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Almighty God,
who didst inspire thy servant Luke the physician
to set forth in the Gospel
the love and healing power of thy Son:
Graciously continue in thy Church
the like love and power to heal,
to the praise and glory of thy Name;

through the same thy Son Jesus Christ our Lord,
who liveth and reigneth with thee,
in the unity of the Holy Spirit,
One God,
now and for ever.
Amen.

ST.LUKE’S SYMBOL
The symbols for the four Evangelists
originate from the four “living creatures”
that draw God’s throne-chariot in the vision
in Chapter 1 of the Book of Ezekiel and
reflected in Chapter 4 of the Book of
Revelation where they are referred to as the
four Seraphim. The symbols are usually
depicted with wings, following the Biblical
sources in Ezekiel and Revelation.
St.Luke is often symbolized as a winged
sacrificial ox or bull holding a gospel book.
This symbolism is taken from the Holy
Gospel according to St.Luke, which begins
with Zechariah sacrificing in the Temple and
which describes Christ’s sacrifice. Although
all four Gospels relate the story of Jesus’
passion and death, St.Luke’s focuses on
portraying this passion and death in a
sacrificial manner.

ST.LUKE THE PHYSICIAN
St.Luke was “the beloved physician” (Col 4:14), the only doctor
named in the New Testament and thus the first Christian physician on
record.

The occupation either means that he was a person of some wealth or
was a slave who had been educated to be someone’s personal
physician.
St.Luke uses more medical terms than any other New Testament
writer to describe illnesses and afflictions. For example, he does not
just say Publius' father was sick: he tells us in Acts 28:8:
It so happened that the father of Publius lay sick in bed with fever and
dysentery. Paul visited him and cured him by praying and putting his
hands on him.

He writes in Luke 14:2 that Jesus encountered a man with dropsy, or
“abnormal swelling of his body,” using the word hudropikos—a
common term in Greek medical literature that is found nowhere else
in the Bible.

ST.LUKE THE PHYSICIAN
It is likely that St.Luke used his medical
skills to keep St.Paul alive on some of
those times when he was beaten, stoned,
or half-drowned.
These medical skills, like St.Paul’s
tentmaking, may have contributed to his
livelihood; but his principal occupation
was the advancement of the Christian
mission.
As a physician he is identified with the
Church's healing ministry. Many Episcopal
hospitals are named St.Luke because he is
the patron saint of healing and the healing
professions.
St.Luke, shown holding a book representing his Gospel with a
plant representing healing herbs in his other hand in a
stained glass window, St.John's Episcopal Church, Stamford, CT

ST.LUKE THE WRITER
St.Luke is one of the Four Evangelists
traditionally ascribed as authors of
the canonical Gospels. The old titles
of the four Gospels do not use the
genitive of possession, but the
preposition translated as “according
to,” signifying that each Evangelist
sets forth the one “Gospel of God”
according to his own capacity, but not
in the sense of creating his own story.

The Early Church Fathers
also
ascribed to him authorship of the
Acts of the Apostles. This means that
St.Luke contributed over a quarter of
the New Testament, more than any
other author including St.Paul.
St.Luke. stained glass window,
St.Luke’s Episcopal Church, Hudson, MA

ST.LUKE A POSSIBLE GENTILE
St.Luke’s writings are very much in the Greek
tradition. The author of the Holy Gospel
according to St.Luke had a cultivated literary
background and wrote in good idiomatic Greek.
His literary style and the range of his vocabulary
mark him as an educated man.
St.Luke is commonly thought to be the only nonJewish New Testament writer. His writings place
Christ’s life and the early Church’s development
in the larger context of the Roman Empire and
society.

St.Luke
in a medieval Armenian illumination
by Toros Roslin

The theology of Luke-Acts points to a
Gentile Christian writing for a Gentile audience,
although one must remember that Luke-Acts is
directed to a community made up of both Jewish
and Gentile Christians because there is stress on
the Gentile mission’s scriptural roots.

ST.LUKE A POSSIBLE GENTILE
Unlike
St.Matthew,
St.Luke
makes
few
references
to
Old
Testament
quotations,
and he explains Jewish
traditions. He emphasizes
that the Gospel message
is addressed to all
peoples,
including
Gentiles.
His writings do focus on
Jerusalem and on the
Temple. He begins and
ends in the Temple, and
chapters 9-19 portray
Jesus as journeying from
Galilee to Jerusalem.
Luke the Evangelist, 1550,
by Crispijn van de Passe de Oude

ST.LUKE A POSSIBLE GENTILE
St.Luke's name—of Latin
origin—indicates that he
apparently was not of
Jewish derivation.
The earliest surviving
testimony describes him as
a Syrian from Antioch,
possibly born to pagan
parents.
His
abundant
acquaintance with the
Antiochean Church, as well
as his knowledge of
literary
Greek,
both
illustrated in his writings,
supports this hypothesis.

