the people
shall say, Amen!" (De27:17)
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"You shall not remove your neighbor’s landmark, which the men of old
have set, in your inheritance which you shall inherit in the land that
Jehovah your God is giving you to possess." (Del9:14)

Notice the words "to possess". That means "ownership". A person who
possesses something can rightfully say, "That thing is -MINE-." Titles and
deeds are the official documents that record ownership of larger value
items like land, buildings, autos, etc. Unless the relationship is such, a
person does not just go walking into somebody else's house unannounced
or uninvited. Try getting into somebody's car to drive it away, and see what
happens. God setup the "ownership" concept. God, Himself, is a very
jealous God (Ex20:5,34:14) And being made in His image, mankind is also
given ownership rights. The "landmark" indicated property boundaries.

What was going on in Acts was a very unique time in history. Judaism's
leadership continued in their rebellion; but many Jews, having come to
Jerusalem from all over that region of the world for the Feast, were hearing
the Gospel of Jesus Christ. At Passover they had yelled out "crucify Him!"
... but now as they are back, they are realizing that He had risen from the
dead. (4:2) Thousands more are coming to Faith in Christ. (4:4) All these
people are gathered here and there, meeting in homes, and being taught
Doctrine and growing in the Lord...and how are they to eat and be
sustained during this time? Those who -have-, seeing the need, out of the
generosity of their hearts, are selling properties; if you will, a temporary
"cash for clunkers" or "cash for gold" program to raise quick money to
provide for everybody. It obviously could not continue indefinitely,
otherwise the money would eventually run out, and there would be no
more property to sell. People eventually would have to go back home to
their jobs and livelihoods.

Well, of course, as some are contributing, some are quite wealthy, and
their gifts are receiving attention due to the huge -pile- of money they are
depositing, and they are being praised for their magnanimity. And Joses
Barnabas, apparently being wealthy, receives special notice. (4:36) The
act of -giving- seems to be receiving notoriety for those who give. A great
act of "christianity". So others, seeing the giving of some, try to emulate
them. You know... like the ‘fund drives' in churches, with the ‘thermometer'.
Have -you- given yet? No? Why not??? | gave so-much! And so those less
fortunate are looked down upon, and the ones who gave a lot are invited
up to the platform in the sight of all, to have praise lavished upon them; or
their names are called out from the pulpit and the person asked to 'stand'
from the pew to receive recognition. So, the goal is to be LIKE THEM... or
if not, to make it LOOK LIKE one is like them.

So here come Ananias and Sapphira. They have land, sell it and bring -
part- of the sale price to the apostle's feet. (5:2) Here, everybody, LOOK!
Ananias has just sacrificially brought the money after selling his property!
No?
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"But Peter said, Ananias, why has Satan filled your heart to lie to the Holy
Spirit and keep back part of the proceeds of the land for yourself? While it
remained, was it not your own? And after it was sold, was it not in your
own control? Why have you put this deed in your heart? You have not lied
to men but to God. Then Ananias, hearing these words, fell down and
breathed his last." (vs3-5)

How do -we- know they brough only ‘part' of the price, and that they had -
contrived- this scheme? Because a bit later the wife comes along: Did you
sell the property for such-n-such a price? Yes. (vs7-8)

"How is it that you have agreed together to test the Spirit of the Lord?
Behold, the feet of those who have buried your husband are at the door,
and they will carry you out" (vs9)

The thing about the hippy days of the 70s? The -reality- was that there
was not nearly as much "what's mine is yours" as there was "what's yours
is mine". If truth be told... -theft-. If somebody stole from a stranger, there
was no feeling of remorse: It's not really his anyway, so I'll just take it. The
bigger reason for hippies condemning those who "owned" property was
not so much that they ‘'owned' it, but that they owned it and would try to
prevent them (the hippies) from stealing it, without making a "big deal" of
the case.

You see, in those early days, people with wealth, from the purity of their
own hearts, saw a need, and set about to -give- freely. They were
possessed of true "love" for the brethren. (1Pt1:22)

And as Peter says, it was not -wrong- to keep back part of the price. It was
-their- property. Even after the sale, the money was still -theirs-. (vs4) But
apparently they contrived, husband and wife together, to bring part of the
sale price and represent it as having been the -whole- price. After all, if a
person gives away ALL THEY HAVE, is that not considered a big
'sacrifice’; of higher estimation before others. As Jesus said of the rulers,
"to be seen by men" (Mt23:5) Jesus taught, when doing a good deed...

