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Introduction: 

 The material of these two chapters can hardly be separated, and therefore, in our 

question-outlines we will treat it as a unit. The choosing of the seven deacons leads up to the 

narrative of Stephen’s dispute with those of the synagogue of the Libertines. And the latter in 

turn leads up to the narrative of the trial and martyrdom of Stephen. 

 This section is important because in many ways it marks a turning point in the history of 

the early New Testament church. First of all, we may note that there is a marked change in the 

life of the church itself, a change that occasions the appointment of the seven deacons, and, 

therewith, a change in the institutional life of the church which becomes permanent, so that we 

still have deacons today. In the second place, there is a change as far as the relation between the 

church and Jewry is concerned. The enmity of the Jews, though real and bitter, had therefore 

been somewhat restrained in its manifestation. With the martyrdom of Stephen, however, the 

break becomes very open and public; and the martyrdom of Stephen becomes the signal for the 

outbreak of a vicious persecution. In the third place, we have, in close connection with the 

preceding point, the beginning also of the chain of events that occasions the spread of the gospel 

beyond the immediate confines of Jerusalem. The church and the preaching of the gospel of the 

risen Lord are, as it were, forced out of Jerusalem. And finally, this section marks a turning point 

also in so far as it introduces us to Saul the persecutor, who is destined to become Paul the 

apostle. 

 In all this we must surely not forget the main idea of the entire Book of Acts. The matters 

mentioned above are in no wise to be divorced from the idea that the Holy Spirit here records the 

things which Jesus continued to do and to teach. 

 With this “bird’s eye view” of the section in mind, let us ask ourselves some definitive 

questions. 

 

I. The Choosing of the Seven Deacons. Chapter 6:1-8 

    A. The Occasion. vs. 1. 

 1. When did this take place, and what is meant by the words, “in those days”? 

 2. How is the above expression further defined? What did the circumstance of the 

     increase in the number of disciples have to do with this matter? 

 3. The dispute: 

     a. Who were the parties in the dispute? What is meant by “Grecians” as over against 

     “Hebrews” in this connection? Were these actually Gentile Christians, or were they 

     Hellenized Jewish Christians? 

     b. Why should the above difference between “Grecians” and “Hebrews” lead to the 

     neglect of the Grecian widows? 

     c. What is meant by the “daily ministration”? Cf. also vs. 2. 

     d. Were the apostles themselves a party to the dispute? To what extent were they  

     involved? 

 4. What does this incident reveal concerning the early condition in the apostolic church 

     according to which believers had all things in common? Could this condition be long 

     maintained? Why not? 



    B. The Decision of the Apostles. vss. 2-4. 

 1.  The presentation of the matter to the church. Notice, in this connection, that we are not  

 told exactly how this matter was brought to the attention of the apostles.  The murmuring 

 somehow was directed to the apostles, though not at them. Notice, too, that the apostles 

 evidently see cause for action. This matter may not be allowed to disrupt the life of the 

 church. Whether the complaint as such was justifiable is not stated. The narrative would 

 seem to imply that it probably was, judging from the circumstances of the complaint as  

 well as from the fact that the apostles take definite action to remove all occasion for 

 complaint. At any rate, the complaint was present, whether justifiable or not; and the 

 apostles do not judge between the two parties, according to the narrative, but rather take 

 immediate steps to correct the occasion. 

     a. What, as far as the apostles were concerned, was evidently part of the occasion for  

     the trouble that arose? 

     b. Did the apostles feel that they could give more attention to the work of charity? Why  

     not? Was not this care of the poor widows an important part of the work of the church? 

     c. Though the question is not of great importance, it may probably be discussed to an 

     extent: considering the size of the church at this time, how could the entire multitude of 

     the disciples be called together? Would such a gathering be allowed in Solomon’s       

    Porch? Or were there, perhaps, various meetings, probably each under the direction of    

    one of the Twelve?        

     d. Why did the apostles call the matter to the attention of the church? 

 2. The decision: 

     a. Who were to choose the men whom the apostles wanted to assist in the work of the 

     daily ministration? 

  1) Is this the beginning of a democratic form of government in the church? 

   2) What is the relation between this choosing of qualified men and their 

  appointment to the office? Who appointed them? The people? The apostles? 

  Christ Himself?  

     b. What must be the qualifications of the men chosen? 

