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Preface 

I’d like to thank my teachers at Duke, especially those on my dissertation com-

mittee, who gifted me with an excellent education and helped me make pro-

gress as a scholar in the field of NT studies. With Dr. Mark Goodacre I learned 

an appreciation for attending to the details of the Synoptic Gospels with an eye 

toward investigating their relation and witnessed a winsomeness that somehow 

found a way to combine serious scholarly endeavor with wit, charm, and hu-

mor. From Dr. Brittany Wilson I received a rigorous immersion into the history 

of research on Luke-Acts that first introduced me to the problem animating this 

project and an excellent model of the craft of teaching the NT to students in an 

engaging and dialogical manner. From Dr. Ross Wagner I not only received 

advanced instruction in the Greek language, a wealth of training in Second 

Temple Jewish literature, and a living example modeling how serious scholarly 

work can be done with humility and generosity. More importantly, Dr. Wagner 

showed me what it can look like to teach students with rigor while also caring 

for them pastorally as well. He showed this care to me often on walks along 

the Eno River, where the conversation ranged from research matters to per-

sonal ones and was always marked by a mutual desire to grow in understanding 

of scripture. Finally, my supervisor Dr. Kavin Rowe: in an important sense, 

my education in the NT goes back to him. It was because of a personal meeting 

with him that I first discovered an interest to study the New Testament and, 

curiously enough, this fact was as much due to his patient listening, sage ad-

vice, and what I gleaned about the character of his life as it was due to his 

scholarly work. I have learned much over the years from the courses he’s of-

fered on the New Testament, his probing research, and conversations with him 

on his porch. He deserves special recognition, moreover, for helping me find 

my way in this project, reading every chapter along the way, and providing 

detailed and instructive feedback. It has been a gift to be supervised by him, 

for it has meant not only receiving critical engagement on matters of exegetical 

detail and theological/philosophical viability vis-à-vis the method and thesis, 

but also a model of how to unite the activity of scholarship with Christian com-

mitment. 

 Studying at Duke has also involved discovering friendship with keen-eyed 

peers who have sharpened my thinking and research over the years. Aaron 

Ebert, Josh Miller, Wilco DeVries, and Joel Archer are among those who have 
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helped to refine this work by reading and commenting on various chapters. I 

owe them all many thanks. 

 Close by Duke, Blacknall Memorial Presbyterian Church has proved to be 

a stable pole through the ups and downs of a doctoral program. Time worship-

ping there first under Allan Poole’s leadership and now Goodie Bell’s has 

meant being nourished and challenged by scripture afresh each week in a way 

that academic study of scripture can’t quite approximate. Friends like Christian 

Pikaart, Adrian L’Esperance, and Zach Bond have also sustained me in playful, 

joyful, and often musical ways while working to complete this project.  

 To my parents, William and Wendy Myers, and my parents-in-law, William 

and Kim Alexander, I owe an enormous debt of gratitude. The depth of their 

support and love is too deep to fathom. I could not be more proud or thankful 

for all the nurture, formation, gifts, help, and especially presence they have 

given over these years. The endurance of their commitment and love has al-

ways been and remains an inspiration to me.  

 This book probably would have been completed more quickly without three 

little girls named Lila, Kitty, and Adele, but such speediness would have had 

little worth in comparison to the joy they bring to life. It has been one of the 

unexpected gifts of this season as a doctoral student that I have had the chance 

to spend the majority of my days managing sibling rivalries and becoming 

friends with my daughters. That has been some of the hardest and best work 

I’ve ever gotten to do. 

 This work is dedicated to my wife, Mary Lynn. This is because it would not 

have existed without her. Her dedication to her craft as a writer has made me 

a better writer and thinker; her assiduous work as a professional has inspired 

me to pursue this work with attention and diligence; her partnership in parent-

ing has shown me how to balance work and family life well; and her resolve 

and strong determination to carry on through the changes and chances of life 

have been a model of endurance for me in this work. Above all, her perceptive 

intellect and probing enquiries have required me to rethink the arguments I 

make throughout this project. Thank you, Mary Lynn, for your love and all you 

have done to support our family in these years. I hope this work is worthy of 

you and reflects the incalculable gift that our life together is.  

