Acts 28:30
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 is the transitional use of the postpositive conjunction DE, meaning “Now” with the third person singular aorist active indicative from the verb EMMENW, which means “to remain; to stay in.”


The aorist tense is a constative/historical aorist, which views the entire past action as a fact.


The active voice indicates that Paul produced the action.


The indicative mood is declarative for a simple statement of fact.

Then we have the accusative direct object from the feminine singular noun DIETIA, meaning “two years.”
  With this we have the accusative feminine singular adjective HOLOS, meaning “full, whole.”  This is followed by the preposition EN plus the locative of place from the neuter singular adjective IDIOS, meaning “one’s own: in his own” and the noun MISTHWMA, which has two possible meanings.  “The customary active meaning, ‘contract price, rent’, is not found in biblical literature and the passive meaning: what is rented, a rented house is a meaning not found outside Acts.  Hence the translation ‘at his own expense’ [NRSV] merits attention.  It should be translated: in his own rented lodgings Acts 28:30.”
  The verb () from which this noun is derived means “to hire,” so that we have here something like: ‘he stayed two full years in his own hired place,’ which implies that he did so at his own expense.

“Now he stayed two full years in his own rented lodgings”

 is the additive use of the conjunction KAI, meaning “and” plus the third person singular imperfect deponent middle/passive indicative from the verb APODECHOMAI, which means “to welcome.”


The imperfect tense is a descriptive/durative imperfect, which describes the continuing, past action.  This durative action is translated by the words “kept on.”


The deponent middle/passive voice is middle/passive in form, but active in meaning with the subject (Paul) producing the action.


The indicative mood is declarative for a simple statement of fact.

Then we have the accusative direct object from the masculine plural adjective PAS, meaning “everyone, all.”  With this we have the accusative masculine plural articular present deponent middle/passive participle from the verb EISPOREUOMAI, which means “to come to.”


The article is used as a relative pronoun, meaning “who.”


The present tense is a historical/descriptive present, which describes what kept on taking place during that two-year period.


The deponent middle/passive voice is middle/passive in form, but active in meaning with the subject (everyone who came to Paul) producing the action.


The participle is circumstantial.

Finally, we have the preposition PROS plus the accusative of place from the third person masculine singular personal use of the intensive pronoun AUTOS, meaning “to him” and referring to Paul.

“and kept on welcoming all who came to him,”

Acts 28:30 corrected translation
“Now he stayed two full years in his own rented lodgings and kept on welcoming all who came to him,”
Explanation:
1.  “Now he stayed two full years in his own rented lodgings”

a.  Luke concludes his history of the beginning and spread of the Christian Church by giving us a short epilog or conclusion.


b.  After Paul’s one-day encounter with the Jewish leadership in Rome, Paul remained in Rome under house arrest for two full years.  This was probably due to the backlog of court cases.



(1)  At one time Sir William Ramsay and others pointed out that this waiting period was normal for cases brought before the Imperial court.  The accusers had between eighteen and twenty-four months to appear before the court and prefer charges against the accused.  If the accusers failed to show up, the accused was automatically considered innocent and released.  However, this theory has since been proven to be based on “a misinterpretation of a third-century imperial edict dealing with a different kind of case from that in which Paul was involved.”



(2)  Luke’s mention of this two year period may be his way of telling us that Paul’s accusers never showed up.  However, the Lord’s statement to Paul (Acts 27:24) that Paul must stand before Caesar, indicates that Paul’s case did come before the Imperial Court, whether or not Paul’s accusers ever showed up.  In order to keep from being prosecuted by the Imperial Court for failing to show up, the Jewish leadership in Jerusalem may have written a letter to the Imperial Court stating that they wished to drop the charges, since they had subsequently found out that the Asian Jews in Jerusalem at the time who accused Paul had lied.  They could have conveniently thrown the guilt on some Jews from Ephesus and taken the heat off of themselves.  This is of course conjecture, but is the kind of thing that seems reasonable under the circumstances.