THE NAME “LUKE” IN THE BIBLE
The name “Luke” only appears three
times in Scripture and always in
conjunction with Pauline greetings:
Luke, the beloved physician, and Demas
greet you. (Colossians 4:14)
Epaphras, my fellow prisoner in Christ
Jesus, sends greetings to you, and so do
Mark, Aristarchus, Demas, and Luke,
my fellow workers. (Philemon 1:23-24)
Only Luke is with me. Get Mark and
bring him with you, for he is useful in
my ministry. (2 Timothy 4:11)

St.Luke stays with St.Paul through thick
and thin and, according to 2 Timothy, he
alone is with the Apostle at the time of
his last correspondence.

ST.LUKE THE MISSIONARY
It is possible that St.Luke was one of St.Paul’s travel companions. In
his letter to the Colossians, St.Paul relays greetings to the
community from several of his companions, including a physician
named Luke. From the earliest centuries, many believe this
companion to be the Evangelist.
This Luke accompanied St.Paul on his second missionary trip from
Troas to Philippi, and on the third missionary trip from Philippi to
Jerusalem. He also went with St.Paul to Rome.

ST.LUKE THE MISSIONARY
“Luke” is mentioned in St.Paul’s letters as the latter’s “coworker.” The
designation identifies him as one of a professional cadre of itinerant
Christian “workers,” many of whom were teachers and preachers.

St.Luke traveled with St.Paul as they evangelized Greece and Rome.
He was there for the shipwreck and other perils of the voyage to
Rome.
As a close companion of St.Paul, St.Luke may have had more to do
with evangelizing the Roman empire than we know.
The four “we passages” in Acts (the sections where the author is
suddenly included among St.Paul’s companions and thus explicitly
claims to have been present at the events he describes) are :
Acts 16:10-17
Acts 20:5-15
Acts 21:1-18
Acts 28:1-16

ST.LUKE WITH ST.PAUL
The “we passages” place the author with
St.Paul during his initial mission into Greece—i.e.,
as far as Philippi in Macedonia (c.51). St.Luke
later rejoins St.Paul in Macedonia and
accompanies him on his final journey to
Jerusalem (c.58).
After St.Paul’s arrest in that city and during his
extended detention in nearby Caesarea, St.Luke
may have spent considerable time in Palestine
working with the Apostle as the occasion allowed
and gathering materials for his future two-volume
literary work, the Holy Gospel according to
St.Luke and the Acts of the Apostles.
Two years later he appears with St.Paul on his
prison voyage from Caesarea to Rome and again,
according to St.Paul’s 2nd Letter to Timothy, he is
with the Apostle at the time of his martyrdom in
the imperial city (c.66).

Luke paints the Madonna and the Baby Jesus, 1532, by Maarten van Heemskerck

ST.LUKE THE PROPORTED PAINTER
St.Luke is sometimes pictured as a painter making Christ known
through art. Legend has that he was also a painter who did portraits
of Jesus and His Mother, but none have ever been correctly
attributed to him. This story has led artists to his patronage of them.
The Eastern Church calls him the original “iconographer,”
responsible for writing the first icon of the Blessed Virgin Mary.
Many painters throughout the centuries have depicted this scene by
placing St.Luke in front of an easel, working on a portrait of the
Blessed Mother holding the Child Jesus.

ST.LUKE THE PROPORTED PAINTER
The Gospel attributed to
St.Luke contains not one word
about
the
painting
or
veneration of icons.
Not one of the icons attributed
to St.Luke is in a style remotely
connected to the 1st century.
The notion that St.Luke painted
an icon of the Blessed Virgin
Mary first appeared during the
Iconoclast controversy in the 8th
century, created by those
favoring icon veneration.
Luke the Evangelist painting the first icon of
the Blessed Virgin Mary in a 16th-century
Russian version showing a copy
of the Theotokos of Vladimir

FAMOUS ICONS ATTRIBUTED TO ST.LUKE
Our Lady of
Vladimir,
said to have
been painted
by St.Luke on
a board
taken from a
table used by
Jesus and his
family.