 Finally, I express my thanks to Tobias Stäbler for accepting this former dis-

sertation for publication in WUNT II and to the excellent editorial staff at Mohr 

Siebeck, especially Julius Furthtmüller and Jutta Thumm, who helped bring it 

to press. 
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Chapter 1 

 Introduction 

A. The Overall Problem of Paul and Luke’s Theological 

Relation 

This study takes up a classic problem in New Testament studies: whether and 

how far Luke, Paul’s earliest biographer, belongs together theologically with 

the apostle to the gentiles.1 The overall argument proposes that, though cer-

tainly not identical or even similar on every matter, Paul and Luke share sig-

nificant theological agreements that should serve to revise the scholarly view 

which has dominated the field up to this day. 

The question of Luke and Paul’s historical relation shaped much of the crit-

ical research on Acts of the Apostles from the 18th century to the middle of the 

20th.2 The proximity of their theological perspectives played a role in this 

phase as well, but it remained ancillary and subservient to the more vexing 

questions about Luke’s companionship with Paul, the dating of Luke and Acts, 

and Luke’s reliability as an ancient historiographer. 

But in 1950 the dispute became theologically and hermeneutically focused 

by Philipp Vielhauer’s famous essay “On the Paulinism of Acts.”3 Vielhauer 

compared the views4 of the Paul of Acts and the Paul of the letters on four 

                                                      
1 By “Luke” I mean the author of the Gospel of Luke and Acts of the Apostles. Though 

my thesis does not depend on the point, I am also persuaded by arguments that the author 

was a sometime historical companion of Paul, though not necessarily the “Luke” of Philm 

23–25, Col 4:14, and 2 Tim 4:11. 
2 For Forschungsgeschichten, see W. Ward Gasque, A History of the Interpretation of 

the Acts of the Apostles (Peabody, Massachusetts: Hendrickson Publishers, 1989); P. G. 

Müller, “Der ‘Paulinismus’ in der Apostelgeschichte: Ein forschungsgeschichtlicher 

Überblick,” in Paulus in den neutestamentlichen Spätschriften, ed. K. Kertelge (Freiburg: 

Herder, 1981), 157–201; and Odile Flichy, “The Paul of Luke: A Survey of Research,” in 

Paul and the Heritage of Israel: Paul’s Claim upon Israel’s Legacy in Luke and Acts in the 

Light of the Pauline Letters, eds. David P. Moessner, et al. (London: T&T Clark, 2012), 18–

34.  
3 Vielhauer, “Zum ‘Paulinismus’ der Apostelgeschichte,” in Aufsätze zum Neuen Testa-

ment (Munich: Chr. Kaiser, 1965), 9–27. 
4 Vielhauer, “Zum ‘Paulinismus,’ 10, states that his study is “vor allem, wenn auch nicht 

ausschließlich” limited to Paul’s speeches in Acts, but when he broaches the topic of Law 

he investigates Paul’s practical attitude toward the Law in Acts, and when he addresses  
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distinct topics: natural theology, Law, Christology, and eschatology. What he 

finally concluded was that “there is not a single specifically Pauline thought to 

be found” in the author of Acts (es findet sich bei ihm kein einziger spezifisch 

paulinischer Gedanke); that the theology of Acts and Paul stand at an “obvious 

material distance” (offenkundige sachliche Distanz); and that Luke’s “Paulin-

ism” consisted solely in his “zeal for the universal mission to gentiles and in 

his veneration for the greatest missionary to gentiles” (Eifer für die universale 

Heidenmission und in seiner Verehrung für den größten Heidenmissionar). 

