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Who Wrote The Of Acts In The
Bible

Unveiling the Authorship: Who Wrote The Book
Of Acts In The Bible?

The Book of Acts, often called the Acts of the Apostles, is one of the most
dynamic and historically rich books in the New Testament. It chronicles the birth
and early expansion of the Christian church, the spread of the Gospel from
Jerusalem to Rome, and the pivotal ministry of Peter and Paul. But for centuries,
readers and scholars have asked a foundational question: who wrote the Book
of Acts in the Bible? Understanding its authorship is not merely an academic
exercise; it sheds light on the book’s reliability, theological emphasis, and
historioal context. In this.article, we will explore the traditional view, internal
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evidence, external testimony, and modern scholarly perspectives to answer this
compelling question.

The answer, supported by early church tradition and internal clues, is that the
same person who authored the Gospel of Luke also wrote the Book of Acts. That
individual is Luke the physician, a traveling companion of the Apostle Paul. But
to fully grasp why Luke is considered the author, we must examine the evidence
step by step.

The Continuity Between Luke and Acts

One of the strongest arguments for Lukan authorship is the clear literary and
theological connection between the Gospel of Luke and the Book of Acts. Both
books are addressed to the same person, Theophilus (Luke 1:3; Acts 1:1). The
opening verse of Acts states: “In my former book, Theophilus, I wrote about all
that Jesus began to do and to teach.” The “former book” is unmistakably the
Gospel of Luke. The author then picks up the narrative exactly where Luke’s
Gospel ended—with the ascension of Jesus. This seamless transition strongly
implies a single author writing a two-volume work.
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Furthermore, the writing style, vocabulary, and theological themes (such as the
role of the Holy Spirit, prayer, and universal salvation) are consistent between
both volumes. For example, both books emphasize Jesus as the Savior for all
people, highlight the activity of the Holy Spirit, and pay careful attention to
prayer. Scholars who analyze the Greek text note similar literary techniques,
such as the use of medical terminology, which aligns with Luke’s profession as a
physician (Colossians 4:14).

Early Church Tradition and External Witnesses

Beyond internal evidence, early Christian writings consistently attribute both the
Gospel of Luke and the Acts of the Apostles to Luke. The earliest explicit
statement comes from Irenaeus of Lyons (around 180 AD), who wrote in
Against Heresies that Luke, the companion of Paul, recorded the Gospel and the
Acts. Other early church fathers, such as Clement of Alexandria, Tertullian,
and Origen, also affirm Luke as the author. The Muratorian Canon, a second-
century list of New Testament books, similarly states that Luke wrote the Acts.
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to invent Luke as an author. Luke was not an apostle; he was a relatively obscure
figure. If the church had wanted to lend apostolic authority to Acts, they would
have attributed it to Peter or Paul. Instead, they named a second-generation
Christian who was Paul’s companion—a sign that the tradition is reliable.

Internal Clues: The “We” Passages

Perhaps the most fascinating piece of evidence comes from certain sections in
Acts where the narrative abruptly shifts from third-person (“they”) to first-person
plural (“we”). These are known as the “we passages.” For instance, in Acts
16:10, after Paul receives a vision of a man from Macedonia, the text says: “We
immediately made efforts to set sail for Macedonia, concluding that God had
called us to preach the gospel to them.” The use of “we” continues throughout
that journey and reappears in later chapters (20:5-15; 21:1-18; 27:1-28:16).

The most natural explanation is that the author was physically present with Paul
during these events. Since the author is clearly someone other than Paul (the
narrative refers to Paul in the third person), and the “we” passages match the
itinerary of Paul’s missionary journeys, it is logical that the author was one of
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Paul’s traveling companions. Among those companions, only a few are named in
the New Testament. Luke fits perfectly: he was with Paul during his
imprisonment in Rome (Colossians 4:14; Philemon 1:24; 2 Timothy 4:11).
Moreover, the style of the “we” sections does not differ substantially from the
rest of Acts, confirming a single author.

