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Introductory Remarks: 

 It is not difficult to see the connection between the introductory verses of this chapter, 

vss. 1-4, which tell of the rise of persecution, and the remaining section, which treats the 

missionary-ministry of Philip. Nor is there by any means a lack of connection between this 

chapter and the general idea of the Acts. Here we have quite evidently a further fulfillment of the 

Lord Jesus’ words: “Ye shall be witnesses unto me both in Jerusalem, and in all Judea, and in 

Samaria, and unto the uttermost part of the earth.” And therefore, it is also very clear at this point 

that the persecution that arose following Stephen’s martyrdom was futile on the part of the 

enemy, because much rather than destroy the church and thwart the spread of the gospel, it was a 

means in the Lord’s hand to fulfill His own Word, “Ye shall be witnesses unto me…” And in the 

light of the above, it is plain, finally, that this chapter forms an integral part in the narrative of 

the things which Jesus continued to do and to teach. 

 We may conveniently divide the chapter into the following sections: 1. The first general 

persecution. vss. 1-4.  2. Philip and the apostles at Samaria. vss. 5-25.  3. Philip and the 

Ethiopian eunuch. vss. 26-38.  4. Philip on the way to Caesarea. vss. 39-40. 

 
I.  The First General Persecution: (vss. 1-4) 

     A.  The circumstance of this persecution: 

 1. Can it be determined at approximately what time this persecution took place? (Note: 

     We have at more than one occasion pointed out that we do not have in Acts a complete 

     and detailed history of all that took place from the ascension on. It is important to 

     remember that the first seven chapters certainly do not cover a very brief period of a  

     few months, even though we might get that impression from a hasty reading. Luke  

     simply touches the highlights, as they serve the development of the theme, “the things 

     which Jesus continued to do and to teach.” If we take 33 A.D. as the year of the 

     crucifixion of Jesus, the resurrection, ascension and outpouring of the Spirit, then it is 

     safe to assume that the first seven chapters of Acts cover approximately 2 to 4 years, 

     a period in which the early New Testament church became established strongly in 

     Jerusalem and environs, and gained its first growth.) 

     a. We have certain facts in chapters 7 and 8 that may help us: 

  1) Stephen was stoned apparently without having his death sentence confirmed by 

  the Roman governor. 

  2) Saul too appears to have a free hand in carrying out his part of the persecution. 

     b. Can you, by making a comparison of these facts with secular history concerning  

     changes in the Roman governmental set-up at Jerusalem, come to a fairly reasonable 

     estimate as to the time of this persecution? 

          2.  The occasion of the persecution: 

     a. We read that “Saul was consenting unto his death.” Is there a connection between 

     this and the outbreak of this furious persecution? 

  1) How is it to be explained that Luke has all the details of Stephen’s defense, 

  condemnation, and death? Is it likely, as many have it, that Philip was his source 

  of information? Or is it quite probable that Luke obtained his facts through Paul, 



  who had vivid recollection of the appearance and words of Stephen? And is it 

  not likely that Saul, even though he probably took no active part in Stephen’s 

  prosecution, nevertheless concerned himself vitally with the proceedings at the 

  trial, and came to some conclusions at this time that led to his open opposition 

  against the cause which Stephen represented? 

  2) In this connection, it may be interesting and fruitful to compare the attitudes of 

  Gamaliel, who wanted to temporize, and Saul, the pupil of Gamaliel, who “made 

  havock of the church.” 

       b.   Does the burial of Stephen and the “great lamentation over him” have anything to 

  do with the outbreak of persecution? 

  1) The Jewish law forbade public lamentation over executed persons, even though 

  according to the law of Moses they were to be buried. 

  2) We read that nevertheless devout men – undoubtedly devout Jewish  

  Christians – buried Stephen, and made this lamentation over him. 

  3) Can anything be concluded from this as to the reaction of the church to 

  Stephen’s martyrdom? Had Stephen’s execution the result of cowing the believers 

  into silence and apostacy? Were they afraid to show their love and allegiance  

  toward Stephen and the cause for which he had given his life? 

             3.  The leader of the persecution, and his methods: 

       a. Saul, the leader: 

  1) What moved Saul in this persecution, according to his own testimony? 

  2) Was this a movement independent of the Sanhedrin, or did it have the strong 

  support of the council? 

       b.  His methods: 

  1) What did Saul do? 

  2) Does this mean that this persecution used only the coercion of imprisonment, 

  and stopped short of death? 

  3) What was the total effect upon the life of the church at this time, vs. 3? 

