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ABSTRACT

The thesis examines the role of Philip the evangelist within the
narrative context of the two-volume New Testament work commonly referred to
as Luke-Acts. Following the introduction, the main chapters (2-6) focus upon
the Lucan presentation of Philip's relations, on the one hand, with key
individuals or groups he evangelizes and, on the other hand, with important
fellow-missionaries in the early church.

Chapter 2 explores the missionary breakthrough of Philip the evangelist
to the Samaritans, as reported in Acts 8.5-13. Chapter 3 concentrates more
narrowly upon Philip's encounter with a single, notorious Samaritan, Simon
the magician. Chapter 4 probes the significance of Phillip'’s outreach to the
Ethiopian eunuch, a prominent "God-fearing" Gentile, featured in Acts 8.25-40.

Chapters 5 and 6 assess Philip's stature as a minister of the gospel in
the early church in relation to Luke's two dominant heroes, Peter and Paul.
Philip and Peter are compared in the contexts of their respective vocations
within the primitive Jerusalem community <(Acts 6.1-7) and missions to the
Samaritans (Acts 8.5-25) and "“God-fearing" Gentile officials (Acts 8.26-40,
10.1-11.18)., Philip and Paul are correlated in the setting of their brief
meeting in Philip's Caesarean home, reported in Acis 21.8-14.

The thesis concludes that Philip the evangelist functions in Luke-Acts
as (1) a piloneering missionary whose missions to the Samaritans and the
Ethiopian eunuch in Acts 8 mark trailblazing, not merely transitional, stages
in the extension of the gospel to the ends of the earth; (@) a dynamic

prophet molded in the image of Jesus and the classic biblical prophets,
Moses, Elijah and Elisha; and (3) an agent of unity within the early church,
illustrated in his cooperative partnership with other ministers (notably,
Peter and Paul) and his flexible participation in a variety of ministries
(proclamation, miracle-working, table-service and hospitality).
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CHAPTER 1: INTRODUCTION

This study aims to uncover and describe in detail the distinctive
porirayal of Philip the evangelist within the narrative context of the two-
volume NT work commonly referred to as Luke-Acts. Our concern 1is not
fundamentally with burrowing behind Luke's text in search of a so-called
"historical" Philip; rather we intend to focus on the final form of Luke's
presentation in a concerted effort to discover the Lucan Philippusbild, that
1s, the peculiar identity of Philip the evangelist in Lucan perspective.

What 1s the merit of such an investigation? How do we feasibly
structure this analysis? And how do we proceed methodologically to realize
most fully our particular research goal? This introductory chapter

addresses these important preliminary questions.

WHY STUDY THE LUCAN PHILIP?

§1.

within a discipline which prides itself on exacting and comprehensive
scholarship, the most obvious reason to pursue a full-scale examination of
Luke's characterization of Philip the evangelist is that this figure has been
virtually bypassed as a worthy object of research in his own right. No
major contemporary monograph focuses entirely on the person and work of
Philip the evangelist. Various articles may be found dealing with the
Philip—-material in Acts, but for the most part these are concerned with
special topics of interest other than the character of Philip per se, such as

tracing the origins of Simonian gnosticism' or sorting out the relationship

between water—-baptism and Spirit-receptionz. The study of key personalities

1
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CHAPTER 1 INTRODUCTION

has been a hallmark of recent Actaforschung, but the spotlight has fallen

principally upon Peter and Paul (predictably) and Stephen,® while Philip has

been left in the shadows.