Our Lady of
Czestochowa

Salus Populi
Romani

Our Lady of
Perpetual Help

THE 3RD GOSPEL

The Gospel according to St.Luke is one of the three synoptic Gospels.
“Synoptic” means to see (optic) the same (syn). The Gospels
according to St.Mark, St.Matthew, and St.Luke all include much of the
same material—miracles, teachings, sayings—and for this reason are
similar. However, they all ultimately offer a different portrait of Jesus.

AUTHOR OF THE 3RD GOSPEL AND ACTS
The writer of the
Gospel according
to St.Luke and the
Book of Acts does
not give his name
in his writings.
Except
for
Nehemiah,
no
Biblical writer of a
narrative
book
does.

St.Luke,
Stained Glass Detail,
White Abbey,
Kildare,
Ireland.

AUTHOR OF THE THIRD GOSPEL AND ACTS
The author of Luke-Acts was educated, a
man of means, probably urban, and
someone who respected manual work,
although not a worker himself. This is
significant, because more high-brow
writers of the time looked down on the
artisans and small business-people who
made up the Early Church and were
presumably St.Luke's audience.
None of St.Paul’s letters claim that St.Luke
wrote them, but similarities in language
and theology between Luke-Acts and the
pastoral epistles (1 Timothy, 2 Timothy,
and Titus) have led some to argue that
St.Luke
was
in
fact
one
of
St.Paul’s amanuensi. However, this
argument is purely conjecture. There’s
simply not enough evidence to support
(or necessarily refute) this claim.

AUTHOR OF THE THIRD GOSPEL AND ACTS
If one accepts that St.Luke was indeed the author of
the Gospel bearing his name and also of the Acts of
the Apostles, certain details of his personal life can be
reasonably assumed. While he does exclude himself
from those who were eyewitnesses to Jesus' ministry,
he repeatedly uses the word “we” in describing the
Pauline missions in the Acts of the Apostles, indicating
that he was personally there at those times.

There is similar evidence that St.Luke resided in Troas,
the province which included the ruins of ancient Troy,
in that he writes in the Acts of the Apostles in the third
person about St.Paul and his travels until they get to
Troas, where he switches to the first person plural. The
“we” section of Acts continues until the group leaves
Philippi, when his writing goes back to the third
person. This change happens again when the group
returns to Philippi. St.Luke never stated, however, that
he lived in Troas, and this is the only evidence that he
did.

ST.LUKE THE PROBABLE AUTHOR OF THE 3RD GOSPEL
The
oldest
surviving
manuscript of the Holy
Gospel
according
to
St.Luke—The
Papyrus
Bodmer XIV, from around
200—ends with
The Gospel according to
Luke.

Irenaeus, a cleric who lived
around 130–202, recorded
in Book 3 of Against
Heresies the author of each
of the four Gospels,
including this one:
Luke also, the companion
of Paul, recorded in a book
the Gospel preached by
him.

ST.LUKE THE PROBABLE AUTHOR OF THE 3RD GOSPEL
Irenaeus was a pupil of
Polycarp, who had known
the Apostle John, writes,
Luke also, the companion
of Paul, recorded in a book
the gospel preached by
him.

This stayment, coming from
a pupil of the Apostle John’s
pupil, is important. Because
of his many travels and
intimate acquaintance with
almost the entire Church
leadership of his day, what
he
says
about
the
authorship of the Holy
Gospel according to St.Luke
must
be
considered
significant.

ST.LUKE THE PROBABLE AUTHOR OF THE 3RD GOSPEL
Tertullian referred to St.Luke as “apostolic.”
In Against Marcion, he claims that St.Luke
was the author of the Gospel that bears his
name:
Of the apostles, therefore, John and Matthew
first instill faith into us; while of apostolic men,
Luke and Mark renew it afterwards.

In Paedagogues, Clement of Alexandria, who
lived from about 150–215, refers to passages
in the Holy Gospel according to St.Luke as
things St.Luke said.

St.Luke, 1621,
by Guido Reni

Origen of Alexandria, who lived around 184253, wrote about the origins of each of the
four Gospels in his commentary on
St.Matthew’s:
And third, was that according to Luke, the
Gospel commended by Paul, which he
composed for the converts from the Gentiles.

ST.LUKE THE PROBABLE AUTHOR OF THE 3RD GOSPEL
The Muratorian fragment—possibly
the oldest surviving list of the
Biblical canon—lists St.Luke as the
author.
Eusebius of Caesarea, the father of
Church history with access to
countless ancient books, was
arguably the best equipped to
provide an alternative author, but
he never suggested that anyone
other than St.Luke wrote this
Gospel.

