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II.  The Martyrdom of Stephen: 

      A. The Occasion: 6:9-12 

 1. The dispute with Stephen: 

     a. What is the significance of the word “then” in vs. 9? Does it give any indication 

         of the real nature of the dispute and of the subject of the dispute? 

     b. Who were the disputants?  

         1) Identify these Libertines, Cyrenians, etc. 

         2) Why did they have separate synagogues in Jerusalem? 

         3) Why should Stephen come into contact with these particular men? 

         4) Who began the dispute, they or Stephen? 

         5) Is there any possible association between Saul and “them of Cilicia?” 

     c. What was the outcome of the dispute, vs. 10? 

         1) Why could they not resist Stephen? 

         2) Was this, then, a case of intellectual misunderstanding, of failing to be 

              convinced that Stephen was right, or was it again a spiritual, ethical issue, in 

              which they knew and understood the truth, but hated it and the man who 

   proclaimed it? 

           2.  Stephen captured and brought to the council, vss. 11, 12: 

     a. The suborning of men: 

         1) Why did they use other men as their tools in this matter? 

         2) How is this testimony of these men to be explained? Did these men deliberately 

              falsify Stephen’s words, or were they men who possibly actually believed that 

              Stephen spake differently of Moses and God than he should have, and of whom 

              the leaders took advantage? 

         3) Does this accusation of vs. 11 indicate anything of the contents of Stephen’s 

             preaching and answer to the disputants of. vs. 9? 

     b. The stirring up of the people: 

         1) Why did they stir up the people and the elders and the scribes? Why not simply 

              themselves go to the council and register a charge against Stephen? 

         2) Did the stirring up of the people have anything to do with the inciting of the 

             scribes and elders? 

         3) To what “council” was Stephen brought? Why was he not brought before the  

              Roman authorities at all? 

     c.  Why was Stephen the object of their persecution at this time, instead of one of 

           the apostles?  

 

     B. The Trial of Stephen.  6:13 to 7:57 

          1. The charge: 

    a. What charges were brought against Stephen? Is there any essential difference  

         between the charges mentioned here and those in vs. 11? 

    b. In what sense were these witnesses false? 

         1) Was the content of their testimony false? 



         2) Or was their interpretation of Stephen’s teachings false? 

                 c. To what do they refer in vs. 14 when they accuse Stephen of saying “that this 

          Jesus of Nazareth shall destroy this place”? Cf. Matt. 24; Mark 14:58, John 2:19 

      d. What was the charge in connection with the “customs” of Moses? 

          1) What were these customs? 

          2) Cf. Matt. 5:17; Matt. 15:1, ff. 

      e.  Again, do these charges reflect anything of the content of Stephen’s dispute in 

           vs. 9? 

      f. Was there any truth in the charges? Was there actually contradiction between the 

          position of Jesus and the Old Testament order of things? 

           2.  The appearance of Stephen, 6:15: 

     a. What is meant by the fact that Stephen’s face was as the face of an angel? How did 

         he look? 

     b. How is this appearance to be explained? 

         1) Was it a natural occurrence – the glow of a fanatic’s face, the light of natural 

              calmness? 

         2) Or was it a wonder of God? 

     c. What was the significance of this wonder? A wonder is also a sign: what was here 

          signified? 

         1) Was this merely in general a heavenly testimony of approval upon Stephen 

              publicly? 

         2) Or was it a reflection of the glory of “Jesus of Nazareth” and the glory of Moses? 

             Was it also therefore a testimony of the “vail upon their heart”? Confer II. Cor. 

             3:13-18; Exodus 34:29-35. 

     d. What should have been the reaction of the council (as those who claimed to be 

         faithful to Moses) when they received this striking testimony? Did this aggravate 

         their guilt also? Could they claim ignorance and innocence in the face of such 

         testimony? 

 3. Stephen’s defense: 7:1-57 

 

     Note: It is almost impossible to treat this defense of Stephen verse by verse, lest we 

     spend too much time on details. We may notice that: 

 

     a. Stephen follows the historical line, and gives a thorough review of the history from 

         Abraham over Moses and David to Christ.  

     b. Stephen traces: 

         1) The positive line of the covenant and the great wonder works of God in the Old 

             Dispensation. 

         2) The negative line of those who always rebelled and disobeyed and resisted the 

              Holy Ghost – the fathers of his accusers, who killed the prophets. 

     c. He does not ignore the accusation brought against him, but also traces the idea of the 

         true worship of God, the idea of the tabernacle and the temple, the apostacy of their 

         fathers from that tabernacle and temple, and lays much emphasis on Moses and the 

         history connected with him, showing at once that he does not oppose, but honors 

         Moses.  

