Adult III – 26 January 2014 – Notes on Acts 24:22-25:22
Acts 24 - Paul before Felix
v22-23  Felix avoids making a legal decision.

· When Lysias the commander comes down, I will make a decision on your case: Felix avoided a decision under the pretense of waiting for more evidence through the Roman commander Lysias.  But Felix clearly had enough evidence to make a decision in Paul's favor (having more accurate knowledge of the Way).

· Let him have liberty: Yet, knowing Paul's innocence, he grants Paul generous liberty even while he is held in custody.

· Felix tried to walk a middle ground.  He knew Paul was innocent, yet he did not want to identify himself with Paul's gospel and the Christians.  So he made no decision and kept Paul in custody.
· What was holding him back?... Fear of the Jews (man).
v24-26  Felix avoids making a spiritual decision.

· Felix came with his wife Drusilla, who was Jewish, he sent for Paul and heard him concerning the faith in Christ: Felix wanted his wife to hear Paul's testimony, either as a curiosity or so that she could advise him.  After all, he claimed to have insufficient evidence for a decision.

· Drusilla was a sister to Herod Agrippa II and Bernice mentioned in Acts 25. Drusilla was reported to be of great beauty, and Felix seduced her away from her husband, enticing her to become his third wife.

· "The lax morals of Felix and Drusilla help to explain the topics on which Paul spoke to them." (Stott)

· He reasoned about righteousness, self-control, and the judgment to come: We can surmise that Paul spoke to Felix and Drusilla about the righteousness that is our in Jesus Christ; about the need for Christian ethics (self-control) and about our eternal accountability before God (the judgment to come).
· Paul preached  boldly and right to the issues of Felix's life, like John the Baptist to Herod. 
· Spurgeon:  "Are there not some to be found, who think the highest object of the minister is to attract the multitude and then to please them?  O my God! how solemnly ought each of us to bewail our sin, if we feel we have been guilty in this matter.  What is it to have pleased men?  Is there aught in it that can make our head lie easy on the pillow of our death?  Is there aught in it that can give us boldness in the day of judgment when we face thy tribunal, O Judge of quick and dead?  No, my brethren, we must always take our texts so that we may bear upon our hearers with all our might." 

· Spurgeon:  "But some men will say, 'Sir, ministers ought not to be personal.'  Ministers ought to be personal, and they will never be true to their Master till they are . . . But now we poor craven sons of nobodies have to stand and talk about generalities; but we are afraid to point you out and tell you of your sins personally.  But, blessed be God, from that fear I have been delivered long ago.  There walketh not a man on the surface of this earth whom I dare not reprove." 
· Felix was afraid: Hearing the gospel made Felix afraid; knowing his life, at least we can say that he probably understood it!  
· The gospel should make those who are intent on rejecting Jesus afraid.

· Go away for now; when I have a convenient time I will call for you: However, Felix was unwilling to declare his decision against Jesus.  Instead, he rejected Jesus under the pretense of delaying his decision.

· Many respond to the gospel in this way; they express their rejection through delay, by procrastinating their decision to commit to Jesus Christ - but it is rejection none the less.

2 Corinthians 6:2  … Behold, now is the favorable time; behold, now is the day of salvation.
· The claims of Jesus are never convenient for us; if we insist on waiting for a convenient time, we will wait for an eternity - in the judgment of hell.

· He also hoped that money would be given him by Paul, that he might release him: Though Felix met often with Paul, it was not honest inquiry.  He hoped to be paid off with a bribe.
v27  Felix succeeded by Porcius Festus
· Porcius Festus came in Felix's room; was made governor of Judea by Nero in his stead; who having had many and loud complaints against him for malpractice, moved him:

· After two years: Under Roman law, the type of custody Paul was in was could only last two years.  Felix showed a blatant disregard for this by keeping Paul for such an extended period.

· Felix . . . left Paul bound: Felix refused to release Paul, knowing his innocence, for the same reason Pilate condemned Jesus while knowing His innocence.  They both acted out of pure political expediency (wanting to do the Jews a favor).