Vielhauer pithily summarized his result in this way: “The author of Acts is in 

his Christology pre-Pauline (vorpaulinisch), in his natural theology, concept 

of law, and eschatology, post-Pauline (nachpaulinisch).” As this last quotation 

intimates, Vielhauer ultimately drew from his theological investigation the his-

torical conclusion that Luke stood not “within earliest Christianity but in the 

nascent early Catholic church.”5  

The textured history of research and discussion after Vielhauer need not de-

tain us here, since it is sketched for each of the four topics in the subsequent 

chapters. It suffices to say that, to this day, leading scholars in the guild con-

tinue to maintain this position regarding Luke’s nonconformity with Paul’s 

theology, and for similar reasons, in both general introductions to the New 

Testament as well as specialized studies of Pauline and Lukan theology. In 

Bart Ehrman’s oft-reprinted and revised introduction, he and Hugo Méndez 

argue that Paul and Luke stand in considerable disagreement on significant 

matters of teaching. The reasons given to support the claim about their theo-

logical distance are, first, the different postures each takes toward the Law, 

and, second, the different views each presents regarding pagan knowledge of 

God.6 The result is that Luke’s account fails to give its readers access to an 

accurate “understanding of Paul.”7 Because of important differences over po-

sitions on Law and natural theology, in other words, readers look in vain for a 

reliable interpretation of Paul and his theology in Luke’s account.  

Similar moves appear in Luke Timothy Johnson’s widely respected intro-

duction. Important chronological differences between Paul and Luke stand in 

the foreground of Johnson’s discussion of Luke’s presentation of Paul, bu t the 

putative divergences over Paul’s characteristic activity and theology lead John-

son to conclude that “Luke-Acts contains little of what is distinctively Pauline 

                                                      
eschatology he widens the scope to include Luke’s eschatological view more broadly, not 

just the eschatological statements of Paul in Acts. 
5 For the quotations in the preceding two sentences, see Vielhauer, “Zum ‘Paulinismus’,” 

26. Richard Hays wryly wonders how “an author who ‘no longer stands within earliest Chris-

tianity’ could have a ‘pre-Pauline’ Christology.” See Hays, “The Paulinism of Acts, Inter-

textually Reconsidered,” in Paul and the Heritage of Israel, 35–48, quote on 35n2. 
6 Bart D. Ehrman and Hugo Méndez, The New Testament: A Historical Introduction to 

the Early Christian Writings, 8th ed. (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2024), 343–44. 
7 Ehrman and Méndez, The New Testament, 345.  
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theology.”8 As with Ehrman and Méndez, the different postures toward the 

Law, Paul’s relation to Judaism and Jerusalem, and natural knowledge of God 

are, among other considerations, significant reasons adduced to display the 

problem and buttress Johnson’s conclusion. 

Research within Pauline and Lukan studies also carries forward the domi-

nant view in the field. Sometimes the viewpoint is taken to be so obvious that 

it is asserted without argument. In his final book on Paul, for instance, E. P. 

Sanders claimed that the “comparison of Acts and Paul often shows that Luke 

was not omniscient about Paul’s activities and that he had very little under-

standing – if any – of Paul’s theology.”9 Sanders offers a thick discussion to 

support his claim about Luke’s knowledge of Paul’s activities, but feels no 

need to do so vis-à-vis Luke’s understanding of Paul’s theology. It is simply a 

given. This is also the case in Terrence Callan’s book on dying and rising with 

Christ in Paul. Without anything more than a passing reference to Vielhauer’s 

piece, he writes, “It is generally agreed … that the presentation of Paul’s the-

ology in Acts does not conform very closely to the information provided by 

Paul’s own letters.”10  

It is therefore difficult to dispute Joseph Tyson’s assessment that Viel-

hauer’s “work has been influential on a generation of Acts scholarship.”11 Ty-

son himself admits the ongoing pertinence of Vielhauer’s reading for his own 

interpretation of Lukan theology, arguing that it is especially “the theme of the 

community’s fidelity to Jewish traditions and practices that is most problem-

atic for us. … In my judgment the employment of this theme in Acts creates a 

characterization of Paul that distances him from his letters.”12 For Tyson, the 

postures Luke takes and has Paul take toward the Law simply do not conform 

with Paul’s rejection of the Law in his epistles; Luke is not a guide for under-

standing Paul’s theology but for understanding how anti-Marcionite Christians 

responded to a Marcionite use of the Pauline letters.   