Of course, it may be argued that Philip the evangelist has been largely

ignored in Lucan scholarship because he is simply not a character of great
significance. However, this 1is a puzzling assessment even from a surface-
level point of view. For Philip patently appears as a principal actor within
a large block of material in Acts 8, a pivotal chapter in Luke's account of
the early church where the setting shifts to territories outside the Jewish
capital of Jerusalem. Moreover, Phillp clearly emerges as a successful
missionary/evangelist within an overall narrative in which missionary
achievement 1s prominently {featured and highly valued. Philip also 1is
associated on some level with all three of the Lucan heroes mentioned above

who have received the 1lion's share of scholarly attention <(cf. Acts 6.5
[Stephen]; 8.5-25 [Peterl]; 21.8 [Paull), and this keeping of noble company
suggests at least the possibility of Philip's comparable importance. Finally,
since Philip's ministry, as portrayed in Acts, 1s directly linked with a
number of leading themes employed throughout Luke's two-volume work--such
as outreach to Samaria/Samaritans, Christianity's confrontation with magic,
the beginnings of the Gentile mission, supernatural guidance and the practice
of hospitality--one would suspect Philip's role within the total Lucan story
to be more than peripheral.

Taken together, these notable components of Philip's profile in the book
of Acts would seem to certify and encourage a fuller investigation of

Philip's honored place within Luke's account of early mission history. But

2




CHAPTER 1 INTRODUCTION

other elements of Phllip's characterization may be construed as actually

denigrating his status or stigmatizing his competency in some fashion: for
example (1) his ostensibly mundane functions of waiting on tables (Acts 6.5)
and providing hospitality (21.8) in addition to his more “spiritual" and

spectacular pursuits of gospel-preaching and miracle-working and (2) his

apparent failures to expose completely the chicanery of Simon Magus and to

impart the Spirit to his Samaritan converts (8.5-24).

In my estimation, these potentially negative aspects of the Lucan
Fhilippusbild are not as obvious or straightforward as the more positive
dimensions, and, accordingly, they demand more extensive analysis before
tinal Judgment 1is passed on Luke's appraisal of Philip's character and
ministiry. In any event, they should not cause us to cast Philip aside as:.a
lowly figure of 1little consequence in Luke's presentation. If in fact Philip
does emerge within the Acts narrative as the object of some deliberate
"smear" tactics, then he 1s certainly a character of some standing whom Luke
treats seriously, even 1if critically. After all, there 1s no need to bother
with undercutting the reputation of a person who has little or no stature in

the first place.

In short, the Juxtaposition of clearly commendable and possibly
questionable facets of Philip's ministry in the book of Acts suggests that

Philip's role in the Lucan narrative is both complex and significant, worthy

of probing and clarifying in some detail. It 1is a basic assumption of this

thesis that Philip the evangelist deserves to be brought out of the shadows

and given his day in the sun in Lucan scholarship.

While modern research has reflected scant interest in Philip's literary

3




CHAPTER 1 INTRODUCTION

role within the Lucan narrative, 1t 1s interesting to note that wvarious
scholars, sensing something of the historical importance of Philip the

evangelist within the first century Christian church, have speculated on his
vital involvement in the composition of various NT books. Indeed Philip
seems to be a favorite nominee for author of or source behind a number of
anonymous NT documents whose precise origins remain largely a mystery.
Alternately, Philip has been proposed as (1) a man of "both originality and
enterprise" responsible for composing the first thirteen chapters of the
Gospel of Mark ("the original Mark")4 (2) a major source for the special
material in Luke's Gospel, including the infancy stories, the Sermon on the
Plain and the travel-narrative in the central section;® (3) a major source
(along with his daughters) for presumed Samaritan traditions underlying the
Fourth Gospel® and (4) the Paulinist author of the letter to the Hebrews,
supposedly written from Caesarea to Jewish Christians in Jerusalem.”’

After enumerating a similar <(though 1longer) 1list of discrete roles
within primitive Christian history which scholars have hypothetically
assigned to Stephen the martyr (Philip's "Hellenist" associate), G. Stanton
understandably quips: "One is tempted to say in desperation; will the real
Stephen please stand up™® He goes on to note that, despite this lively
interest in the figure of Stephen, scholars too often have neglected to
address the fundamental issue of Stephen's portrayal within the wunified
narrative of Luke-Acts before moving on to more dubious matters of Stephen’'s
alleged relationship to other NT books and traditions in which his name
never appears.® Likewise, I would suggest, insufficient attention has been

paid to "Philip the Evangelist in Lucan Perspective"'® before advancing

4




CHAPTER 1 INTRODUCTION

speculative theories concerning Philip's wider contribution to Christian

origins. Ultimately, any sound assessment of Philip's historical role within
early Christianity must be duly coordinated with a thorough study of Philip's
literary role in the book of Acts, especially since Luke's presentation of

Philip remains both the earliest and fullest account of this f igure available

to us.