"But when you do a deed of mercy, do not let your left hand know what
your right hand does, that your deed of mercy may be in secret; and your
Father who sees in secret will Himself reward you openly." (Mt6:3-4)

And what was the result of their lie? Death!

The Holy Spirit is not to be trifled with! No, we do not pray to the Holy
Spirit. He does not take on glory to Himself. (Jn16:13) But the one who
blasphemes the Holy Spirit also is not forgiven. (Mt12:31-32)

Ananias and Sapphira received -physical- death. Did their lie also indicate
hearts that were not truly Saved? The passage doesn't say. Was this a
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"sin unto death” of a Believer? (1Jn5:16-17) Or was their judgment a
forever death?

In ch8 we will observe Simon who "believes", but then Peter tells him his
heart is full of evil. Just because somebody claims to have believed,
doesn't mean it is so in their heart. As Paul would say, "For not all those of
Israel are Israel" (Rom9:6b) Or as we say around here: Not all [c]hirstians
are [Clhristian. Not all the [c]hurch is the [C]lhurch of Jesus Christ.

But what a totally -opposite- set of circumstances from what today's
‘church’ strives to promote, or the attitudes of the 70s "love" generation.
Don't judge, don't criticize, don't tell anybody they have done wrong. You
might chase them away!

"So great fear came upon all the church and upon all who heard these
things.... Moreover none of the rest dared join them, but the people
magnified them." (vs11,13)

See??? Fear. After all, doesn't the apostle of love say,

"There is NO FEAR IN LOVE; but perfect love casts out fear, because fear
involves punishment. But he who fears has not been made complete in
love." (1Jn4:18)

And yup! Might chase them away? They were so full of fear that they
DIDN'T -DARE- JOIN THEM. But doesn't Jesus -invite- to '‘come one,
come all'? Well... Not lying pretenders!

The Church doesn't need more Ananiases and Sapphiras, or Simons (ch8)
But it welcomes those who in humility (Ja4:10, 1Pt5:6) understand God's
holiness.

"It is a fearful thing to fall into the hands of the living God." (Heb10:31)

But what was the result of all this holy Godly FEAR and NEGATIVITY?

"And more believers were added to the Lord, multitudes of both men and
women..." (vs14)

"For the weapons of our warfare are not carnal but mighty through God for
pulling down strongholds” (2C010:4)

20



Mixed Multitude? acse-7)

"Now in those days, when the number of the disciples was multiplying,
there arose a murmuring against the Hebrews by the Hellenists, because
their widows were being overlooked in the daily service." (6:1)

"And a mixed multitude also went up with [Israel out of Egypt], and flocks
and herds; exceedingly many cattle." (Ex12:38)

"And the mixed multitude who were among them lusted after their lusts;
and the children of Israel turned back and wept, saying: Who will give us
flesh to eat? We remember the fish which we ate freely in Egypt, the
cucumbers, the melons, the leeks, the onions, and the garlic; but now our
soul is dried up; there is nothing at all except this manna before our eyes!"
(Nul1:4-6)

Who were the Hellenists? They were people who had adapted to Greek
ways, philosophy, literature and culture. And the dictionary says,
"especially Jews of the Diaspora".

And in conjunction with that the Jewish Hellenists had what they called the
"Synagogue of the Libertines" (vs9) Certainly, one can study the details
from history books, but the dictionary, again, gives us a concise nutshell:
"1) One who acts without moral restraint; a dissolute person. 2) One who
defies established religious precepts; a freethinker"

Hmmmm! Sounds a lot like the 70s Hippies, and what much of today's
"church"” consists of, eh.

And these people were Cyrenians, Alexandrians and those from Cilicia.
(vs9) And if | remember correctly from history, | believe the greatest
concentration existed around Alexandria, Egypt.

What do we know about the Jews in Alexandria? How did they get there?
A reading of Jeremiah chs 42-44 tells us that they were the rebels whom
God had exhorted, through Jeremiah, to stay in the land. Nebuchadnezzar
left the poor in the land, and God encouraged them to stay, and live there.
But no! They refused, and decided to go down to Egypt. And ch44 tells
how they -specifically- retorted against God, saying that they -would-
continue to worship the Queen of Heaven and make the sacrificial cakes
to her, etc. The women said they would continue, and the men said their
wives had their blessing in the endeavor.

