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The Book of Acts was not really written by Luke, the gospel author.  

I offer THREE PROOFS.
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The FIRST PROOF comes from the very introduction itself.

Suppose your name is JOHN SMITH.  You are a businessman and I am one of your suppliers.  In all my correspondence with you, I always address you as MR. SMITH as a matter of courtesy.  One time you received a letter from me, and in that letter you were addressed as JOHN, not MR. SMITH. 

Would that not make you wonder if that letter did really come from me and not from somebody else?  Or perhaps somebody simply used my name out of malice? 

Similarly, in the introduction of the Gospel of Luke, the author used an honorific “MOST EXCELLENT” in addressing Theophilus.  

This is how the Gospel of Luke said it in Chapter 1, Verse 3:

I too decided, after investigating everything carefully from the very first, to write an orderly account for you, MOST EXCELLENT Theophilus. 

I could assume each time Luke wrote a letter to Theophilus, the honorific “MOST EXCELLENT” would always be there attached to his name, not as a matter of personal choice or habit, more than out of courtesy when addressing a person of high status. 

HOWEVER, in the Book of Acts, the honorific “MOST EXCELLENT” was glaringly missing.  

This is how Acts said it in its opening sentence:

In my former book, Theophilus, I wrote about all that Jesus began to do and to teach.

I repeat: In my former book, Theophilus, I wrote about all that Jesus began to do and to teach.

There is no more that honorific “MOST EXCELLENT” in it, yes?

Did, at the time Luke was submitting his finished work to Theophilus, Theophilus cease becoming a man of prominent position that he did not deserve to be called “MOST EXCELLENT” anymore?

Or the truth is: The person or persons who were behind Acts did not perfect the crime when they misappropriated the name of Luke from the gospel, not knowing that if they left behind the honorific “MOST EXCELLENT,” they would be found out? 
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The SECOND PROOF comes from the account of Jesus’ ASCENSION.

The Gospel of Luke places the Ascension on Easter Sunday within the same day that Jesus resurrected. 

HOWEVER, in the Book of Acts, the supposedly SAME AUTHOR puts Jesus’ Ascension FORTY DAYS LATER.

This is how the Book of Acts said it in Chapter 1, Verse 4:

He appeared to them over a period of FORTY DAYS and spoke about the kingdom of God.

Within the same day as against 40 days later are too way far off from each other, isn’t it?

And nowhere in the gospel of the three other authors—Matthew, Mark, and John—did any of them put Jesus’ Ascension 40 days later, only in the Book of Acts.

The discrepancy may be understandable and forgivable if the accounts were made by TWO DIFFERENT PERSONS.  But that is not the case, right?

The two accounts were said to have been made by ONE AND SAME PERSON—Luke—the writer of the gospel who is said to be also the writer of Acts. 

The ASCENSION of Jesus is one of the most important events in the life of Jesus deserving of most serious attention and accurate details when reporting about it.

And yet it seems the author considered it as something trifle that he didn’t care if what he told in the previous book did not match with his current book.

And so I ask: “Is the LUKE OF ACTS really the same person as the LUKE OF THE GOSPEL?” 
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The THIRD PROOF comes from the traveling companion of Paul, with a name of Luke.

Both the church and the scholars identified Luke, the Gospel Author, to be the same person with the name of Luke in Acts who was a traveling companion of Paul.

I’m just curious: “If the Gospel Author Luke is really that same companion of Paul in his travels, it is a great surprise that Paul knew nothing much about the many teachings of Jesus.” 

It makes you wonder: “What do Luke and Paul really talk about most of the time when they’re together in their long travels?” 

Knowing that Luke, his traveling companion, was the author of the Gospel of Jesus, didn’t Paul ever think of asking Luke about the many teachings of Jesus?

Or he was too conceited to ask as not to undermine his claim that his gospel was not received from any man, nor was he taught it, rather, he received it by revelation from Jesus Christ?

Paul’s lack of knowledge about Jesus and his teachings is very evident in Acts Chapter 20, Verse 35, where Paul said:

In everything I did, I showed you that by this kind of hard work we must help the weak, remembering the words the Lord Jesus himself said: ‘IT IS MORE BLESSED TO GIVE THAN TO RECEIVE.’”

I REPEAT:  remembering the words the Lord Jesus himself said: ‘IT IS MORE BLESSED TO GIVE THAN TO RECEIVE.’”

Did Jesus really say that?  Did Jesus really say: “It is more blessed to give than to receive?”

That is a very NOTEWORTHY SAYING that the gospel writers should have never missed putting it in their gospels, right?

It is a great crime if they have missed it. 

And yet, nowhere could you find it in any of the four gospels in the New Testament, right?

In spite of it, Luke still set it down in Acts as if Jesus did really say it.

“Is this LUKE OF ACTS really the same LUKE OF THE GOSPEL?”

I tell you, if only Paul knew much about the teachings of Jesus, he would not have said many of the things he had said in his epistles that were contrary to the many CORE TEACHINGS of Jesus. 

INVERSELY, if truly the Gospel Author Luke is the same companion of Paul in his travels, it is a great surprise also that Luke knew nothing much about the many theological teachings of Paul which did not find print in his writing of Acts, like Paul’s “JUSTIFICATION BY FAITH.”

Acts is seemingly complete with all the details about Paul’s missionary journeys but miserably lacking in any of Paul’s theology, not to mention the many incompatibilities between the Paul of the Epistles and the Paul of Acts.  

It makes you wonder again, “What do Luke and Paul really talk about most of the time when they’re together in their long travels?”

Or the truth is: “That traveling companion of Paul
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