82. STRUCTURAL OVERVIEW

In organizing an investigation of Luke's portrayal of Philip the
evangelist, one could feasibly utilize either a sequential or geographical
schema. In the first case, one would simply begin with an analysis of the
first Philip-reference in Acts 6.5 and then proceed in the order of Luke's
narrative presentation through the remainder of the Philip-material,
concluding with the final Philip-scene in Acts 21.8-14. This approach has
the advantage of tracing step-by-step the reader's developing perceptions of
the Philip-character delineated by Luke. In the second instance, primary
focus would be placed on the significance of Philip's ministry 1in key
locations, namely, Jerusalem (Acts 6.1-7), Samaria (8.4-25), the coastal plain
(8.26-40) and Caesarea (21.8-9). At least since the work of Conzelmann,
scholars have been alerted to the importance of geography as a medium of

Luke's theology.''

The structure which we will follow, however, in examining the Lucan
Fhilippusbild, while appreciative of both sequential and geographical factors,

concentrates principally upon relation 1 aspects of Philip's presentation.

That is, we will focus upon Philip's interactions, on the one hand, with key

5



CHAPTER 1 . INTRODUCTION

individuals or groups he evangelizes (Samaritans, Simon Magus, Ethiopian
eunuch) and, on the other hand, with important fellow-ministers in the early
church (Peter and Paul). Such an approach capitalizes on Luke's well-known
interest in the boundary-breaking outreach of select missionaries to diverse
gsegments of humankind and takes seriously a basic premise of both literary
and sociological analysis which regards the individual person (within a story
or soclety) as part of a network of relationships which profoundly shapes
and defines his or her identity.'=

In chapter 2 we will explore the missionary breakthrough of Philip the
evangelist to the Samaritans, as reported in Acts 8.5-13. Though we will
seek to understand this segment of the Lucan Philip's career from a varietly
of angles, our ultimate concern will be to pinpoint the significance of
Philip's Samaritan outreach as the climax of a series of key scenes within

Luke-Acts involving Samaritans (or Samaria).

Chapter 3 will continue to deal with Philip's Samaritan mission but will
focus more narrowly upon Philip's encounter with a single, notorious
Samaritan, namely, Simon the magician. Here special attention will be paid to
Luke's estimation of Philip as a combatant of magical power (like Paul) and a
model of true "greatness" (in contrast to Simon).

In chapter 4 we will turn to the episode in the second half of Acts &
featuring Philip's witness to the Ethiopian eunuch. Again a variety of
aspects related to this incident will be investigated against the narrative
backdrop of Luke's two-volume work. But particulsr emphasis will be placed

on uncovering Luke's understanding of the peculiar social identity of the

Ethiopian eunuch and the precise nature of Philip's achievement in




CHAPTER 1 INTRODUCTION

evangelizing this unusual figure.

Chapters 5 and 6 will aim to determine Philip's stature as a minister
of the gospel in the early church in relation to Luke's two dominant heroes,
Peter and Paul. In the first case, Philip's assoclation with Peter will be
studied in terms of comparing their respective vocations within the primitive
Jerusalem community (Acts 6.1-7) and in the context of their ministries to
the Samaritans (8.5-25) and "God-fearing" Gentile officials (8.26~40; 10.1-
11.18). Lastly, an examination of Philip's interaction with Paul will
concentrate chiefly upon the brief meeting between these two figures in
Philip's Caesarean home, reported in Acts 21.8-14, but will also bear in mind
the implications of Paul's (Gaul's) initial role in the Lucan narrative as the

cruel persecutor of the church who forces a number of Jerusalem disciples--

including Philip--to flee the city in fear of their lives.