Alexandria is where most of the -extra- "gospels" come from, that the
religious 'scholars' and ‘intelligentsia’ cling to. It is the root and source of
the perverted texts from which today's perverted Bible translations come.
And if a person were to study the matter in greater depth than | have, |
would not be surprised but what it is likely a major 'key' to how the pagan
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Babylonian and Greco-Roman religions blended together to become what
is today the catholic religion with their worship of "Mary" as Queen of
Heaven. Catholicism certainly looks to all those Alexandrian sources as
the scholarly foundation of their "christianity” of what they call "the church".
It is where their Apocryphal books of -their- 'bible’ come from; which were
also included in the original 1611 KJV. Alexandria is the seat and 'seed' of
apostasy.

Clear picture here?

These Hellenists start complaining that they aren't getting their FAIR
SHARE of all the loot. Well, it sounds more innocent: Widows aren't
getting food. But when they establish a committee to oversee the
distribution, Stephen turns out to be a firecracker of an arguer, and the
Libertines aren't able to refute his wisdom from the Holy Spirit. He's not -
just- sticking to dispensing food; he is also preaching and reasoning
against the world's ungodly wisdom. He's in the middle of the people
where they live, and sees what they are about, and refutes them. And so,
what do liberals typically do when they can't argue with facts? It was the
same then as it is today. They contrive false accusations, get everybody
all stirred up, start a riot, and drag Stephen before the same body of
leaders that had asked Pilate to crucify Jesus.

So, with his life on the line, what does Stephen do? Wimp away and speak
'positive’ things, apologize profusely "if he had offended anybody"”, and
stay clear of being so "judgmental"?

"You stiffnecked and uncircumcised in heart and ears! You always oppose
the Holy Spirit; as your fathers did, so do you. Which of the prophets did
your fathers not persecute? And they, who received the Law by the
command of angels and did not keep it, killed those who foretold the
coming of the Just One, of whom you now have become the betrayers and
murderers. When they heard these things they were cut to the heart, and
they gnashed at him with their teeth." (7:51-54)

And if you read the text, we know the outcome. They stoned Stephen to
death. But that was not the end of it.

"At that time a great persecution arose against the church which was at
Jerusalem; and they were all scattered throughout the regions of Judea
and Samaria, except the apostles.... Therefore those who were scattered
went everywhere preaching the Word." (8:1,4)

Several things to notice here.

What happens when the world is allowed entrance in-amongst the
Church? Most of all the rebellions of Israel in the wilderness were stirred
up by the "mixed multitude"; and it resulted in most of Israel being
"scattered in the wilderness" (1C010:5). When a person reads through the
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rest of Acts, when Paul is persecuted, it is usually a few who stir up the

multitudes against him. And it says they were the "unbelieving Jews"

(14:2) That's what the Hellenists were... unbelieving Jews. Nothing but evil

comes from letting the mixed multitude into the Church fellowship. But aren'twer suppo
mwanderng tons fo tJesus"?Noth ifthey ware no sayved.
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"...give attention to reading, to exhortation, to doctrine... Take heed to
yourself and to the doctrine. Continue in them, for in doing this you will
deliver both yourself and those who hear you." (1Ti4:13,16)

"No one serving military duty entangles himself with the affairs of this life,
that he may please him who enlisted him." (2Ti2:4)
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Different Spirit @css)

"Then Philip went down to the city of Samaria and preached Christ to
them. And the multitudes with one accord heeded the things spoken by
Philip, hearing and seeing the many signs which he did. For unclean
spirits, crying with a loud voice, came out of many who were possessed,;
and many who were paralyzed and lame were healed. And there was
great joy in that city. But there was a certain man called Simon, who
previously used sorcery in the city and amazed the people of Samaria,
claiming that he was someone great, to whom they all gave heed, from the
least to the greatest, saying, This man is the great power of God. And they
heeded him because he had amazed them with his sorceries for a long
time. But when they believed Philip as he preached the things concerning
the kingdom of God and the name of Jesus Christ, both men and women
were immersed." (vs5-12)

Persecution arises, the new Believers are scattered from their cozy
‘communal’ living AND TRAINING in the Lord. Among them is Philip, who
goes to Samaria. Remember, Jesus had exhorted them to go to
Jerusalem, Judea and Samaria, and to the world. Jerusalem was the -
center-. Now, in spreading out, Samaria is next. Jerusalem, especially at
Feast time, was mostly Jews. Samaria was a group from intermarriage
between Jews and Gentiles; typically looked down upon by -pure- Jews,
because they were not pure. And the rest of the world, gentiles, well, they
were "dogs". (Mk7:27-28)