Other Lukan scholars like Daniel Marguerat are more critical of aspects of 

the regnant view, but nonetheless admit its basic contention on the basis of 

Paul’s and Luke’s differences over Law and Christology. Marguerat writes that 

“the positions set forth by [Paul and Luke] regarding the Torah cannot be su-

perimposed. Vielhauer is correct: the acuity of the debate regarding the validity 

                                                      
8 Johnson, The Writings of the New Testament: An Interpretation, 3rd ed. (Minneapolis: 

Fortress, 2010), 219. 
9 E. P. Sanders, Paul: The Apostle’s Life, Letters, and Thought (Minneapolis: Fortress, 

2015), 56. 
10 Terrance Callan, Dying and Rising with Christ: The Theology of Paul the Apostle  

(Mahwah, N.J.: Paulist Press, 2006), 2.  
11 Joseph B. Tyson, Marcion and Luke-Acts: A Defining Struggle (Columbia: University 

of South Carolina Press, 2006), 64. 
12 Tyson, Marcion and Luke-Acts, 68.  
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of the law is no longer Luke’s concern. The Christology of Acts is not at all 

that of Paul, which is focused on the cross.”13  

Thus, if the present-day consensus of the guild is anything to go by, it ap-

pears we must resign ourselves to admitting that Paul is Paul, Luke is Luke, 

and, with respect to Paul’s views about natural theology, the Law, and Chris-

tology, hardly, if ever, the twain do meet. 

To be sure, aspects of this interpretation have received a considerable 

amount of criticism over time. Among the arguments made in commentaries, 

articles, and book chapters, many of which are engaged in the main chapters of 

this study, a monograph by Stanley Porter, collected essays of Daniel Margue-

rat, and the relatively recent volumes Reception of Paulinism in Acts and Paul 

and the Heritage of Israel stand out for mention.14 Sundry important criticisms, 

revisions, and advances have been made in works such as these. Some like 

Daniel Margeurat and Christopher Mount have even called for the abandon-

ment of comparing Luke and Paul head-on. Marguerat considers the differ-

ences in genre and rhetorical occasion too great to permit a comparison be-

tween Luke’s and Paul’s convictions, while Mount finds such comparisons 

shackled to what he considers a fictional construct stemming from Irenaeus’ 

pen “intended to produce a particular interpretation of early Christianity.”15 As 

the editors of the 2012 volume Paul and the Heritage of Israel put it, “Paul’s 

relation to Luke’s writings is still disquieting and debated as ever, reeling in 

new generations of scholars and teachers alike.”16 

Notwithstanding this, the consensus view of the guild remains firmly in 

place.17 Several things could account for this state of affairs, but in my estima-

tion one of the more important reasons is that the foundational comparative 

proposal nourishing the dominant view has never received comprehensive test-

ing in the field in a single, extended work. There have been countless appraisals 

and reappraisals of Paul’s and Luke’s theology separately and shorter studies 

that compare Paul and Luke on one or two theological topics. But not once in 

                                                      
13 Daniel Marguerat, Paul in Acts and Paul in His Letters, WUNT 310 (Tübingen: Mohr 

Siebeck, 2013), 2–4. 
14 Stanley Porter, The Paul of Acts (Tübingen: Mohr Siebeck, 1999); Daniel Marguerat, 

Paul in Acts and Paul in His Letters; Daniel Marguerat, ed., Reception of Paulinism in Acts 

(Leuven: Peeters, 2009); David P. Moessner, et al., Paul and the Heritage of Israel: Paul’s 

Claim upon Israel’s Legacy in Luke and Acts in the Light of the Pauline Letters . (London: 

T&T Clark, 2012). 
15 Mount, “Paul’s Place in Early Christianity,” in Paul and the Heritage of Israel, 90–