§3. A NOTE ON METHOD
Within each chapter of this study various matters pertaining to

methodology will be taken up, appropriate to the particular material under

investigation at the time. Therefore, in this section we need only to
discuss briefly the general methodological perspectives which will guide our

research and to relate broadly our approach to major trends within the

recent history of Lucan scholarship.

Post-war study of Luke-Acts was dominated for a number of years by a

redaktionsgeschichtlich approach pioneered by such notable German scholars
as Hans Conzelmann and Ernst Haenchen.'® Particular attention was paid 1o

Luke as a creative editor (redactor) who had shaped the varlous sources and

v




CHAPTER 1 INTRODUCTION

traditions at his disposal into an overall presentation supporting his
peculiar theological bias (Tendenz). Accordingly, it was thought that Luke's

theology could best be discovered by noting and examining the alterations

which Luke made with respect to his received material. In particular, since

i1t was assumed that Luke was directly dependent upon Mark in composing his
Gospel, deviations of the Lucan text from Mark in parallel passages were
regarded as especially revealing of Luke's theological interests. Concerning
the book of Acts, certain so-called "breaks" and "seams" in the text were
pinpointed as supposed 1ndicators of editorial activity and deliberate
modification of underlying {raditions. Among the conclusions emerging from
such analyses was the view that Luke was preoccupied with "“early catholic"
concerns of ecclesiastical institutionalization, appropriate to an age when
the parocusia was no longer imminently expected.

More recent German Lucan scholarship, while not always accepting of a
thoroughgoing “early catholic" assessment of Luke's theology, is still heavily
dependent upon Conzelmann and Haenchen in its basic methodology. 5Standard
tradition-historical and redaction-critical questions still set the prevailing
agenda for research. Even 1in Actaforschung, where source analysis 1is
(admittedly) extremely problematic, attempts to uncover Luke's purpose by

separating tradition from redaction continue 1o characterize most

commentaries and speclal studies.'< Likewise, segments of contemporary
British, French and American scholarship reflect an ongoing commitment to
historically-oriented, redaction-critical investigation of Luke-Acts, though

again we would emphasize that specific interpretive conclusions now often

run counter to the earlier opinions of Conzelmann and Haenchen.'®

8




CHAPTER 1 INTRODUCTION

During the last fifteen years or so, however, numerous voices have been

ralsed, especially on the American scene, calling for a new methodological

approach to the study of Luke-Acts.’S

wWhile most of these scholars

acknowledge the continuing value of redaction criticism as a legitimate tool
of NT research, they have also become increasingly aware of the limitations
of redaction criticism as it has typically been practiced in Lucan
scholarship. In particular, four limitations are worthy of mention.'”?

(1) Exclusive focus on Luke's alleged redaction of Mark ignores the
reasonable possibility that, at certain times when Luke deviates from Mark in
parallel passages, the Lucan account reflects dependence upon an independent
tradition rather than deliberate alteration of a Marcan source (cf. Luke's
well-known incorporation of “special material" [Sondergut] elsewhere in his
Gospel).

(2) In determining Luke's theological purpose(s), consideration of
traditional material which Luke has taken over unchanged may be Jjust as
vital as concentrating upon supposed revisions of sources. When Luke

incorporated various traditions into his literary work, he made them his own

and accorded them a significant function within his overall narrative

presentation.'®

(3) While the standard "two-source" theory predicated upon Marcan
priority still represents the dominant approach to Gospel origins, its status
as an "“assured result" of NT criticism is no longer as secure as 1t once was.
Important questions have been raised, refinements have been suggested, and
other viable paradigms have been advanced.'*® As a result, interpretive
schemes tied too closely to any single source hypothesis are increasingly

S




CHAPTER 1 INTRODUCTION

proving less convincing.