In Samaria was demonstrated the difference between satan's power and
God's. Simon the sorcerer had been shamanizing all sorts of demonic
tricks to amaze the people. People would see his supernatural tricks and
proclaim, "This man is the great power of God" (vs10) When people do not
'discern’ (test) the spirits (1Jn4:1), when they see something beyond
human abilities, they gullibly accept that it is FROM GOD. They do not
stop to consider that there is both Good and Evil in the spiritual realm.

Typically, sorcerers seem to have to ‘conjure'. If they are brewing a potion,
they have to include the correct ingredients. Or if they are doing verbal
conjuring, they have special incantations. Or they will go into physical
gyrations and hand movements (sleight-of-hand), as Naaman was
expecting Elisha to do to heal him. (2Ki5:11)

But Elisha had simply told Naaman to go to the river and 'dip' seven times.
Jesus would cast out demons "with a word" (Mt8:16), and His healings
were often accompanied by Him saying, "l say unto you".

And so, from that precedent we can assume Philip is doing similarly.
Healing people, casting out demons "with a word". Not going into all sorts
of sleight-of-hand dog-and-pony show routines. He's -just- 'healing’ people,
by the power of the Holy Spirit.

25



Simon is impressed. He realizes that Philip has something -beyond- what
he's been fooling the people with. And it says that Simon "believed" and
was immersed. (vs13)

Oh, wonderful! See? Even a person entrenched in demon worship is also
saved! Mmmm? Let's continue...

The Samaritans are now a new ‘category' of people to receive the Gospel.
Peter and John go down from Jerusalem to lay hands on the new converts
for them to receive the Holy Spirit. (vs15)

Remember: Acts is "history". Notice here that the Samaritans did NOT
speak with tongues. There were four major events of bestowing the Holy
Spirit on people; three which included tongues, and two in which "hands"
were laid.

Jews at Pentecost (ch2) with tongues (no hands)
Samaritans (ch8) no tongues (hands)

Gentiles (ch10) with tongues (no hands)

Jews of inter-testament period of John (ch19) with tongues
(hands)

3333

And then, individually, Saul (a special case... APOSTOLIC
APPOINTMENT) had Ananias lay hands on him. (ch9)

So, how does this compare to Paul's teaching...

"But you are not in the flesh but in the Spirit, if indeed the Spirit of God
dwells in you. Now if anyone does not have the Spirit of Christ, he is not
His." (Rom8:9)

Were these Samaritans NOT -REALLY- SAVED until hands were laid on
them? Is the laying on of hands a requirement today? Does this support
the notion in some circles today that a person is SAVED, and -then-, at
some later event, with enough "prayer" and commotion, one receives the
Holy Spirit? And then the 'sign’ of them having received the Spirit is them
jabbering in tongues?

Again... REMEMBER: Acts is a book of -history-. The "signs" aspect of
much of this was for the benefit of the Jews.

"Behold, | and the children whom Jehovah has given me, are for signs and
for wonders IN ISRAEL, from Jehovah of Hosts who dwells in Mount Zion."
(1s8:18)

In the OT when the "seventy" were filled with the Spirit it says they

"prophesied...although they DID NOT DO SO AGAIN" (Null:25) It was a

ONE-TIME "sign" to the rest of (rebellious) Israel that -God- had selected
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them for service. As we are going to see in ch1ll when the gentiles receive
the Holy Spirit and are Saved (ch10), the Jewish Believers are going to
contend with Peter for having gone to gentiles. Throughout the course of
events, even though they are saved, Jews have THICK-HEADS. They are
like donkeys, which, the only way to get their attention sometimes and get
them to understand is with a 2x4 across the top of the head. Remember:
Acts is not a Doctrinal book. Once past this book, none of the rest of the
NT teaches a doctrine about "Laying Hands" to receive the Holy Spirit; nor
does it teach "speaking in tongues". In fact, Samaria, a demonic
stronghold, did -NOT- experience tongues. And Paul's teaching to Corinth
-AGAINST- tongues (ch12-14) was in front of the backdrop of their -past-
in demonic experiences. (1C012:2)

But as Peter defends the experience at Cornelius' house, he says that the
Gentiles received the Spirit... "God gave them the same gift AS HE GAVE
US..." (11:17) In other words, these new Jewish Believers understood
what God had given them. They, the Jewish Believers, needed to
understand that God was now expanding His ministry TO THE WORLD.
God was no longer just the "God of Abraham, Isaac and Jacob" Their
commission was to "go into all the world". Gentiles no longer needed to
come to Jerusalem, to the temple, be circumcised, and sacrifice animals.
(We'll get to that in ch15) God was reaching out to them, through the Holy
Spirit.

