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LESSON LII 

Paul’s Defensive Testimony in Jerusalem 

Acts 22-23:11 

 

His Testimony Proper, vss. 1-21.  The following points of importance Paul brings 

forward. 
 

1.  A sketch of his own life prior to his meeting and seeing Christ on the road to 

Damascus, vss. 1-5.  In this he relates: a. His identity and birthplace.  b. His early training here in 

Jerusalem at the feet of the great Gamaliel; and that in all the strictness of the tradition of the 

fathers.  (This must not be identified with Mosaic ordinances.  Matt. 15:1-9).  c. His former 

boundless zeal for these traditions in opposition to the Way in Jesus.  Of this way he says: (1) 

That it was the same zeal that they had manifested on this occasion of mobbing him.  (2) That he 

had also persecuted this Way even unto death. 

2.  The appearance of the glorified Christ to him near Damascus, vss. 6-16.  a. Here he 

relates what we already studied in Acts 9:1-29.  See outline XXIV.  “Saul Called unto 

Apostleship.”  b. This vision is Saul’s great court appeal here and always.  Compare: Gal. 1:10-

25; I Cor. 9:1. 

3.  Paul’s vision received in a trance in the temple.  a. This was the occasion recorded in 

Acts 9:26-30.  However, Luke there does not record this trance.  b. At that time Jesus appeared to 

him telling him to leave quickly.  They will not receive your testimony.  Paul had remonstrated 

that he too had been thus—but the Lord had said: I will send thee far hence to the Gentiles.  c. To 

see the power and sting of this testimony compare: Matt. 23:34-39; Matt. 21:33-46.  Was it not 

the same “Jesus of Nazareth” speaking to Paul that spoke these words recorded in Matthew? 
 

The Outcome: vss. 22-29. 
 

1.  In the case of these Jews, vss. 22, 23.  They are blind with rage and madness.  Cast 

dust into the air and rend their clothing crying: Away with such kind from the earth: it is not 

fitting that he should be living. 

2.  As for the Chiliarch, Claudias Lysias, vss. 24-29; 23:1-10.  a. He takes Paul into the 

Castle.  Orders him to be scourged to find out the truth.  They are to tie him to the scourging 

post, and then Paul asks: Is it lawful to scourge a Roman and that un-condemned?  b. The 

centurion in great fear relates this to the Chiliarch says: What are you about to do—this man is a 

Roman.  The Chiliarch is a fearful, bewildered man by this time, having indeed acted the part of 

a rash fool.  c. Hence upon his initiative the next day Paul is brought down and set in the 

gathering of the chief priests and the elders.  Claudias Lysias wished to know more about this 

strange prisoner.  He is not that Egyptian, (21:38) and he is a Roman, (22:27).  Twice he had 

been jolted.  Now he brings Paul before the Sanhedrin: 1- To be sure not to have him tried for a 

crime.  There was none as far as this Chiliarch knew, (21:34).  Certainly a strange procedure.  

Claudias Lysias appears more erratic all the while.  2- But to learn the certainty of the reason for 

the rage of the people against him.  Will he understand?  I Cor. 2:14-16.  3- The whole meeting 

proves most abortive: (a) Paul here declares that he has walked in a good conscience.  Ananias 

the high priest orders Paul to be smitten on the mouth.  Paul rebukes him.  God is about to smite 



thee, thou hypocrite, sitting to judge me according to the law and ordering me to be smitten 

contrary to the law!  Here Paul is reminded, by those standing by, that he might not thus address 

the high priest.  Paul says that he did not know that he was the high priest, and immediately 

acknowledges his fault.  Compare Ex. 22:28.  (b) Paul seeing that this Sanhedrin was composed 

of Sadducees and Pharisees cries: I am judged, brethren, of the hope of the resurrection.  And the 

meeting is at odds.  And the Pharisees say: what of it if this man has seen an angel, etc.  So 

disorderly does the meeting become that Claudias must order the soldiers to get Paul and bring 

him into the Castle again. 
 

Paul Encouraged by Christ, (23:11).  The following we are told: 
 

1.  That night the Lord stood beside Paul.  Said to him, be of good cheer.  Compare 18:9; 

John 16:32, 33. 

2.  For this way of coming into the hands of the erratic Claudias leads to Rome.  There 

Paul will testify to the Jews as he had here in Jerusalem.  Paul was here not on trial but the Jews.  

Compare Acts 28:23.  See in this connection Is. 6:9, 10; Matt. 13:14; John 12:40. 
 

Questions: 1. How must we judge of the “being zealous for God” of Paul prior to meeting 

Christ? (22:3) What does Paul say of this zeal in Rom. 10:2, 3?  What is his evaluation of this in 

Phil. 3:4-10?  2.  How must we understand the “in all good conscience” in which Paul claims to 

have conducted himself? (23:1). Does this include his zeal in persecuting the church?  Or must 

this be admitted to the charges made against him by the Asiatic Jews (21:28) and his whole 

conduct toward the Mosaic institutions subsequently to his meeting Christ near Damascus?  