114, quotation from 114. For Marguerat, see Reception of Paulinism in Acts, x. 
16 David P. Moessner, with D. Margeurat, M.C. Parsons, and M. Wolter, “The Legacy of 

Paul in Acts  –  A ‘More Complete and Inhabitable’ New Testament?” in Paul and the Her-

itiage of Israel, xvi.  
17 It is interesting that the consensus view remains in place vis-à-vis Luke and Paul, even 

though it has begun to shift with respect to the relation of Mark and Paul. See John van 

Maaren, “Is the Gospel of Mark Distinctly Pauline? A Critical Evaluation,” JBL 143 (2024): 

125–42. 
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the past seventy years has the generation-influencing comparison of Luke’s 

and Paul’s theology, and the reasons given in support of its conclusion, re-

ceived critical engagement at its root. This is a key reason why I decided to 

restrict this study to re-examining Paul and Luke on the four topics of natural 

theology, Law, Christology, and eschatology. Not only are these significant 

topics for any comparison in New Testament Theology; as the previous dis-

cussion of the current consensus view indicates, they continue to function as 

the pillars buttressing the ruling interpretation of Luke’s theological distance 

from Paul. Put differently, in order to test the firmly established consensus po-

sition, nothing less will do than to examine the structure upon which the edifice 

stands. But that means beginning once again at the beginning and re-opening 

the fundamental question of the proposal that gave birth to the regnant schol-

arly reading in the first place: with respect to natural theology, Law, Christol-

ogy, and eschatology, do Paul and Luke belong together theologically? 

B. Four Methodological Concerns 

Four concerns are worth articulating as a way of making clear my approach in 

this project. First, and very briefly, this study does not engage in any of the 

chronological questions that attend investigations into Luke and Paul’s rela-

tion. This is not because I consider these to be unimportant, but because the 

chronological and theological questions are distinct and my interest is focused 

on the latter aspects of the problem. 

Second, with respect to the question animating this study, it is important to 

underline that it is indeed a real question: the thick descriptive and concluding 

comparative work of each chapter depended for their force and significance on 

the possibility that the study may have ultimately concluded in agreement with 

the leading interpretation in the field. Of course, like any self-aware researcher, 

I brought a hypothesis loaded with a past theological and social formation with 

me to the project. But throughout I tried my best to remain susceptible to the 

grain of Paul’s and Luke’s theological grammar. Had the investigation pushed 

in the direction of arguing that Paul and Luke are only distantly related on these 

four theological topics, then I think we would need to admit the point. In other 

words, I consider it methodologically crucial that hypotheses, as essential as 

they are to scientific studies, remain vulnerable to the pressure that the phe-

nomena exert in their textured and comprehensive manifestation. The point of 

emphasis in this study thus lies on in-depth exegesis of the works of Paul and 

Luke, as well as of a few other early Messiah-followers, in pursuit of testing 

hypotheses and answering the overall question.  

This leads nicely to the third methodological concern. One of the critical 

contentions of this study is that theological comparisons of Paul and Luke have 

not infrequently been marked by an injudicious selection of data within both 

the Pauline and Lukan set that has contributed to skewing the results of the 
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investigation. For instance, researchers turn almost exclusively to Romans 1 

and Acts 17 when they ask the question about the relation between Paul’s and 

Luke’s natural theology. Likewise, many centralize Paul’s negative construal 

of the Law in certain passages in Galatians, Philippians, and Romans when 

discussing Luke’s and Paul’s view of the Law. On the other hand, the purview 

for discerning Luke’s theological convictions has too often been restricted pri-

marily to Luke’s redaction, or the speeches he places on character’s lips, or the 

narrative of the Gospel or Acts alone.18 Such a procedure is unnecessarily re-

ductive and methodologically questionable. If what we are after is discerning 

the theological proximity of Paul and Luke – writers whose theology is repre-

sented by the totality of their work – comparing some parts of the former with 

some parts of the latter will not suffice. Something more comprehensive is in 

order: comparing the whole of the topic-pertinent data in Paul’s seven undis-

puted letters to the whole of the topic-pertinent data in Luke and Acts.19 This 

makes the task more complicated and unwieldy, for it involves synthesizing 

theological arguments of occasion-specific Pauline letters which in some cases 

evince theological development over time, and paying attention to minute de-

tails as well as larger narrative patterns in both Luke and Acts.20 But anything 

less would be susceptible to the dangers of tendentious selectivity which can 

function to stack the deck in favor of particular hypotheses from the start. Some 