(4) Given the lack of extant parallel accounts of "Acte of the
Apostles" contemporaneous with Luke's work, the identification of precise
sources and traditions underlying the canonical Acts proves to be a highly
speculative venture. Accordingly, efforts to determine at what points and to
what extent Luke has edited the material at his disposal are prone to be
equally dubious. Guesses may be made on the basis of presumed dislocations
("breaks" and "seams") in the text, but detecting these dislocations remains a
considerably subjective enterprise, lacking sufficient controlling criteria.=2°
Moreover, excessive concern with supposed breaks in the Acts narrative may
cause one to slight the importance of numerous transparent links within the
story as indicators of Luke's theology.=’

In the face of these critical observations, American Lucan scholars are
increasingly opting for an analytical approach which focuses upon Luke-Acts
as a unified literary whole and seeks to discover Luke's theology principally
through the study of interlocking narrative patterns and themes
characterizing the final form of Luke's two-volume work. Accordingly, the
Lucan text 1is being viewed not so much as a "window" into traditions and
histories 1lying behind it as a "mirror" reflecting the dimensions of its own
"narrative world."<* Or put another way, concern for positioning the Lucan
material within a diachronic stream of tradition history 1is giving way to
mounting interest in more synchronic analyses of the numerous textual and
thematic connections binding together Luke's entire work.#® Comparing Luke's
text with contemporary parallel texts may still prove useful in discerning
what 1s distinctively Lucan, but the ultimate controlling context for

10




CHAPTER 1

INTRODUCTION

interpeting Luke's message must remain Luke's own overall presentation.

As representative examples of this methodological shift in Lucan

studies, we may cite the following.

Often scholars assume that when Luke wrote he had immediately
before him those two earlier texts [Mark and "Q")] and that
virtually every variation discloses a conscious alteration in the
direction of rejecting a theological point made by the earlier
writer in the interest of a contrary point which Luke wished to
make. A comparative study of this kind has many merits, but I
believe that in his own mind when Luke was writing the Gospel he
was not so much revising earlier documents to conform to his own
theological notions as composing the first of two volumes which
would be read together by the same readers. The interdependence
of these two volumes is such that the purposes of volume one can

be most clearly discerned by observing the contents and sequences
of volume two.=4

The purpose of the present study is to investigate the meaning
that the death of Jesus has in the two-volume work, Luke-Acts.
In this study the writings will be approached holistically. The
assumption that one person wrote the two books. . . will be taken
seriously. This 1is not to suggest that an individual named Luke
composed his books without the benefit of previous traditions or
sources, but it is to affirm that one person 1s responsible for
Luke-Acts 1n 1ts final written form. The way 1in which this
narrative 1is organized, the treatment of recurrent themes, the
various characterizations, though probably influenced by tradition
or source, were finally the results of the literary activity of an
individual. It is thus to be expected that one will gain insight
into the theological thought of this person by paying special
attention to his written work in its final form.=%

This study is part of an attempt to understand Luke-Acts as a
unitary narrative in which the episodes receive their meaning

through their function within the larger whole.=®

This paper intends to demonstrate that Lk. 13.10-17 1s a story
which the evangelist has made part and parcel of his narrative
theology. Indeed, a careful analysls of the account’s structure,
diction, OT allusions, and its thematic interplay with both the
immediate gospel context (12.45-13.35) and the full context of
Luke-Acts shows it to be a vehicle of Lucan theology. . <7

In analyzing these themes [related to table fellowshipl), I will be

looking at Luke as a whole, as a work of literature in its own

right, rather than seeking to 1dentify the traditions that lle

behind it. Although reference to source and redaction theories
11




CHAPTER 1 INTRODUCTION

will be made from time to time to buttress the argument, my
approach will be to identify and analyze this theme wherever it is
found in Luke, regardless of arguments about which materials are
traditional and which are redactional. Indeed, the widespread
occurrence of this theme 1in all strata of material in Luke gives

rise to new appreciation for the literary artistry of the third
evangelist.=®

In terms of 1ts basic methodological orientation, our investigation of
Philip the evangelist in Lucan perspective may be viewed as a companion to
these recent studies. That is, we aim to discover the various dimensions of
Philip's portrayal in the book of Acts and the significance of this porirayal
for Luke's theology by correlating the Philip-material with the overall
narrative presentation in Luke-Acts. The description of Philip's character
and ministry will be carefully compared and contrasted with that of other
key personalities featured throughout Luke's account, and notable terms,
themes and structural patterns which emerge within the Philip-material will
be analyzed as components within the coherent 1literary system of Luke's
entire two-volume work.