    B.  The Effect of the Persecution: 

          1.  What does the passage say as to the immediate result of this persecution? 

     a. Does this mean that the entire church at Jerusalem was scattered? If so, how do you 

         account for it that there was later still a sizeable congregation there, consisting of 

         Jewish Christians? 

     b. Why did the apostles remain at Jerusalem? Why did they escape the force of the 

          persecution apparently?  

     c. Is it probable that the Jewish element of the church as a whole escaped the perse- 

         cution, while the Hellenists (Graeco-Jewish Christians) were especially 

         persecuted? 

 2.  Did this scattering have an adverse effect upon the cause of the church and the gospel? 

      a. Did the believers abandon their faith when they were scattered? vs. 4. 

      b. Does the statement in vs. 4 give license to those who are not in office to preach the 

          Word? If not, how is the text to be explained? 

      c. How is it to be explained that the persecution had a good effect rather than an 

          adverse one? 

 

 



II.  Philip and the Apostles in Samaria: (vss. 5-25) 

      A. Philip’s labor in Samaria: 

 1. The place of his labors: 

     a. The Authorized Version tells us it was “the city of Samaria.” The Revised Version 

         speaks of “a city of Samaria,” probably more correctly. Hence, this could be the old 

         city of Samaria (Sebaste at this time) or another Samarian city, possibly Gitta, the 

         city from which Simon the Sorcerer came. 

     b. At any rate, it was in the province of Samaria: 

  1) What can you say as to these Samaritans and their religion? 

  2) Is there any significance in the fact that Philip labors here? 

 2.  His labors: 

      a. What did Philip preach? Contrast Philip’s preaching and Simon’s claim. 

      b. What lent support to the preaching of Philip in this case, vss. 6, 7? Is there a likely 

          connection between the presence and deeds of Simon and the fact that Philip’s 

          preaching was accompanied by spectacular miracles? 

 3. Results of his labors: 

     a. What in general was the reaction to Philip’s preaching? 

     b. Who was Simon? How do you explain the statement that he “believed”? 

  1) What position did Simon enjoy among the people? 

  2) Was Simon entirely a fake, or did he actually possess some supernatural 

   powers? 

  3) What are some of the legends attached to the name of Simon in later times 

  and in non-Scriptural literature? Do any of them contain any truth? 

     B.  The apostles in Samaria: 

           1. Why were the apostles sent to Samaria? vs. 14.  

           2. What did the apostles do? 

     a. Had not the believers at Samaria received the Holy Ghost? How, then, did they  

         repent and believe? 

                b. What was this gift of the Holy Spirit bestowed through the laying on of hands? Was 

          it bestowed on all the believers? 

 3. Simon’s “simony”: 

     a. What did Simon ask of the apostles? 

     b. What was wrong in his request? 

     c. How did Peter curse him? Admonish him? 

     d. Did Simon repent? Was the curse lifted from him by Peter? 

 4. Further labors in Samaria: 

     a. Where did the apostles go from this city in Samaria? 

     b. What did they do on the way? 

     c. Can this be said to signify the breaking out of the gospel beyond the confines of 

         Jewry? 

 

III. Philip and the Ethiopian Eunuch: (vss. 26-38) 

      A. Philip’s commission: 

 1. Was this journey occasioned by the persecution? 

 2. What significance must be attached to the fact that Philip receives directions from the 

     angel of the Lord? Cf. Canons I, 3; II, 5. 



 3. Where is Philip directed to go, and what, evidently, is the chief purpose of the journey? 

      B.  The conversion of the Ethiopian: 

 1. Who was this Ethiopian? What was his court position? What was his religious status? 

     Was he a proselyte? 

 2. Is there any significance in the fact that a man of such position and nationality should 

     be a lone convert, intercepted, as it were, on his way back home? 

 3. What Scripture was he reading at the time? Was he reading aloud? 

     a. What language was the Ethiopian reading? 

     b. What is the significance of the fact that he was reading this particular passage just 

         at the time Philip met him? 

     c. What question does Philip ask, and what is the eunuch’s response? 

 4. Upon the eunuch’s request, what does Philip do? What is his explanation of the  

     prophecy of Isaiah? 

 5. What is the result of Philip’s preaching? 

     a. For what does the eunuch make request? 

     b. What is Philip’s reply? Is confession of faith necessary before baptism? 

     c. What confession does the eunuch make? 

     d. Was this a genuine conversion? Proof? 

     e. What became of this eunuch? Was a church established in this case through Philip’s 

         preaching? Did this eunuch enjoy the communion of saints on his return to Ethiopia? 

         Is it possible that he himself became instrumental in the spread of the gospel to his 

         homeland?  

 

IV.   Philip on the way to Caesarea: vss. 39-40. 

        1.  Again, how is Philip directed in his labors? Is the church still divinely directed in its 

  labors? 

        2. Trace Philip’s journey. Is it possible that he labored in Lydda and Joppa, preparatory to 

 Peter’s labors there? 

        3. Where did he end his journey? What became of Philip? Cf. Acts 21:8. 
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