measure of selectivity will always attend any study conducted by finite crea-

tures, of course, but some of the risks of selection can be warded off by seeking 

to incorporate the widest possible range of evidence in the investigation. 

Hence, the overall question for our study becomes more specific: Do Paul and 

Luke showcase significant theological belonging when all the topic-pertinent 

data of Paul’s occasional, discursive letters are juxtaposed with all the topic -

pertinent data of Luke’s two-book narrative? 

The fourth methodological point concerns the nature of comparative pro-

jects such as this one. Put simply, in order to compare the theological convic-

tions of Paul and Luke, I will not only examine Paul and Luke, but also bring 

in other early Messiah-followers into the picture. This will allow me to discern 

similarity/difference with greater nuance and texture by asking basic questions 

of the evidence: What convictions do all the figures hold in common? What 

convictions are distinctive of each? Do Luke and Paul share perspectives that 

                                                      
18 Some studies of this question continue to examine the Pauline character of the Lukan 

Paul’s speeches. E.g., Armin Baum, “Paulinismen in den Missionsreden des lukanischen 

Paulus: Zur inhaltlichen Authentizität der Oratio recta in der Apostelgeschichte,”  ETL 82 

(2006): 405–36.   
19 With no prejudice against 2 Thessalonians, Ephesians, Colossians, 1 Timothy, 2 Tim-

othy, and Titus, the study will accept the standard critical delimitation of Paul’s authentic 

letters in order to examine the consensus view from within its own presupposed data set, and 

to make it harder, rather than easier, to corroborate my hypothesis. 
20 See Beverly Roberts Gaventa, “Towards a Theology of Acts: Reading and Rereading,” 

Int 42 (1988): 146–57. 
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are not shared by others? Does Luke share perspectives with other figures that 

he does not share with Paul? Does Paul share perspectives with other figures 

that he does not share with Luke? In a word, I will look at Luke and Paul within 

the wider “familial” matrix of early Christianity to see if they look more alike 

with respect to certain features than either one of them does vis-à-vis other 

family members. They may not be identical or even fraternal twins, and their 

features may not overlap and crisscross on every point, but if they show them-

selves to be siblings, and siblings who share important, distinguishing marks 

which set them apart from others, then these need to receive their due and be 

marked out accordingly. And the converse is true as well: what Luke shares 

with others and does not share with Paul, and what Paul shares with others and 

does not share with Luke, needs to receive its due. 

Each chapter ends, therefore, by synthesizing the views of Paul and Luke in 

relation to at least one other early figure: Justin Martyr in the chapter on natural 

theology; Hebrews and James in the chapter on Law; the Gospel of John in the 

chapter on Christology; and the Gospel of Mark in the chapter on eschatology. 

Ideally, every early Messiah-follower with views relevant to the topic would 

have been incorporated into the discussion, but constraints of space required 

restricting the comparative scope. The selections I made, however, were either 

required by the subject matter (e.g., in the case of natural theology, no other 

early Messiah-follower besides Justin shows extended reflection on questions 

of theological epistemology); or were intended to be representative of some of 

the range of views within early messianist communities (e.g., in the case of 

Law, Matthew’s and Mark’s Gospel should arguably receive discussion, but 

James’ and Hebrews’ perspectives represent the range between Matthew and 

Mark relatively well); or seemed to me to be the right choices (e.g., John for 

Christology; Mark for eschatology). In every case, the goal was to select fig-

ures based on their fittingness for the topic who would not make it easier to 

make my case, but instead more difficult. 