Thus, apparently, the Laying on of Hands, and Tongues... these "signs"...
was how they were made to understand. Of course, the unbelieving Jews,
even though they saw the signs, did not believe. (1C014:22) To the Jewish
mind signs were also an indication of God's judgment...and ultimately Paul
would declare...

"Therefore let it be known to you that the salvation of God has been sent
to the Gentiles, and they will hear it!" (28:28)

As he then teaches how Israel has been "broken off" for awhile "until the
fullness of the Gentiles comes in" (Rom11:17,19,20,25)

Acts is a book of -TRANSITION-. The Law, under Moses, was introduced
amidst many signs and wonders. The same was the case transitioning
from the Law (Israel) to Grace (Church). And there will be again when it is
time for Israel's restoration, as prophecy foretells. Again... Acts is "history",
not Church "doctrine". Just because Joshua split the waters of the Jordan,
doesn't mean we do the same. Thus, just because the apostles laid hands,
doesn't mean we do the same. Apostles, by definition, were "pioneers" of
(as the dictionary says) a new "movement”

So, let's go back to Simon...

Simon is like many of today's practitioners. They put their hands up to their
heads, squint their eyes, blow on people, bop them on their foreheads,
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push them to the floor, beat on them...and they are performing "miracles".
All they are giving is a "performance”. Simon was seeing the REAL
THING...and...HE WANTS IT!

Let's see, didn't it say that Simon "believed"? (vs13) Well, the demons also
"believe" and are in terror. (Ja2:19) Simon offers Peter -money- to get this
-power-. And isn't that what today's charlatans do? | see shippets of this
"Campmeeting Hour" a lot: Send in your "seed". Plant your seed. Do it
now, don't wait, get on the phone and call it in. And when you do you will
"reap a harvest". What does Peter retort? (He's not very 'positive’ or
‘uplifting' to this NEW CONVERT)

"Your money perish with you, because you thought that the gift of God
could be purchased with money! You have neither part nor portion in this
matter, for your heart is not upright before God. Repent therefore of this
your wickedness, and pray God if perhaps the thought of your heart may
be forgiven you. For | see that you are in bitter wickedness and bound by
unrighteousness." (vs20-23)

My, My, My! HOW JUDGMENTAL! Peter, How -DARE- you condemn
God's child like that! How -DARE- you criticize a 'brother'. Don't you
remember Jesus' teaching (whom, if you remember, you denied three
times, so just get off your high-horse already! You're not so perfect
yourself!) about the twig in -his- eyes, vs the beam in -your- eyes? Aaah
yes! The 70s (and today's) retorts!

Paul hasn't written it yet, but Peter already understands the "witness"
(Rom8:16) that "we are the children of God". Like we say periodically: If
you don't know whether or not you have the Holy Spirit, you don't. You are
not saved. Peter -has- the Holy Spirit, and he "witnesses" that Simon does
not.

Notice also that this is about a "gift". The Holy Spirit is a gift. Salvation is a
"gift of God; not of works" (Eph2:8-9) Thus, why would someone seek to -
purchase- it with money?

But let's close this section with one final observation. There are many
today who hold, not to Scripture, but to the teaching of the (so-called)
Church 'fathers' of the Reformation. Among their doctrines is the one
called: Sola Fide. Faith Alone. When they are shown the Scriptural
doctrine of "repentance", they say the Bible doesn't teach it... that the Bible
doesn't teach the "WORK of" repentance. Some of the staunchest KJ-
onlyists proclaim it. Some say that repentance is "too confusing", so its
proclamation should be ignored. Too confusing in that: How does one
know when they have repented -enough-? Confusing Biblical "repentance"
with Babylon's "penance”.