St.Luke in the head-piece of an
Armenian Gospel manuscript from 1609

SOURCES OF THE 3RD GOSPEL
St.Luke was not an eyewitness to Jesus’ ministry, but according to his
own writings, he was “investigating everything carefully from the
very first, to write an orderly account” (Luke 1:1). Most modern
scholars agree that the main sources for St.Luke’s Gospel were:
(a) the Holy Gospel according to St.Mark—about 41%. St.Luke both
expanded St.Mark and refined his grammar and syntax, as St.Mark's
Greek writing is less elegant. Most of St.Mark’s Gospel is included in
the Holy Gospel according to St.Luke, as this was one of St.Luke’s main
sources. However, not all of St.Mark’s stories are presented in the same
chronology or in exactly the same way as we find in St.Mark’s.
(b) a hypothetical sayings collection called the Q source—about 23%.
Some of this material also appears in St.Mathew’s Gospel. Some
scholars have postulated that Q is actually a plurality of sources, some
written and some oral.
(c) the L (for Luke) source—about 35%. This is material found in no
other Gospel. Scholars have surmised that this source may have been
Mary, the mother of Jesus, and her closest friends, all of whom knew
Jesus intimately.

SOURCES OF THE 3RD GOSPEL
The author of the Holy
Gospel according to St.Luke
based much of this work on
St.Paul’s teachings and
writings and the author’s
own experiences.

St.Luke’s Gospel included
other material only the
author had access to. This
allowed him to include
some stories only found in
this Gospel, beloved stories
such as the parable of the
prodigal son, the parable of
the Good Samaritan, and
the disciples on the road to
Emmaus, to name a few.

SOURCES OF THE 3RD GOSPEL
St.Luke’s uniqueness is seen in his
detailed description of the birth of
Jesus from Blessed Virgin Mary's
point of view, possibly deriving
from details given him by her. His
is one of only two Gospels that
includes an infancy narrative, the
other being the Holy Gospel
according to St.Matthew.
Jesus’ mother is especially
important in his Gospel. It is in his
Gospel that we have the texts of
the earliest Christian canticles, the
Magnificat, the Benedictus, and
the Nunc dimittis (now sometimes
called the Song of Mary, the Song
of Zachariah, and the Song of
Simeon).

SOURCES OF THE 3RD GOSPEL
It is only in the Holy Gospel
according to St.Luke that the story
of Mary's Annunciation, her visit
to Elizabeth, the Magnificat, the
Presentation,
and
Jesus'
remaining in Jerusalem are told.
In his Gospel we learn the words
the angel spoke to the Blessed
Virgin Mary at the Annunciation,
“Hail Mary, full of grace” and
Elizabeth's words to Mary,
“Blessed are you and blessed is
the fruit of your womb, Jesus.”

St.Luke illustration from the St. Riquier
Gospels published during the Carolinginan
Renaissance of Charlemagne around 800

THE HOLY GOSPEL ACCORDING TO ST.LUKE
The Holy Gospel according to
St.Luke pulled back the curtain on
the young Jesus more than any
other Gospel writer. Without it we
would not know anything about
the boy Jesus' thinking.
It stresses the importance of
evangelizing to the Gentiles. We
hear Jesus praising the faith of
Gentiles such as the widow of
Zarephath and Naaman the Syrian
(Lk.4:25-27), and we hear the story
of the one grateful leper who is a
Samaritan (Lk.17:11-19). Only
St.Luke’s Gospel has the parables
about the Good Samaritan.

THE HOLY GOSPEL ACCORDING TO ST.LUKE
In the Gospel according to St.Luke, we
find an emphasis on the human love of
Christ, on His compassion for sinners
and for suffering and unhappy persons,
for outcasts such as the Samaritans, tax
collectors, lepers, shepherds (not a
respected profession), and for the
poor.

Material found in the Gospel according
to St.Luke and not elsewhere includes
three of the sayings of Christ on the
Cross: “Father, forgive them,” “Thou
shalt be with me in Paradise,” and
“Father, into thy hands I commend my
spirit.”