(3)  Other evidence (what Paul writes in the pastoral epistles—First Timothy, Titus, and Second Timothy) indicates that Paul was released from custody and continued his ministry for another six years until he was again arrested by Nero in 68 A.D.   Paul was executed shortly before Nero took his own life as he was being hunted down by the Praetorian guard in order to be executed by them in the summer of 68 A.D.



(4)  “Eusebius [the first Church historian, who wrote between 325-350 A.D.] cites a tradition that Paul was released after his first defense and went forth on a ministry of preaching and that subsequently he returned to Rome and suffered martyrdom under Nero.  Eusebius cited 2 Tim 4:16 as evidence that Paul was released after his ‘first defense’.  Indeed, the Pastoral Epistles are a key element in the whole question of Paul’s Roman imprisonment.  It is virtually impossible to fit the personal information of the Pastorals into the framework of Paul’s ministry from the onset of his first missionary journey to the Roman imprisonment of Acts 28:30f.  It is thus highly likely that the personal events related in the Pastorals date from a period after Paul’s first Roman confinement and are thus themselves testimony to Paul’s release and subsequent ministry.  …The earliest extracanonical reference that might indicate a release of Paul is First Clement 1:5, which speaks of his having reached the ‘limits of the west’, possibly an allusion to his working in Spain.”



(5)  “In Phil 1:23, 2:24 and Philemon 22 (written in Rome near the end of the two years) Paul confidently expected to be freed.”


c.  This two-year period was from “February 60 to March of 62.  While in prison, he wrote the Prison epistles: Ephesians in the autumn of 60, Colossians and Philemon in the autumn of 61, and Philippians in the spring of 62.”


d.  Paul lived in his own rented lodgings, which indicates two possibilities with both contributing to this situation.



(1)  Paul had some money of his own in order to be able to rent a place to live.



(2)  The Philippians contributed greatly to the financial support of Paul as he states in his letter to the Philippians, which was written during this two year period in Rome.  Phil 4:10, 14, 18.


e.  This statement that Paul stayed in his own rented lodgings confirms that he was under house arrest in Rome for this two-year period.  Paul was allowed to have all the visitors he wanted, but he was not allowed to leave his house/apartment.


f.  Those who came to see Paul during this period of time probably helped pay his expenses as did the church in Rome as well as Luke and Aristarchus.

2.  “and kept on welcoming all who came to him,”

a.  Luke then indicates that freedom that Paul had as a Roman citizen, who had not been convicted of any wrongdoing.  Anyone who wanted to could come and see Paul and even stay with him for a while, if they wished.


b.  The word “all” here is important, because includes Jews and Gentiles, men and women, those who were slaves and those who were freemen.  Paul excluded no one, which is a picture of God’s offer of eternal salvation to anyone who will believe in Christ.  Christianity is not an exclusive faith but an inclusive body of Christ.


c.  Paul was happy to see anyone who wanted to come and hear him teach.  He taught from his “home” and probably taught someone every day.  Any Christians who came from any of the other churches in the Empire for a visit to Rome would want to stop by and meet or pay their respects to Paul.  The implication of Luke’s statement is that there were a lot of people who stopped in to see Paul and talk to him and hear what he had to say.


d.  During this period of two years, Paul and Luke, as well as others who could help would have plenty to do in making copies of all Paul’s letters and gathering them together and sending them as a group to the various churches.  This process would begin with Paul’s letters and slowly continue for the next one hundred years, until all the epistles of the New Testament were gathered into one collection.


e.  This statement is also Luke’s final statement on one of the main themes throughout the book of Acts—the importance of Christian hospitality.


f.  The subsequent timeline for Paul’s life is as follows:

	First Roman imprisonment (Acts 28:30)
	February 60-March 62

	Ephesians written
	autumn 60

	Colossians and Philemon written
	autumn 61

	Philippians written
	early spring 62

	James, Lord’s brother, Martyred
	spring 62

	Paul in Ephesus and Colossae
	spring-autumn 62

	Peter goes to Rome
	62

	Paul in Macedonia (1 Tim. 1:3)
	late summer 62-winter 62/63

	1 Timothy written
	autumn 62

	Paul in Asia Minor
	spring 63-spring 64

	Paul in Spain (Rom. 15:24, 28)
	spring 64-spring 66

	Christians persecuted, Peter martyred
	summer 64

	Paul in Crete
	early summer 66

	Paul in Asia Minor (Tit. 1:5)
	summer-autumn 66

	Titus written
	summer 66

	Paul in Nicopolis (Tit. 3:12)
	winter 66/67

	Paul in Macedonia and Greece (2 Tim. 4:13, 20)
	spring-autumn 67

	Paul arrested and brought to Rome (2 Tim. 1:8; 2:9)
	autumn 67

	2 Timothy written
	autumn 67

	Paul’s death
	spring 68





g.  “There is much in Luke-Acts, and especially in Acts, suggesting that the work was written quite soon after the last event recorded in the twofold history, the termination of Paul’s two years of custody in Rome, the two years in question being probably A.D. 60 and 61.  The following considerations may be urged in support of such an early dating:



(1) Luke shows no sign of dependence on Paul’s Epistles. Yet these are so obviously a primary source of information about Paul that anyone writing an account of his career after they had begun to circulate generally among the churches could hardly have avoided making use of them.  But Luke is so far from using them as a source that it becomes at times considerably difficult to reconcile his accounts of Paul’s movements with theirs.  The apparent lack of knowledge of Paul’s Epistles in Acts is a difficulty for any dating of Acts.  But the difficulty becomes less the earlier we date Acts, and it is reduced to a minimum if we date it in the sixties of the first century.



(2)  Luke gives no hint that Paul had died by the time he wrote his history—not even in Paul’s words to the Ephesian elders in Acts 20:25 (“I know that all you … will see my face no more”).  Paul’s intention at this time was not to return to the Aegean area after his visit to Jerusalem but to evangelize Spain (cf. Rom 15:23ff), and that sufficiently accounts for his language here.  Had Luke written after Paul’s death his knowledge of the circumstances of Paul’s death would perhaps have given a definite color to some of his writing and Acts would hardly have finished on such a confident note.



(3)  This last point applies not only to Paul’s death but to the whole Neronian persecution in which Paul’s death was traditionally an incident. The attitude to the Roman power throughout Acts makes it difficult to believe that this persecution had actually begun, or was now a matter of history.  The impartiality with which the representatives of the imperial power treat the Christian missionaries in Acts reflects a situation that had completely disappeared by the end of the century.  Yet it was Paul’s experience of this impartial dealing that encouraged him to expect a favorable hearing before the supreme tribunal in Rome.  A work written after A.D. 64 would scarcely have given its readers such an optimistic impression of the situation in Rome two or three years before that date.



(4)  Another event that would have left its mark on Acts if it had already taken place was the Jewish revolt of A.D. 66 and the consequent destruction of the city and temple of Jerusalem four years later.  This crisis was so epochal for both Judaism and Christianity that a clear difference in outlook can be noted between literature reflecting the period preceding it and that reflecting the subsequent period.



(5)  The subjects that are accorded prominent importance in Acts, and the theological outlook of the book, also tend very much to suggest a period before A.D. 70.  The issue so earnestly disputed before and during the Council of Jerusalem (Acts 15) became progressively less urgent after the 60’s and 70’s of the first century.



(6)  The manner in which Acts ends is best explained if Luke stopped at that point because there was no more to relate at the time, i.e., if he wrote at the end of Paul’s two years’ confinement in Rome.  To be sure, there is rhetorical fitness in the climactic note on which he concludes: Paul is left preaching the gospel at Rome without hindrance.  But even so we should have expected some more explicit account of how the trial went (if indeed Paul’s case ever came to trial), and of what happened to Paul.  Even if a third volume was projected—and of this there is no evidence—we should have expected this “second treatise” to be rounded off rather differently.  On the other hand the concluding note is sufficiently impressive to make us reject such a suggestion as that Acts was left unfinished because of the writer’s death.  All in all, no explanation of the manner of the ending seems so satisfying as that which makes Luke carry his story to the actual time of writing.”
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