  1) Why must they be men of honest report? What is meant by “honest report”? 

  2) What is meant by “full of the Holy Ghost”? 

  3) What is meant by “wisdom”? Why is “wisdom” necessary to fulfill the duty 

  of deacon? What is the relation between being filled with the Holy Ghost and 

  being full of wisdom? 

     c. What, according to vss. 3 and 4, is to be the work of the men appointed, in  

     distinction from the work of the apostles? Does this also mean that the deacons are to 

     give their attention exclusively to “prayer, and to the ministry of the word”? 

     d. How is it to be explained that the apostles can, apparently without any direct 

     commandment from the Lord, institute this new office? Is this incident comparable to 

     their “presumption” in the appointment of Matthias? 

 

C. The Appointment and Ordination of the Seven. Vss. 5 and 6. 

      1. The appointment: 

           a. What was the reaction of the multitude to the apostles’ plan? 

           b. The seven men chosen: 

  1) Is there any special significance in the fact that seven were chosen? Cf. also 



  vs. 3. 

  2) Which two men are given special mention in the list of deacons, and what does 

  this indicate? 

  3) What do these apparently Grecian names indicate? 

      2. The ordination: 

           a. Who ordained the deacons, and why was this necessary? 

           b. What was the necessity of the prayer that is mentioned in vs. 6, and what can be said 

 as to the probable contents of this prayer? 

           c. What is the significance of the laying on of hands? 

 

D. The Significance of the Appointment of the Seven. Vss. 1-6. 

      In our questions, we have repeatedly referred to this event as the appointment and ordination 

of deacons, taking for granted, therefore, that these men were deacons, and that this is the 

beginning of the office of deacon in the church. If you have read the passage carefully, however, 

you will have noted that the term “deacons” does not occur here, and that we have more or less 

assumed something in using that term in this connection. And we may also state that the opinion 

that these men were deacons is by no means unanimous. For the sake of coming to a conclusion 

on this matter, I present here several explanations of this passage which have been given, and 

suggest that you discuss them: 

     1. The oldest view of the church holds that in this appointment of the seven we must see the 

      origin of the office of deacon. 

     2. The view (which is the very opposite of the first) that the service to which these men were 

      appointed involved no ecclesiastical office at all. Theirs was simply a business function, 

      and they were a sort of “committee” appointed to take care of this “business.” 

     3. The view that the function of the seven is the same as that of the elders mentioned in 

     Acts 11:29, 30. In that case, they were elders to whom the additional task of the daily 

     ministration was assigned. 

     4. The rather closely allied view that the office of the seven included that of elder and 

     deacon.  

     5. The view that the service of the seven was only temporary, and that their appointment 

     was an emergency measure for that special occasion. 

 

     In studying this question you should, of course, consult other passages of Scripture which 

speak of the deaconate, such as I Timothy 3:8-13. Bear in mind also that the Form of Ordination 

of Deacons mentions this passage from Acts 6. If Acts 6 does not speak of the deacons’ office, 

then we shall have to change it. 

     It may also be interesting and profitable in this connection to make a comparison between the 

work of these seven deacons and the work of the deacons in our own churches. Is their work 

comparable? Are our deacons occupied mainly with the so-called work of “charity” in our day? 

Or has their work frequently degenerated into the work of a kind of business office of the 

church? And if there is fault to find, how can this be remedied? What are the deacons to do, for 

example, if there are not many needy in a congregation? 

 

E. The Fruit of this Appointment. Vss. 7,8. 

     1. For the church at large. Note: What is recorded in vs. 7 is not necessarily a continuation 

     of the narrative about the deacons. It is at least partially connected, however. 



 a. What does vs. 7 indicate concerning the growth of the church and the preaching of the 

 gospel after this interruption by the dispute concerning the Grecian widows?  

 b. What is especially noted in vs. 7? Did this “secession” by large numbers of priests 

 have anything to do, perhaps, with the increased enmity of the Jews which followed? 

      2.  As to Stephen: 

 a. How is he described here? What does this description mean? 

 b. Is this of any significance as to the question whether the appointment of the deacons 

 met with divine approbation? 

 c. Did these wonders and miracles have any connection with his deacon’s office? 

 d. Were they of any significance, perhaps, as to the persecution of which Stephen became 

 the object?  

 

      (to be continued) 
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