Penance is the -doing- of certain things to try to atone for one's own sins.
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Repentance, on the other hand, is a state of mind and heatrt, figuratively at
the foot of Jesus' cross where He, Jesus, made atonement -for- us; and
we plead: "God, be merciful to me a sinner" (Lk18:13) Unlike at Pentecost
where Peter proclaimed for them to repent, here it doesn't say that Simon
did so. He just "believed". But was he saved?

Again... the demons believe. They believe and confess Jesus Christ: "I
know who You are; the Holy One of God" (Mk1:24) But they are in terror,
because they know that the Lake of Fire was prepared "for the devil and
his angels" (Mt25:41) "...Did You come to destroy us?" (Mk1:24)

Peter proclaims to Simon the wickedness that is within him. He is "bound"
by unrighteousness.

Something | have noticed (just a personal observation here) about those
who used to be in satan worship (there is, of course, the case where they
got saved and burned the books of witchcraft in Ephesus 19:19) that the
cases of -REAL- CONVERSION of former satanists is extremely rare.
Most that | have known of seem to not be able to get -both- feet out of
satanism. They try to be "christian”, but the other foot seems stuck in
satanism. A fellow years ago, whose e-mails | would read, or articles at his
website, could never seem to extricate himself from the occult thinking of
numerology and occult symbols. Somebody | knew personally years ago,
his wife would teach Bible classes and continually lusted after
tongues...and he would regularly try to revert back to his former
demonism. And usually, if they claim to be "saved" and become involved in
"church”, the churches they tend to get involved with are the charismatic,
pentecostal or Calvary Chapel types: the ones where they babble in
tongues, pretend to do miracles, prophesy future events and have visions
of themselves going to hell and having 'Jesus' explain to them why they
were given the "hell experience", etc.etc.etc.

So, if you see such people, and ‘wonder' about their "other foot" that
seems to still be stuck in hell, perhaps it is a case like Simon? Went
through the motions and 'believed'...but did not truly repent unto Salvation.
(2C07:10) If Peter could make the observations about Simon as he did, we
can be pretty sure there are similar cases today, as well.

Again: "Not all those of Israel are Israel" (Rom9:6b) And not all [c]hristians
(who make "claims for Christ") are [Clhristian.
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Saul's Call s 9

"As for Saul, he made havoc of the church, entering every house, dragging
off men and women, committing them to prison. Therefore those who were
scattered went everywhere preaching the Word." (8:3-4)

"Then Saul, still breathing threats and murder toward the disciples of the
Lord, went to the high priest and asked for letters from him to the

synagogues of Damascus, so that if he found any who were of the Way,
both men and women, he might bring them bound to Jerusalem." (9:1-2)

Paul? Who wrote most of the rest of the New Testament? This is how he
started out. His violence against the Church was so great that later he
would say...

"For | am the least of the apostles, who am not fit to be called an apostle,
because | persecuted the church of God." (1C015:9)

Does past sin in one's life preclude effective service for God? How many in
service to God must confess: | slept with another man's wife. So did David.
| denied the Lord. So did Peter. | murdered a man. So did Moses and
David. | lied and put my wife in jeopardy to save my own skin. So did
Abraham and Isaac. | doubted the Lord. So did Thomas and Zacharias.

Is murdering and persecuting the Church worse than sleeping with another
man's wife? Paul considered himself "least" because of it.

In what state does God -call- to Saul? As a pious church-going saintly
individual, who smiles at the songleader, and says "Amen!" a lot to the
pastor's sermon topics? No. He is ON-HIS-WAY to persecute more
Christians. He's got a whole swarm of bees in his pants, and is rushing to
imprison more of those #$%@#%# Christians. If he was "compelling them to
blaspheme” (26:11), don't you imagine he did much of his own.

So God knocks him to the ground...

"Saul, Saul, why do you persecute Me? And he said, Who are You, Sir?
And the Lord said, | am Jesus, whom you persecute. It is hard for you to
kick against the goads" (vs4-5)

Now, | suspect Saul would likely have known about, or even seen Jesus
prior to, and around the crucifixion. After all, he later says to Festus, "..this
thing (crucifixion and resurrection) was not done in a corner" (26:26) If he
was taught by someone as eminent as Gamaliel (22:3), he would not have
been in the dark about Jesus. But he was a gung-ho disciple of the
pharisaical party-line that crucified Jesus.
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But Jesus, who is supposedly -dead-, is now confronting him. And with
Saul's reply we can see that Saul likely actually had a pure heart, only had
been misdirected, brainwashed and deceived. He had done it...