C. Procedure and Brief Outline of Chapters 

The four main chapters proceed along the same line. First the problem is intro-

duced, then the history of research on the question is sketched, and then the 

question guiding the discussion is articulated. This is followed by a global in-

quiry into Paul’s and Luke’s perspectives that relate to the question. Finally, 

the discussion is synthesized by incorporating the convictions of at least one 

other early Messiah-follower, and through comparative discernment a decision 

is reached as to the proximity/distance of Luke and Paul on the topic. This 

procedure is broken only once in the first chapter, where a brief discussion of 

the term “natural theology” is given at the start in order to clarify the nature of 

the investigation. 
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Chapter One discusses natural theology, ultimately concluding that, when 

Justin Martyr is brought into the comparative picture, Paul’s and Luke’s re-

semblances to each other with respect to four theological-epistemological fea-

tures – the role of the pneuma, the tethering of theological epistemology to 

cultic practice, the epistemological primacy and centrality of Israel, and, fi-

nally, the exclusively polemical appeal to creation as God’s witness  – draw 

them together and make them stand out from Justin in a striking way.  

Chapter Two takes up the classic question of the place and function of the 

Law in the theology of Paul and Luke, proposing that with the help of Hebrews’ 

view of the Law, on the one hand, and the letter of James, on the other, both 

Luke’s difference from Paul on certain points and resemblance to Paul on other 

points become discernible. The chapter argues that Luke lacks and is dissonant 

with Paul’s negation of the Law and his interpretation of its relation to sin. It 

further proposes that Luke configures the relation of righteousness and Law 

observance more like James and less like Paul and Hebrews. But it maintains 

that Luke and Paul nevertheless display notable resemblances to each other in 

the way they connect the Law and the Messiah/pneuma together; emphasize 

the de facto Law observance of those possessed by the pneuma; place the prob-

lem of the Law specifically in the context of the gentile mission; expressly 

reject circumcision as an entry requirement for gentiles and as something that 

delivers eschatological life; and, finally, retain a differentiated place for Law 

observance for Israelites and gentiles, respectively, enjoining gentiles to ob-

serve especially those laws that have to do with loving and worshipping God.  

Chapter Three probes Paul’s and Luke’s Christology. Incorporating the 

Gospel of John into the conversation yields a nuanced conclusion: on some 

matters John and Paul resemble each other more closely (preexistence and 

quantity of references to/qualitative prominence of Jesus’ atoning death); on 

some matters Luke looks more like John (identification of Jesus as “the son of 

the human” and incorporation of Jesus’ earthly activity in the saving event); 

and on some matters Luke and Paul come into greater resemblance (kyrios 

Christology, Davidic messianism, and the soteriological center of gravity). 

However, the consideration that the resurrection constitutes the central soteri-

ological event in Paul’s and Luke’s Christology, but not in John’s (or Mark’s), 

ultimately leads me to argue that Paul’s and Luke’s Christological convictions 

showcase greater proximity on this subject than has been recognized hitherto.  

Chapter Four completes the main examination of the study by considering 

eschatological matters. It argues that, as much as a dialectic between imminent 

expectation and historical duration exists in Paul and Mark, it also appears in 

Luke. But Luke and Paul also evince greater resemblances to each other than 

either does to Mark in the way that the eschatological perspectives of the for-

mer give greater attention to the salvation history leading up to and stemming 

from the Messiah event. While not identical, it is ultimately significant that 

Paul and Luke, and not Mark, display a concern to narrate the eschatologically 

charged historical movement existing between Jesus’ resurrection and the 
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parousia and emphasize that rejection of the eschatological gift in the past is 

not decisive for turning in the future. 

The concluding chapter ties the investigation together, proposing that, while 

Paul and Luke are dissonant on some matters, hold things commonly with other 

Messiah-followers on other matters, and display distinction from each other 

and other early Messiah-followers on still other matters, the convictions they 

share with each other – which are not commonly held among early Messiah-

followers – are qualitatively significant. Insofar as these are perceived, they 

should lead to a fundamental reconsideration of the relation of Paul’s and 

Luke’s theology.
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