Acts 13-17
A Crisis, a Council, and Inspired Leadership
(The following are excerpts from Robert J. Matthews, Ensign, Oct 1995, p. 54)

There was, in effect, a crisis forming in the young church, and the moderate, inspired resolution by Church leaders was the best possible response for the time ...

Among the three thousand converts to the Church of Jesus Christ on that day of Pentecost [in Acts 2], some certainly would have been from among the proselytes—and these would be the first persons of Gentile lineage to join the Church in that dispensation.  But note this important fact: even though they were of Gentile lineage, they had all previously converted to Judaism, which means they were circumcised, ate only foods sanctioned by the law of Moses, offered sacrifice, and honored the Sabbath day in proper Jewish style.  Religiously, they were Jews, and thus the Church membership remained exclusively of Jewish background ...
Cornelius’s baptism [in Acts 10] is the first clear case of a Gentile coming into the Church without having obeyed the requirements of the law of Moses—circumcision, the law of carnal commandments, ceremonial law, and so forth.  Many Jewish brethren in the Church objected to this direct membership process and complained to Peter, but he answered their criticism with a recital of his vision and of the workings of the Spirit in the matter (see Acts 11).  Despite this divine direction through the Lord’s anointed, however, some Jewish members of the Church remained reluctant to accept the change, “preaching the word to none but … Jews only” (Acts 11:19) …

[In Antioch, Syria] Barnabas and Paul taught that the gospel of Jesus Christ is greater than the law of Moses and that the law on its own could save no one (see Acts 13:38–39).  Envious Jews, seeing the multitudes who came to listen to the two disciples of Christ, spoke against their teachings.  Barnabas and Paul responded: “It was necessary that the word of God should first have been spoken to you: but seeing ye put it from you, … lo, we turn to the Gentiles” (Acts 13:46).  There were Gentiles who heard them gladly, “and as many as believed were ordained unto eternal life” (JST, Acts 13:48).  Obviously, many Gentiles were baptized directly into the Church without having observed the law of Moses ...

Word of the success of Barnabas and Paul reached Jerusalem, and Acts 15:1 records that certain Judean members of the Church who were much concerned went to Antioch on their own, without authorization from the Twelve or any of the presiding Brethren of the Church, and declared to the new Gentile members that “except ye be circumcised after the manner of Moses, ye cannot be saved.”

This clearly stated the problem: Was obedience to the law of Moses, with all its attendant performances, required for salvation now that Jesus Christ had made the Atonement?  While the emphasis in the Jewish members’ teachings seems to be on circumcision, that ritual was the token of the covenant that the Lord Jehovah had made with Abraham (see Gen.  17).  Both the covenant and the token were to be a heritage for Abraham’s posterity in the generations after him (see Gen.  17:9–10).  Circumcision identified one as a believer in the true God and in the covenant.  This token was continued in the law of Moses.  Throughout the book of Acts and the epistles, circumcision is generally used as a one-word representation for the entire law of Moses; hence when the Jewish members of the Church insisted that Gentiles be circumcised, they really meant that the Gentile converts should obey all of the law of Moses ...

When Barnabas and Paul arrived in Jerusalem to see the Brethren, they were respectfully received and had opportunity to give account of their success among the Gentiles.  However, there were in Jerusalem many Jewish members who had been Pharisees before their conversion to Jesus Christ; many of these would not give up their adherence to the law, insisting that “it was needful to circumcise [the Gentiles], and to command them to keep the law of Moses” (Acts 15:5).  Therefore, “the apostles and elders came together for to consider of this matter” (Acts 15:6).

After much disputation among the council members, Peter rose to speak of the role God had assigned him in missionary work: “that the Gentiles by my mouth should hear the word of the gospel, and believe” (Acts 15:7).  He reminded the congregation that the conversion of the Gentiles was the work of God and that God “put no difference between us and them, purifying their hearts by faith” (Acts 15:9).  He also declared that both “we” and “they” would be saved “through the grace of the Lord Jesus Christ” (Acts 15:11).  This is an affirmation that without God’s grace, none of our works are sufficient to save us.

Following Peter’s testimony, the multitude in the council listened as Barnabas and Paul told of the “miracles and wonders God had wrought among the Gentiles by them” (Acts 15:12).

After these things were heard, the Apostle James, who may have conducted the meeting under Peter’s direction, offered a type of official pronouncement: The Gentiles who wished to come into the Church ought to face only the necessary requirements of being morally pure and of refraining from idol worship or from eating blood (see Acts 15:13–21; Gen.  9:4).  The law of Moses was not specifically mentioned by James and is conspicuously absent from the requirements he voiced ...