St.Luke, 1570-71, by Giorgio Vasa

THE HOLY GOSPEL ACCORDING TO ST.LUKE
Among things that only St.Luke records are these passages:
The Birth of John the Baptist Foretold (1:5-25)
The Birth of Jesus Foretold (1:26-38)
The Visitation (1:39-56)
The Birth of John the Baptist (1:57-80)
The Circumcision and Presentation of Jesus (2:21-40)
The Finding in the Temple (2:41-52)
The Widow of Nain’s Son (7:11-17)
The Mission of the Seventy (10:01-20)
The Good Samaritan (10:29-37)
“Mary has chosen the good portion” (10:38-42)
The Friend at Midnight (11:5-8)
The Parable of the Rich Fool (12:13-21)
The Parable of the Lost Coin (15:8-10)
The Parable of the Lost Son (15:11-32)
The Parable of the Shrewd Steward (16:1-8)
Lazarus and the Rich Man (16:19-31)
Ten Lepers Cleansed (17:11-19)
The Parable of the Persistent Widow (18:1-8)
The Parable of the Pharisee and the Tax Collector (18:9-14)
Dinner with Zacchaeus (19:1-10)
Who Is the Greatest? (22:24-32)
Jesus Before Herod Antipas (23:6-12)

THE HOLY GOSPEL ACCORDING TO ST.LUKE
Unlike the Jewish writings,
women have an important
place in St.Luke’s Gospel. His
Gospel gives special emphasis
to the worth and status of
women and emphasizes the
role of women in Christ's
ministry more than the other
Gospel writings.
St.Luke writes about the
women who accompanied
Jesus,
such
as
Mary
Magdalene, Joanna, Susanna,
and Martha and Mary and
many other women who used
their own resources to help
Jesus and his disciples.
St.Luke, c.1610-14, by El Greco’s workshop

ST.LUKE THE PROBABLE AUTHOR OF THE BOOK OF ACTS

The title “Acts of the Apostles” was first used by St.Irenaeus in the late 2nd
century. We do not know whether this was an existing title or one invented
by St.Irenaeus; it does seem clear that it was not given by the author.

It is the earliest history of the Church covering a period stretching from 33 to
60. In this book we find the early Christian community poised from the start
to carry out its commission, confident and aware of Divine guidance. We see
how the early Christians at first preached only to Jews, then to Samaritans (a
borderline case), then to outright Gentiles like Cornelius, and finally explicitly
recognized that Gentiles and Jews are called on equal terms to the service
and fellowship of Christ.

THE ACTS OF THE APOSTLES
St.Luke is also thought to be the author of
the Acts of the Apostles, a book which
continues the story where the Gospel
according to St.Luke leaves off. There is
much continuity between the books as
many of the same themes found in the
Gospel are also developed in Acts.

We also see the Apostles performing many
of the same miracles we saw Jesus perform
in the Gospel, highlighting the connection
between their ministry and Jesus’.
In addition to St.Luke’s personal
experiences, there are three individuals
who likely served as major sources for Acts:
Peter (featured in Acts 1-6 and 9-12)
Philip the Evangelist (featured in Acts 8)
Paul (featured in Acts 9, 11, and 13-28)

THE PROBABLE AUTHOR OF THE BOOK OF ACTS
There are similarities in style, language, and themes throughout the
3rd Gospel and Acts
The opening sentence of Acts addresses the same person written to
in the 3rd Gospel—Theophilus—and refers to “my former book.” This
makes a pretty convincing case that the same person wrote both the
Holy Gospel according to St.Luke and the Acts of the Apostles.
In Stromata, Clement of Alexandria writes:
It remains that we understand, then, the Unknown, by divine grace, and
by the word alone that proceeds from Him; as Luke in the Acts of the
Apostles relates that Paul said, ‘Men of Athens, I perceive that in all
things you are too superstitious. . . .’

Between these two books, St.Luke wrote a whopping 27.5 % of the
New Testament—more than anyone else, including St.Paul.

St.Luke begins his Gospel with a preface addressed respectfully to
“most excellent Theophilus,” but he begins Acts differently. No longer
does he address his literary patron as Most Excellent but merely as “O
Theophilus.” If this is not simply a literary device, they may have
become closer.
The name means friend of God, or (be)loved by God, or loving God
and could mean any Christian, though most interpreters consider it a
reference to a Christian convert. It was both a common name and an
honorary title among learned Romans and Jews of the era.