 



We will divide the passage into various sections, and ask a few pertinent questions. For the rest  

you may raise various questions concerning the details in your societies. 

 

a. The history from Abraham to Joseph. 2-16 

    1) Harmonize the historical data given in 2-4 with that of the Old Testament, Gen. 11, 12. 

 a) Did the appearance of God mentioned here take place in Haran or in Ur? 

 b) Did Abraham go from Haran to Canaan after Terah’s death? Cf. Genesis 11:26,32; 

     Gen. 12:4. 

    2) How is the promise of God and the faith of Abraham emphasized in this passage? What 

        has this to do with Stephen’s defense against the accusations made? 

    3) Why the emphasis on the “covenant of circumcision” in vs. 8? Cf. vs. 51.  

    4) Joseph: 

 a) Why the emphasis on the envy of the brethren? With what does it stand in 

     contrast? vss. 9.10. 

 b) Vs. 14 mentions 75 souls; the Old Testament, 70: How is this to be explained? 

 c) What has this history to do with Stephen’s defense? 

 d) Harmonize vs. 16 with Gen. 50:13, Joshua 24:32, Genesis 23, and Genesis 33:19. 

b. The bondage and deliverance through Moses. 17-43. 

    1) Show how Stephen emphasizes the disobedience of the fathers to Moses. 

    2) Does this passage indicate anything as to Stephen’s own attitude toward Moses? 

    3) Trace the realization of the promise in this period. 

    4) Was there any temple when God appeared to Moses? Was the revelation of God and the 

        true worship of God limited, then, as to its essential nature, to an earthly tabernacle or 

        temple? Was the place where God appeared to Moses nevertheless holy, a sanctuary? 

        30-33. 

    5) Does not Stephen show that the temple as such was not essential to salvation, and that 

        the promise and salvation were long before the Old Testament temple and tabernacle? 

        God appears to Abraham; He is with Joseph in Egypt; He saves Israel through Moses – 

        all without a temple. 

    6) What is the idea of Stephen in vs. 37? Why the reference to the promise of a prophet 

        like unto Moses? 

    7) In the light of vss. 39-43, how must the sin of the golden calf be characterized? Was it an 

        isolated instance of idolatry, or a principal departure from the service of God that haunted 

        Israel all through their history, and developed? 

    8) Is that apostacy outside of God’s control, or is it, according to vss. 42, 43, according to 

        God’s own judgment? Cf. also Rom. 1:24, ff. 

c. The tabernacle and the temple. 44-50. 

    1) What is the main thought of this passage? 

 a) Is the earthly temple essential? What was its function in the old dispensation? 

 b) Or is the emphasis on the One Who dwells in the temple, and Who “dwelleth not in 

     temples made with hands”? 

   2) How does Stephen prove his point here? 

d. Conclusion: 52-53. 

   1) Is the accusation of Stephen in 51 a sudden and disconnected outburst, or does it follow 

        from his speech? 

   2) How does he connect the fathers’ slaying of the prophets and his accusers’ slaying of 



        Christ? Why is Christ here called the “Just One”? 

   3) Why does Stephen add the thought of vs. 53? Does the O.T. speak of this “disposition of 

        angels”? Cf. also Heb. 2:2; Gal. 3:19. 

4. Stephen’s death. vss. 54-60. 

   a. The end of the trial. 54-57. 

        1) What brought the sudden end to their willingness to hear Stephen?  Is this 

 characteristic of unbelief? 

        2) Did Stephen have a vision, or was this an actual appearance of Christ to him? 

        3) What was the purpose of this revelation? In the light of 6:15, could the council believe 

             Stephen’s testimony that he saw the glory of God and the person of Jesus? 

        4) What is the meaning of the fact that Stephen sees Jesus “standing” instead of “sitting” 

             at the right hand of God? 

        5) Was there a formal end to the trial? Why not? Of what is this sudden and informal end 

             of the trial an indication? 

   b. The stoning of Stephen. 58-60. 

        1) How is it to be explained that the Roman permission to execute a man was not obtained? 

        2) Did the Jews outwardly keep the law in this stoning? Why? Cf. Deut. 17:7. 

        3) Who was present at this stoning, and what part did he play in it? 7:58, 8:1. 

        4) Of what does Stephen’s prayer in vs. 59 remind us? 

        5) Why does Stephen pray “with a loud voice,” vs. 60? 

        6) Explain this last prayer of Stephen. Is it an instance of obedience to the injunction of 

            Christ in Matt. 5:44, ff.? Does Stephen pray here in the same way that Christ prayed on 

            the cross? 

        7) Was this prayer answered? Proof? 

        8) What does it mean that Stephen “fell asleep”? 
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