As forward-reaching and beneficial as the decision was by the Jerusalem Council, it was limited in its scope.  The council did not decisively declare an end to the law of Moses, though it did settle the matter so far as the Gentiles were concerned.  Furthermore, the council’s epistle was not addressed to all members of the Church—only to the Gentile members in Antioch, Syria, and Cilicia.  And it should be noted that the council did not say the Gentiles could not or must not practice the law of Moses—only that they need not do so for salvation …

Why would the Brethren be so ambiguous and noncommittal?  They seemed to have said as little as they could about the matter ...  By wording the decision the way they did, the Brethren probably avoided a schism in the Church, and no doubt also avoided the ire that would have come from the Jews had the decision been more unyielding.  There must have been many who would have preferred a stronger declaration, but the Brethren acted in the wisdom requisite for their situation—not out of mere political or diplomatic expediency, but judiciously, surely acting under the guidance of the Spirit, which the Lord had promised would guide his disciples aright (see John 16:13).  
The moderate decision of the council made possible continuing accommodation of some members’ traditions without compromise on essential doctrinal points.  [See Acts 21:20-21.]
Missionary work among the Gentile nations could go forth directly and without impediment.  Yet still there was that conflict between the doctrine of the Church and Jewish culture.  The long-standing cultural tradition persisted among many Jewish members for years, even after the doctrinal question was settled.
Gaye Strathearn - Some groups broke away from the Church and followed their own interpretation of the gospel.  Two such groups were the Ebionites [from the first centuries after Jesus] and Elchasaites [already existed by 75 A.D.].  Both considered themselves to be Christians but continued to hold to the Jewish practices of circumcision and Sabbath observance.  (From her chapter in Apostle Paul, His Life and His Testimony: The 1994 Sperry Symposium on the New Testament, p. 190.)
Change

Joseph Smith - But there has been a great difficulty in getting anything into the heads of this generation.  It has been like splitting hemlock knots with a corn-dodger for a wedge, and a pumpkin for a beetle.  Even the Saints are slow to understand.  [Hemlock = a type of pine tree; corn dodger = a cake of corn bread that is fried, baked, or boiled as a dumpling; beetle = a heavy wooden hammering instrument.]
I have tried for a number of years to get the minds of the Saints prepared to receive the things of God; but we frequently see some of them, after suffering all they have for the work of God, will fly to pieces like glass as soon as anything comes that is contrary to their traditions: they cannot stand the fire at all.  How many will be able to abide a celestial law, and go through and receive their exaltation, I am unable to say, as many are called, but few are chosen.  (History of The Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-day Saints, v. 6, p. 184-85.) 
“Everyone likes progress, but no one wants change.” – anon.
Paul’s Method of Teaching
Selected definitions (answers.com) -

· Rhetor - An orator.

· Rhetoric - The theoretical art of speaking so as to persuade; it is oratory reduced to a system which can be taught. In the Greek world rhetoric was reputedly first developed in Sicily in the mid-fifth century BC.
· Stoic - A member of an originally Greek school of philosophy ...  Its later Roman form advocated the calm acceptance of all occurrences as the unavoidable result of divine will or of the natural order.  
Gary Layne Hatch - Paul used two lines from Greek authors: "In him we live and move and have our being," which comes from a poem by Epimenides, and "for we also are his offspring" [Acts 17:28],  which comes from the Phenomena, by Aratus.  Both those authors were Stoics, so by quoting them, Paul established common ground with his audience and demonstrated his knowledge of Greek literature, establishing his credibility.  He drew very little upon Jewish history or doctrine.  Even his choosing a local monument as his text was a rhetorical commonplace for many religious teachers of the time.  Paul began his speech with a conventional exordium, an orator's call to attention: "Men of Athens.”  Paul's knowledge of Greek learning and rhetorical conventions allowed him to make what Kennedy considered "a remarkable effort to carry the gospel to the gentiles in terms they might have understood.”     

Paul also showed an awareness of rhetorical techniques in his speech before Felix, when he stood accused by the Roman rhetorician Tertullus ... [Paul] avoided the flattery and stylistic flourishes of Tertullus, but he followed the same rhetorical form.  Paul began his speech with a proem [introduction] addressed to Felix but without the flattery (see Acts 24:10). (From his chapter in The Apostle Paul, His Life and His Testimony: The 23d Annual Sidney B. Sperry Symposium, p. 68-69, 70)
D&C 90:11 - For it shall come to pass in that day, that every man shall hear the fulness of the gospel in his own tongue, and in his own language ... (Does this apply to styles of language, according to the hearer’s background?)
(Lesson by Zan and Misty Larsen, http://lessons.elarsen.net)
Presentation Notes
Use the “The Freak-o-Matic Scale” survey just before the section titled “Change”.  Here are some notes on it -
A. As per Achim Erlacher.