AUTHORSHIP OF THE 3RD GOSPEL AND ACTS
The Gospel and Acts were perhaps tagged with the name Luke when
they were deposited in the library of the author’s patron, Theophilus.
Within a century there was a widespread and undisputed tradition
identifying this St.Luke with an otherwise insignificant physician and
colleague of St.Paul.
Those questioning St.Luke’s authorship point to the fact that the
theological emphases of the Holy Gospel according to St.Luke and the
Acts of the Apostles differ considerably from those of St.Paul’s
writings and that the description of the Council of Jerusalem (Acts 15)
is divergent from the description of the conference in the 2nd chapter
of St.Paul’s Letter to the Galatians. Those objections are based upon
the assumption that St.Luke was St.Paul’s disciple (and would,
therefore, reflect his theology) and upon the traditional identification
of Acts 15 with the conference in Galatians 2. Both of those premises
may be mistaken.
A more serious objection is the difference between the portrait of
St.Paul in Acts and the impression one receives of him in his letters.

DATING THE WRITINGS
In the Book of Acts St.Luke does not mention Nero’s persecution of Christians
(64), the deaths of Saints James, Peter, Paul (early-mid 60s), the siege of
Jerusalem, or the destruction of the Temple in Jerusalem (70).

This indicates the Book of Acts was written in the late 50s or early 60s. Since
Acts was written after the Gospel of St.Luke, then the Gospel must have been
written sometime in the 50s.
Most scholars now date the combined work’s composition to around 80–110,
and there is evidence that it was still being revised well into the 2nd century.
St.Luke never met Jesus. In fact, none of the Evangelists did. After the
Resurrection, the Apostles went out to preach the good news, as instructed
by Jesus, handing on stories of His miracles, sayings, teachings, and most
importantly, His Passion, Death, and Resurrection, to the new Christian
communities they founded. It was not until after the first Apostles began to
die that the next generation of Christians began writing down some of the
material they had received.

DATING THE WRITINGS
St.Luke makes many casual references throughout
his writings (especially in Acts) to local customs
and practices, often with demonstrable and
noteworthy precision. To mention just one
example, he refers to two centurions by name,
(Cornelius in Acts 10 and Julius in Acts 27), and he
calls them both by nomen only, rather than by
nomen and cognomen (Sergius Paulus in Acts 13:7)
or cognomen only (Gallio in Acts 18:12), as he does
when speaking of civilian officials. It is a distinction
that would have been routine at the time that
St.Luke is writing about, but one that had largely
died out by the year 70.
His preserving it shows either that
(1) he wrote fairly close to the events he
described, or
(2) he was describing persons and events on
which he had good information, or
(3) he was an expert historical novelist, with an
ear for the authentic-sounding detail.

DATE FOR THE COMPOSITION OF LUKE-ACTS
The most probable date for the composition
of Luke-Acts is around AD 80–110, and there
is evidence that it was still being revised well
into the 2nd century.
The earliest possible date for Luke-Acts is
around 62, the time of St.Paul's
imprisonment in Rome, but most scholars
date the work to 80–90 on the grounds that
it uses the Gospel according to St.Mark as a
source, hints at Jerusalem’s destruction, and
does not show any awareness of St.Paul’s
letters (which began circulating late in the
1st century).
If it does show awareness of the Pauline
epistles and also of the Jewish historian
Josephus’ work, as some believe, then a
date in the early 2nd century is possible.

SCHOLARLY ASSESSMENT OF ST.LUKE’S WRITING
The style of St.Luke’s Gospel is superior to any N.T.
writing except Hebrews. Joseph Ernest Renan
(1823-92) says in his Les Évangiles et la Seconde
Génération Chrétienne that the Gospel is the most
beautiful book ever written.
Luke Timothy Johnson (born 1943), an American
New Testament scholar and historian of Early
Christianity at Emory University, argues:
Luke’s account is selected and shaped to suit his
apologetic interests, not in defiance of but in
conformity to ancient standards of historiography.

E.M.Blaiklock (1903-83),
classics professor, writes:

Auckland

University

For accuracy of detail, and for evocation of
atmosphere, Luke stands, in fact, with Thucydides.
The Acts of the Apostles is not shoddy product of
pious imagining, but a trustworthy record. . . .

ST.LUKE’S DEATH
Though some claim that St.Luke
was martyred after St.Paul’s
death, others say he lived a long
life, dying at the age of 84 after
settling in Greece to write his
Gospel.
A document called the AntiMarcionite Prologue, which dates
from the end of the 2nd century,
says that St.Luke died unmarried
in Boeotia or Bithynia at the age
of 84 toward the end of the 1st
century.
He is believed to have been a
martyr, reportedly having been
hanged from an olive tree.
St.Luke, 1886-94, by James Tissot