The Identity of Luke the Physician

So who was Luke? He is mentioned only three times in the New Testament. Paul
calls him “the beloved physician” in Colossians 4:14. In Philemon 1:24, Paul lists
Luke among his fellow workers. In 2 Timothy 4:11, Paul writes, “Only Luke is
with me.” From these references, we learn that Luke was a medical doctor, a
close friend and coworker of Paul, and remained faithful even during Paul’s final
imprisonment.

Luke was likely a Gentile Christian. In Colossians 4:10-14, Paul separates his
Jewish coworkers from the Gentiles—and Luke appears in the Gentile list. This is
significant because it means the only Gentile author in the New Testament wrote
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explains his attention to detail, his interest in healings, and his use of medical
vocabulary (e.g., the technical description of the fever in Luke 4:38 or the
description of the crippled man in Acts 3:7-8).

What About Other Theories of Authorship?

While the traditional view is overwhelming, some modern scholars have
questioned it. A minority suggest that Acts was written by an unknown,
anonymous author later in the first century (around AD 80-90). They point to
perceived historical inaccuracies or theological developments that they argue do
not fit Luke’s lifetime. However, these objections are largely based on skeptical
assumptions rather than concrete evidence. The “we passages” are especially
hard to explain if the author was not an eyewitness. Furthermore, the early
church tradition is unanimous, and no other candidate has been seriously
proposed.

Another theory is that Luke may have used sources, including a travel diary, but
that does not contradict his overall authorship. Some have proposed that Silas or
Timothy wrote parts of Acts, but again, the unified style and the consistency of
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the “we” sections point back to Luke.

The Historical and Theological Importance of Luke’s
Authorship

Knowing that Luke wrote the Book of Acts gives us confidence in its historical
reliability. Luke was a careful historian. In his Gospel, he stated that he had
“investigated everything carefully from the beginning” (Luke 1:3). The same
meticulous approach is evident in Acts. Luke records specific geographical
details, political titles (e.g., “proconsul” in Acts 13:7, “praetorian guard” in Acts
28:16), and historical events that have been confirmed by archaeology. For
example, the accuracy of the titles of officials in various cities (like the
“politarchs” in Thessalonica in Acts 17:6) was once questioned but later proven
correct by inscriptions. Such precision bespeaks an author who was either an
eyewitness or had access to reliable sources—or both.

Theologically, Luke’s authorship explains the book’s emphasis on the universal
scope of the Gospel. As a Gentile, Luke highlights the inclusion of Gentiles into
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barriers between Jews and Gentiles, rich and poor, men and women. It also
underscores the sovereignty of God in guiding the church’s mission despite
persecution. These themes are deeply connected to Luke’s own identity and his
relationship with Paul, the apostle to the Gentiles.

When Was Acts Written?

If Luke wrote Acts, when did he write it? Many conservative scholars date Acts
to around AD 62-64, because it ends abruptly with Paul under house arrest in
Rome. The book does not mention key events that occurred shortly after that
time, such as the death of James the brother of Jesus (AD 62), the fire of Rome
and Nero’s persecution (AD 64), or the martyrdom of Paul and Peter (mid-60s).
This suggests that Luke finished his work before those events happened. A date
in the early 60s fits well with the idea that Luke was with Paul during his
imprisonment and wrote soon after.

This early date further supports the reliability of Acts. If it was written while
eyewitnesses like Paul were still alive, any inaccuracies would have been
challenged. The fact that the early church accepted Acts as authentic and
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authoritative speaks volumes.
Conclusion

The question “who wrote the Book of Acts in the Bible” leads us to a
compelling answer: Luke the physician, the beloved companion of Paul, is the
author. The evidence is strong—from the direct address to Theophilus, the
literary unity with the Gospel of Luke, the early church tradition, the internal
perspective of the “we passages,” and the historical accuracy preserved in the
text. Luke’s careful investigation and firsthand participation in many of the
events he describes give the Book of Acts a unique blend of history, theology,
and inspiration.

Understanding the human author does not diminish the divine origin of
Scripture. Christians believe that the Holy Spirit superintended Luke as he
wrote, guiding him to record the acts of Jesus through the apostles. Yet knowing
the authorship of Acts helps us appreciate the book’s context, its reliability,
and its powerful message. The Acts of the Apostles remains a foundational
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Gospel, and a challenge to believers today to continue the mission that Luke so
vividly described.