· In a way, people like Felix and Pilate are the most guilty of those who reject Jesus Christ.  They know what is right but refuse to do right purely out of the fear of man.  They have an eternally fatal lack of courage.
· Porcius Festus; "Porcius", a porcis, from hogs; it was common with the Romans to take names from the brute creatures; his surname Festus signifies joyful and cheerful, as one keeping a feast; this was a name common with the Romans.

Acts 25 - Paul's Trial Before Festus

v1-3  When Felix is replaced, Paul's Jewish accusers decide to re-try the case against Paul.

· Now when Festus had come to the province: Felix was undoubtedly a bad man, but history tells us Festus was a basically good man.  Festus governed well, despite all the problems left him by Felix.

· That he would summon him to Jerusalem; while they lay in ambush along the road to kill him: The Jewish leaders wanted Festus to call Paul to Jerusalem for the trial, so that they could murder him in an ambush along the way.

· We can see that Paul's generous "imprisonment" in Caesarea was actually a providential provision of protective custody against the murderous intentions of the Jews, as well as a "forced rest" in light of his unfailing missionary service in years past, and great tasks in the years ahead.

v4-8  Festus re-opens the trial in Caesarea.

· Festus answered that Paul should be kept at Caesarea: We don't know if Festus knew the intentions of the Jewish leaders or not.  Either way, he refused to grant their request for a change of venue.

· The outcome of this trial was the same.  The Jews offered many accusations which they could not prove, and Paul confidently rested on both the evidence of the case and his apparent integrity.

v9-12  Paul appeals his case to Caesar.

· Are you willing to go up to Jerusalem and there be judged before me concerning these things?  Festus, probably ignorant of the plot of the Jews????, suggests moving the trial back to Jerusalem, where Paul would surely be murdered on the journey.

· So Paul said, "I stand at Caesar's judgment seat, where I ought to be judged . . . I appeal to Caesar."  Paul, seeing through this plot (either through supernatural knowledge or God-given common sense and deduction) demands to stand trial before Caesar.

· Paul didn't want to go to Jerusalem.  He wasn't afraid to face the lions, but he didn't want to put his head in a lion's mouth if he could avoid it.

· I appeal to Caesar: It was the right of every Roman citizen to have his case heard by Caesar himself, after initial trials and appeals had failed to reach a satisfactory decision.  This was in effect an appeal to the "supreme court" of the empire.

· Paul was appealing specifically to Caesar Nero, who was later an avowed enemy of Christians.  But the first five years of his reign, when he was under the influence of good men around him, Nero was regarded as a wise and just ruler.  Paul had no reason at this time to believe that Nero would be anti-Christian.

· But remember Paul's thinking in making this appeal: he is convinced that the evidence is on his side, and because he senses that perhaps his current judge is sympathetic to his accusers.

v13-22  Festus explains the case involving Paul to the visiting King Agrippa.

· Festus laid Paul's case before the king: Festus, new to his post and perhaps unfamiliar with Jewish traditions and customs, seems somewhat confused by Paul's case.  Therefore, even though there was not enough evidence to convict Paul, the investigation continues.

· The case was probably confusing to Festus because of the lack of concrete evidence.  But, of course there wasn't enough evidence to convict Paul of the accusations against him, because he had done no wrong!  This was reason enough for acquittal.

· King Agrippa: Herod Agrippa II ruled a client kingdom of the Roman Empire (Chalcis, Syria) to the northeast of Festus' province, and was reputed to be an expert in Jewish customs and religious matters.  Though he did not have jurisdiction over Paul in this case, his hearing of the matter would be helpful for Festus.

· Of this king, Herod Agrippa II (10), 
· his great-grandfather, Herod the Great (4), had tried to kill Jesus as a baby; 
· his grand_half_uncle, Herod Antipas (8), had John the Baptist beheaded; 
· his father, Herod Agrippa I (9), had martyred the first apostle, James.  
· Now Paul stands before the next in line of the Herods, Herod Agrippa.

· Bernice was his sister, and rumors were rife that their relationship was incestuous.

· Herod Agrippa II didn't rule over much territory, but was of great influence because the emperor gave him the right to oversee the affairs of the temple in Jerusalem and the appointment of the high priest.

· The appearance before King Agrippa was really a hearing, and not a trial; Agrippa did not have jurisdiction in the matter.