Having declared, however, this basic adherence to what may loosely be
called s "literary-critical" or “parrative-critical" methodology, we must add
two points of clarification concerning our approach to Lucan study which
distinguishes it from some (by no means all) modern literary or narrative
analyses. First, our fundamental appreciation of the literary design of
Luke-Acts and our principal focus on the figure of Philip the evangelist as
a character within Luke's distinctive story of the early church's beginnings
do not reflect an intention to interpret Luke's narrative apart from 1its
historical context toward the end of the first century C.E. Quite the
contrary, while we will give priority attention to discovering the contour of

12




CHAPTER 1 INTRODUCTION

Luke's "narrative world," we will also assume a considerable overlap between
this "world" and the social and literary "worlds" reflected in other ancient

documents and artifacts circa the period of primitive Christian history.
Hence, to understand fully Luke's perspective, for example, on various groups
related to Philip's ministry--such as Samaritans, magicians, Ethiopians,
eunuchs and "God-fearers"--it will be useful not only to probe Luke's own
commentary on these groups throughout his two-volume work but also to
uncover from outside sources common perceptions of these groups within
ancient society which Luke may have shared or deviated from.

Secondly, while we are shying away from most source analysis and
reconstruction as conventionally practiced in earlier Lucan scholarship, we
will be investigating Luke's possible dependence upon OT models and motifs
in casting the Philip-material and other segments of his narrative. A number
of creative recent studies have pursued this issue with profit, especiaslly in
relation to Luke's apparent adaptation of biblical materials surrounding the
prophetic figures of Moses and Elijah/Elisha.*® R. C. Tannehill succinctly
states the basic assumption we are making at this point with respect to
analyzing any Lucan figure, including Philip the evangelist: "Characters and

actions may echo characters and actions in another part of the story, as

well as characters and actions of the scriptural story which preceded Luke-

Acts."=°

13



81.

Luke clearly cordons off Acts 8.4-25 as a single narrative unit by a
favorite framing or inclusio technique' involving vv. 4-5 and 25.
£.4-5
om HE V oﬂw Btacmcxpev'reg Stn)\eov euayys)\tﬁoyevox 'L‘OV

AOYoVv. thtnnog 5¢ xa'te)\eaw E1C [TT]VJ ndAlvV  ThC
Zapap€1ag exnpvocev adTO1C TOV XplGTOV

8.25
o1 pev ouv 61apcxp'tupc{pevow. X 01 )\a)\nccxv'reg TOV )\O‘YOV
TOD xuplou DﬂEGTpE@OV E{q ‘Iepocokupa, TOANNC 1TE

XOUAC TV ZAPAPLTOV eunyyekx&ovro
Common features include: (1) commencing with a nominative participial
construction incorporating pgv ogv, a frequent transitional and summary
device 1in Acts;© (@) reference to preaching (€ ﬁay'yequopaw the word
(TOV )\c‘;'yov), echoing a theme which emerges within the intervening
narrative (eéayye)\{ﬁopat, v, 12; )s.cf'yog, vv. 14, 21); and (3) localization
in Samaritan territory (cf. v. 14).

However, in addition to these elements within the framing verses which
hold Acts 8.4-25 together, there are also indications that this block of
material contains two distinct scenes involving different actors. In vv. 4-5
the key missionary role 1is played by Philip, a representative of those
cscattered from Jerusalem after the persecution of Stephen (cf. 8.1). Philip’s
work in Sam<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>