"...ignorantly and in unbelief" (1Ti1:13)
And so as he is experiencing God's grace, his humbled heart asks...
“Lord, what do You have in mind for me to do?" (vs6)

Notice his choice of words. It's not "what -must- | do?" as the Philippian
jailer. (16:30) Or as at Peter's preaching, "what -shall- we do?" (2:37) Saul
is not being hog-tied and dragged into Salvation. He is a young intelligent
and highly educated man. As God had invited Israel "let us -reason-
together" (Is1:18), and as Paul would do later, "-reason- from the
Scriptures" (17:2), Saul is understanding the futility of "kicking against the
goads". He's been wound up tighter than a clock spring, going off half-
cocked in his own ideas of how to deal with the 'problem’ of the new
Church. Now he meets the Lord face-to-face. OK, obviously I've been
wrong, doing what -1- thought was right, fighting against You. (Obviously:
You are who You said You were. You -did- rise from the dead.) Here |
am... What do -You- want from me?

We don't hear Saul saying the -words- "l repent". He doesn't say, "I
believe, | believe". The transformation has already taken place in his -
heart-. He knows it, the Lord knows it, so now... What's next? As if to say:
I'm saved... what now? The expression "what do You have in mind" is the
wording of somebody who has become 'familiar' with the person being
asked... dare we say... 'friends'? (IJn15:15) If you will... "prayer" at its core;
what prayer is meant to be. Perhaps why that old song used to say
"preach like Peter, -PRAY- like Paul"?

Saul's development now goes in stages. Saul's -fame- is already great, as
a -destroyer-. Ananias, being asked of God to go to Saul, who is "praying"
(vs1l) objects, "I have heard...how much evil he has done" (vs13) But the
Lord says,

"Go, for he is a chosen vessel unto Me to bear My name before Gentiles,
kings, and the children of Israel" (vs15)

So Ananias lays hands on Saul, he regains his sight and receives the Holy
Spirit, and...

"...immediately he preached Christ in the synagogues, that He is the Son
of God" (vs20)

and "increased all the more in strength, and confounded the Jews who
dwelt in Damascus, proving that this Jesus is the Christ" (vs22)
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What had been the accusation by the Jews against Jesus?

"For a good work we do not stone You, but for blasphemy, and because
You, being a man, make Yourself God. (Jn10:33)

"We have a law, and according to our law He ought to die, because He
made Himself the Son of God." (Jn19:7)

And so as Saul is saved, and starts debating with his former associates,
the matter of Jesus' -DEITY- is the point he proclaims. They had crucified
Jesus for it, but Saul has now met Jesus, and knows it is true, so he does
not shy away from proclaiming it. With the same gusto he had come to
Damascus to -kill- Christians, with the same gusto he is now ‘confounding'
the Jews with the truth. The word "confound" carries the idea of
"confusion”. What's the deal with this guy? First he's arresting Christians.
Now he -is- one!?

But those who are in rebellion don't want facts. Like the old saying my dad
used to quote: My mind is already made up, don't confuse me with the
facts. Saul "proved" to them Jesus' Deity. And so they plot to get rid of
him. (vs23)

The disciples let him down outside the wall in a basket and he escapes to
Jerusalem. Tries to join up with the Believers. Hey, I'm one of you now!
YaRight! And it takes Barnabas to 'introduce’ Saul to the Believers as a
Christian. (vs27)

So now he "disputed with the Hellenists, but they attempted to kill him"
(vs29)

Ah yes....we've come full circle. We first heard of the Hellenists arguing
with Stephen, and they stirred things up, and Stephen was stoned. Saul
had been there collecting the coats of those who stoned Stephen. So now,
those who gave their coats to Saul, want to kill Saul, too. Saul just isn't
being a nice peaceful quiet 'positive’ person. He sees something wrong
and wants to get in there and -convince- people of what is right. If we were
to make this a series -about- "Paul”, we would see this same tendency
when other disputes arise, as he wants to go into an arena where people
are shouting "Great is Artemis of the Ephesians” (ch19), but the other
disciples have to restrain him. (19:30)

So here, in Jerusalem, Saul has stirred up controversy again and the other
Believers lead him to Caesarea, which was a shipping port, and sent him
off to his home town, Tarsus. (vs30)

Then at some future date Barnabas goes to Tarsus, gets Saul, and brings
him to Antioch where the Church is now headquartered. (11:25-26) Saul
was in the middle of where the 'action' was, where "the disciples were first
called Christians in Antioch" (11:26) When we, today, speak of Bible
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manuscripts from which translations are derived, we already noted that
Alexandria is where the perversions originate. And Antioch was the center
from where the correct texts originated.

