Adult III – 19 January 2014 – Notes on Acts 23:12-24:21
Acts 23 - Paul in Protective Custody, From Jerusalem to Caesarea

v12-15  Forty men vow to set an ambush and kill Paul.

· Saying that they would neither eat nor drink till they had killed Paul: These men lack nothing in zeal.  But their zeal is not according to knowledge.  Zeal and devotion by themselves prove nothing about an individual's right relationship with God.
· Suggest to the commander …make further inquiries concerning him: However, in their zeal, they think nothing of lying to the Roman commander to carry out their plot.  They will readily disobey God to follow their zealous plot.

· Would neither eat nor drink till they had killed Paul: Did these men who made the vow of fasting die, because they failed in their mission to kill Paul?  Probably not.  Ancient rabbis allowed for four types of vows to be broken: "vows of incitement, vows of exaggeration, vows made in error, and vows that cannot be fulfilled by reason of constraint" - exclusions allowing for almost any contingency. 
v16-22  Paul's nephew learns of the plot and warns the Roman commander.

· In these unusual circumstances, we see God's protecting hand all over Paul.  God knows how to take care of His servant!

v23-33  Paul escapes to Caesarea, with a full military escort and a letter referring his case to the provincial governor.

· Prepare two hundred soldiers: Again, we are impressed with the wise action and fairness of the Roman commander, whose name was Cladius Lysias, as we learn from his letter.

· Remember that Acts was likely written as a defense brief or a "friend-of-the-court" document for Paul before his case was heard by Caesar Nero in Rome.  It should not surprise us that Luke emphasizes those events that cast Roman officials in a positive light!

· I rescued him, having learned that he was a Roman: In his letter, Claudius implies that he learned of Paul's Roman citizenship right away, and he says nothing of the way Paul was bound twice and almost scourged for the same of interrogation.

· The assessment that Paul had nothing charged against him deserving of death or chains was important for Luke to record.  Since Roman officials trying Paul's case were going to read this document, they needed to know that other Roman officials had judged Paul "not guilty."

· One of Luke's prime motives in writing his twofold history is to demonstrate that there is no substance in this charge of subversion brought not only against Paul but against Christians in general - that competent and impartial judges had repeatedly confirmed the innocence of the Christian movement and the Christian missionaries in respect of Roman law.
· Took Paul and brought him by night to Antipatris: Why did the 200 soldiers go this far, and not all the way to Caesarea?  Because the most dangerous part of the road was only up to Antipatrias.  "Up to Antipatris [about 25 miles] the country was dangerous and inhabited by Jews; after that the country was open and flat, quite unsuited for any ambush and largely inhabited by Gentiles." (Barclay)

v34-35 Paul awaits trial in Caesarea.

· And he commanded him to be kept in Herod's Praetorium: As Paul awaited trial in Caesarea, he probably trusted in God, because he had received the Lord's words of encouragement and His promise that lonely night in Jerusalem.  
Acts 24 - Paul's Trial before Felix

v1-4  The Jews assemble their case against Paul.

· The Jewish leadership bring a man named Tertullus - a skilled lawyer to present their case.
· The presence of all three (Ananias, the elders, and a "top gun" lawyer) at the court of Felix reminds us of how serious the Jewish leadership was about obtaining a conviction against Paul.

· Most excellent Felix: Felix began life as a slave.  His brother Pallas was a friend of the emperor Claudius; through such influence, he rose in status as a free man became the first slave in history to become a governor of a Roman province.  But his slave mentality stayed with him; Tacitus, the Roman historian, describes Felix as "a master of cruelty and lust who exercised the powers of a king with the spirit of a slave" (Historiae 5.9, cited in Longnecker). "The picture drawn by Tacitus of Felix's public and private life is not a pretty one.  Trading on the influences of his infamous brother [Pallas, a favorite of the emperor Claudius], he indulged in every license and excess, thinking 'that he could do any evil act with impunity' (Tacitus, Annals 12.54)." (Williams)

· Seeing that through you we enjoy great peace, and prosperity is being brought to this nation by your foresight: This was plain, lying flattery.  "In reality he [Felix] had put down several insurrections with such barbarous brutality that he earned for himself the horror, not the thanks, of the Jewish population." (Stott)

v5-9  Paul's accusers state their specific charges.

· The charges against Paul were essentially that he was politically dangerous (a plague . . . a ringleader of the sect of the Nazarenes) and that he had profaned the temple.

· Ancient Judea was filled with would-be messiahs and revolutionaries against Rome.  Tertullus tries to put Paul in the same bag with these kinds of terrorists.

· The reference to Paul being a ringleader of the sect of the Nazarenes is intended as a disparaging reference to both Jesus and His followers.  Nazareth had a poor reputation as a city (John 1:46).

· Among all Jews throughout the world: Here, Tertullus gives an unintended compliment as he describes the extent of Paul's ministry.

· The only really specific charge against Paul is that he tried to profane the temple; but no evidence is given of the charge because none existed.  This was a fabricated charge based on rumor only. (Acts 21:26-29)

· Obviously, Paul has nothing to fear from the truth; but he knew that the truth does not always win out in a court of law!

· Significantly, the same man who found it so easy to flatter finds it also easy to accuse with no evidence.  The two almost always go together; the person who today flatters you will likely tomorrow accuse you behind your back.

· The Roman commander Lysias, who rescued Paul, is put into a bad light.  Clearly, the Jews regret that the case has come this far, having preferred to settle it with mob justice.

· By examining him yourself you may ascertain all these things of which we accuse him: Tertullus doesn't even pretend to offer outside evidence of the charges.  His only hope is that Paul will incriminate himself under examination by Felix.

· The Jews also assented, maintaining that these things were so: The other Jewish accusers present (the high priest and the elders) agree with the charges, but offer no supporting evidence.

v10-13  Paul exposes the weakness of the case against him.

· I do the more cheerfully answer for myself: Paul is happy to answer for himself, knowing that the facts of the case are in his favor - and notably, Paul uses no flattery in his address to Felix!

· Nor can they prove the things of which they now accuse me: Even though it has been no more than twelve days, and many witnesses should be easily found, Paul's accusers provide no witnesses to demonstrate that he was in fact in the temple disputing or inciting the crowd.  There is simply no proof for their accusations.

v14-21  Paul explains his ministry, and why he was arrested.

· Paul makes it clear that he has not abandoned the God of my fathers or the Law and the Prophets; instead he is acting in fulfillment of them both.

· The basis of Paul's belief is founded on something accepted by a large segment of devout Jews: The resurrection of the dead (specifically, the resurrection of Jesus).

· Both of the just and the unjust: Paul clearly believed in a resurrection for both the righteous and the unrighteous.  The idea of soul-sleep or annihilation for the unrighteous is not accurate according to New Testament teaching.

· I came to bring alms and offerings refers to the collection Paul made for Judean Christians among the Gentile churches of the West (Gal_2:10; Rom_15:26; 2 Corinthians 8-9).

· They ought to have been here before you to object: In this, Paul reminds Felix that there is no eyewitness testimony to prove the charges of Paul's accusers.

· "This was a strong point in his defense: the people who had raised the hue and cry in the first instance, claiming to be eyewitnesses of his alleged sacrilege, had not troubled to be present." (Bruce)  Because Paul is in the right, he consistently calls the case back to the evidence, the very thing his accusers avoided.

· Christians should never be timid about or ashamed of the truth, or of the evidence.  If we are truly following God, the truth and evidence are our friends, not our accusers.