B. As per us in the Stonecreek Stake.

C. As per Eric Bowles.
D. Some smaller chapels are like this, e.g. the chapel in Oldham, England.  (And the Stretford chapel had no cultural hall.)  One way that branches differ from wards is that they do even have their own building.   Branches usually meet in a in a rented space in a business or government building.

E. See “Early Christian Church, Setting.doc”.

F. See “Early Christian Church, Setting.doc”.

G. Bible Dictionary, “Music” - Little is known about the form or character of Hebrew music. Possibly the Jews were ignorant of the principles of harmony and of methods of forming harmonic chords. Their instrumental music would sound noisy and harsh to our ears. The Psalms were probably sung to simple melodies, and accompanied by instruments (2 Sam. 6: 5). The chief stringed instruments in use were the harp, psaltery, viol, and ten-stringed lute. Wind instruments were the organ, pipe, trumpet, horn, and cornet. Besides these, there were percussion instruments, such as the timbrel or tabret, and cymbals.
H. Bible Dictionary, “Hour” - In the N.T. period the use of the hour was well established. The hours of the day were counted from sunrise, the hours of the night from sunset, and they varied in length at different seasons of the year.
I. This is apparently what happened in the church in 4th Nephi.

Moroni 6:9 - And their meetings were conducted by the church after the manner of the workings of the Spirit, and by the power of the Holy Ghost; for as the power of the Holy Ghost led them whether to preach, or to exhort, or to pray, or to supplicate, or to sing, even so it was done.
Another survey item could be, “What if Priesthood Meeting was held on Thursday evenings instead of on Sunday?”  That was the case earlier in our Church, well into the 1900s.

The topic of rhetors and rhetoric is much too big for an institute lesson.  The bottom line is that it is a complicated  eloquence form of speaking and a speech has a certain structure with specific sections.  The point is, why did Paul use it?  What does it imply for us in our preparations to be servants of the Lord to other people? 


Extra Material
Robert D. Hales - Dr. Wilkinson was concerned with the President’s vigorous activity at twelve thousand feet and approached him. He asked President Kimball if it would be possible for him to stop soon. President Kimball said, “If you knew what I knew, you wouldn’t ask me that question.” President Kimball is driven by the knowledge that we are preparing for the second coming of Jesus Christ. He knows that it is his responsibility, along with those who are chosen to work with him, to take the message to all nations in their own tongue and language.  (“Examples from the Life of a Prophet”, Ensign, Nov. 1981, p. 19)
The Freak-O-Matic Scale

	Rate yourself from 1 to 5 where 1 is no biggy and 5 is complete nuclear meltdown -
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5

	A.
	A bishop in Austria reported that it took him two years to persuade his ward to move Youth Activity Night from Tuesday to Wednesday.  How much would such a move disturb you?
	
	
	
	
	

	B.
	A chapel in Bountiful was built in the 1960s and needed remodeling.  The cost estimate to do so turned out to be nearly the same as to demolish it and replace it with a bigger and better building.  The members voted for remodeling.  Had it been demolished and replaced, how would you have felt?
	
	
	
	
	

	C.
	Because of the type of housing in the area, attendance in a ward in Clearfield declined over many years.  Stake leaders disbanded the ward and merged its members into other wards.  Some people were angry and could not face the members of the stake presidency.  How would you have felt?
	
	
	
	
	

	D.
	How strange would it have been if the cultural hall in your ward’s building did not have basketball hoops?  Or even if your chapel had no cultural hall at all?
	
	
	
	
	

	E.
	What if on Sundays instead of meeting in a church house, you and some other members met in a member’s home?
	
	
	
	
	

	F.
	What if the sacrament part of Sacrament Meeting was a full meal?
	
	
	
	
	

	G.
	What if the form of hymns in the church was changed to simple melodies without harmonies, and instead of a piano or organ they were accompanied by simple stringed instruments such as a lute?
	
	
	
	
	

	H.
	What if Sacrament Meeting did not start at a specific time but within a half hour or more, plus or minus?
	
	
	
	
	

	I.
	What if Sacrament Meeting had no specific format or structure, such as starting with a song, a prayer, then the sacrament, then talks, then a closing song and prayer?  In other words, what if those things could happen in any order and there could be any number of them?
	
	
	
	
	


(E&F: This is how it was in the early Christian church. G&H: See “music” and “hour” 
 in the Bible Dictionary.  I: Apparently this is what the church in 4th Nephi did, according to Moroni 6:9.)
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