When Paul speaks in Galatians chl of getting his doctrine directly from
God, not the men who preceeded him in Jerusalem, did that happen
between Acts 9:30 and 11:26? He had started out gung-ho, but
immediately had attempts on his life, so goes away back 'home'. Is that
where he has his "wilderness" time to learn from the Lord? Moses, thinking
to redeem Israel on his own, killed an Egyptian, and spent 40 years on the
run in the wilderness. Jesus, even though being God, spent 40 days in the
wilderness in preparation for ministry.

But notice when Saul was sent -away- to Tarsus, it says...

"Then the churches throughout all Judea, Galilee and Samaria had peace
and were built up. And walking in the fear of the Lord and in the comfort of
the Holy Spirit, they were multiplied" (vs31)

When Stephen was stoned, while it was certainly the Hellenists who stirred
things up, Saul was present, and in the middle of things. Saul was the ring
leader of the persecution that erupted. But even when he was saved, he
was still stirring up things. Certainly, he was 'witnessing'...but his -style-
was of a ‘charging bull' nature that tended to rile people up, and want to
see him dead. And what was going on with Saul, affected everybody
around him. When he was gone, there was peace.

Was it Saul's -own- experience that contributed to his exhortation later to...

"Do not lay hands on anyone hastily, nor share in other people’s sins; keep
yourself pure." (1Ti5:22)

This "Laying Hands" was the Jewish way of ‘commissioning' or ‘appointing’
to service. In other words, was Paul recognizing that, even though fired up
for the Lord, that those early days also had elements of "sin" due to
immaturity?

"not a new convert, that he not be puffed up with pride and fall into the
same condemnation as the devil." (1Ti3:6)

Paul later speaks of his "thorn in the flesh" by which the Lord kept him
from "being made haughty" (2C012:7)

He -knew- a lot, and like many who go on for advanced education
degrees, they rely on their vast -knowledge- and -debating- skills, rather
than the humility that comes with a right proper relationship with the Lord,
through the Holy Spirit. Years ago at Bible school, choir tour one of the
years went to Salt Lake City, and so the local missionary (to the Mormons)
took us on a tour of all the significant Mormon sites. | still remember the
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terrible "unease" | felt when some of the fellow choir members, ones who
were more 'scholars' than | was, took on the Mormon guides in -
argumentation-. In my spirit it just did not FEEL RIGHT, what they were
doing. Of course later, they were all "pumped up" (patting themselves on
the back) about the fact that they had been "witnessing" to the Mormons,
and the Mormons could not answer back to their ‘arguments'.

Jesus said...

"Behold, | send you out as sheep in the midst of wolves. Therefore be wise
as serpents and harmless as doves." (Mt10:16)

Saul was in the midst of wolves, and so he started out barking and
growling back. What happens when you yell at a barking dog to "SHUT
UPHI" 272 It only barks louder and more ferociously.

Thus we see the record: after Saul had been in Tarsus awhile, and
wherever else he was in his wilderness training, and had learned to ‘calm
down' in the Lord, rather than "confounding" and "disputing”, it says that
he...

"-REASONED- with them [Jews in the synagogues on the Sabbaths]
FROM THE SCRIPTURES" (17:2)
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Gentiles Saved (Acts 10-11)

"Now send men to Joppa, and send for Simon whose surname is
Peter...He will tell you what you need to do" (10:5-6)

"Jehovah searches all hearts and understands all the intent of the
thoughts. IF YOU SEEK HIM, HE WILL BE FOUND BY YOU..." (1Ch28:9)

The history of missionary work is also a history of God's grace to the far
reaches of the globe. Scoffers often taunt the Christian about the "pagans
who have never heard". But not only do the natives have their stories and
traditions of things like Noah's flood, some here and there also know about
Jesus. How? When missionaries would arrive, they would find that the
indigenous tribe to whom they came already knew some of the Gospel,
and in the visions by which they knew the Gospel, they were also told that
strangers would come, who would teach them further. And so, when the
missionary would come, and start sharing the Gospel, the natives would
recognize that the missionary was the fulfillment of the promise.

Cornelius, in this cu