Compare 21:20-26.  3.  Who is the central personage in this entire process here in Jerusalem?  

Paul or Christ?  See 33:11; 19:21; Rom. 1:13-15.  Is Paul a prisoner of Claudias Lysias, Felix, 

Festus, Julius, Nero or is he the prisoner of Christ?  Eph. 3:1. 

Note—If this is too much material for one meeting treat it in two meetings. 

 

LESSON LIII 

Paul Taken to Caesarea 

Acts 23:12-35 

 

The Jewish Plot to Kill Paul, vss. 12-21. 
 

1. The Plotters.  They are some forty men; haters of God, Christ and Paul.  They came 

together and bound themselves with an oath not to eat or drink till they had killed Paul.  They 

could not live long without eating and drinking so they certainly meant to dispose of him in short 

order.  And they go to the chief priests and elders and order them this welcome service. 

2.  The Plot.  a. They would have the Sanhedrin request Claudias Lysius to once more be 

permitted to speak to Paul, and that, under the pretense of wishing to ascertain a certain point 

better, they would lay by the way and kill Paul.  b. Just how they would go about this is not 

certain, but that they meant to ambush him is quite certain. 
 

The Plot Discovered, vss. 22-35. 
 

1. By whom?  By Paul’s sister’s son.  He was no doubt a young man who had access to 

the inner secrets of the Sanhedrin, and who had address enough to enter the Castle of the 

Chiliarch.  This is the only place we meet with him in the book of Acts.  He comes to bring this 

message to Paul himself.  He possibly came here after nightfall. 



2.  Paul has the message relayed to the Chiliarch, Claudias Lysius.  This one: a. Tells 

Paul’s nephew not to tell anyone that he had told of this plot to him, Claudias.  b. Takes the 

utmost precaution and measures to insure the safety of Paul, a Roman citizen.  In the third hour 

of the night 200 footmen and 200 spearmen and 70 horsemen are to be ready to escort Paul 

safely from Jerusalem.  This entire band of 470 men bring Paul as far as Antipatris.  From there 

the horsemen alone accompany Paul to Caesarea.  There was small danger that they would be 

molested from here on.  c. Writes a letter to Felix informing him: as to the status of this man.  In 

it he is careful to so misstate the facts as to cover up his own blunders. 

3.  Paul is placed in the custody of the governor, Felix.  a. Governor is informed upon 

request from what province he was.  b. Paul is kept in Herod’s palace (Pretorium).  c. There he 

will stay until the accusers have come down to the trial. 

 

Questions—How must we judge of the great number of soldiers and horsemen that 

Claudias orders to accompany Paul?  Is this some more foolishness of Claudias, or does it reflect 

past experience on the part of Claudias as to what lengths religious zealots will go?  Does it also 

reveal the loving protection of the Lord of lords over His servant Paul?  Is this a “case study” of 

the duty of the magistrate toward the protection of the ministry of the Word, or is it merely 

toward the minister of the Word?  Had Paul been escorted to Caesarea before?  Acts 9:30 How 

long had Paul been in Jerusalem? Acts 34:11 Who was living here in Caesarea?  Acts 21:8 Was 

this experience in Jerusalem and in Caesarea the fulfillment of Acts 9:15?  Is II Cor. 2:14 true in 

this case, too? 

 

LESSON LIV 

Paul’s Trial before Felix 

Acts 24:1-27 

 

The Accusations Against Paul, vss. 1-9. 
 

1.  The accusers, vs. 1.  a. Ananias and some of the elders, who had come down from 

Jerusalem to Caesarea.  b. With them had come a certain Tertullus (Tertius), an orator who was 

to prosecute their case against Paul for them.  He was not just a public speaker, but an attorney at 

law who knew the technicolor procedure of the Roman court. 

2.  The accusations, vss. 2-9.  a. First Tertullus speaks a word of flattering commendation 

in honor (?) of the governor Felix.  He tells Felix how much they appreciate and how grateful 

they accept in every place all the benefits that accrue to them under his able regime.  Of course 

this “liar” has an axe to grind.  Felix had suppressed a riot, but Tacitus (Ann. XII 54) declares 

“that Felix secretly encouraged banditti and shared the plunder for which the Jews finally made 

complaint to Nero who recalled him.  But it sounded good to praise Felix for keeping peace in 

his province, especially as Tertullus was going to accuse Paul of being a disturber of the peace.”  

Robertson.  b. Tertullus presents the following matters against Paul: 1-that he is politically 

dangerous.  We found him to be thus.  We found this man a pestilent fellow, a mover of 

insurrections among all the Jews throughout the inhabited world.  However, he does not offer 

one wit of proof, not even specious.  2-that he is a sacrilegious renegade.  Two matters are here 

underscored by Tertullus.  (a) They had caught him in the act of attempting to profane the 

temple. (b) He was a ring leader, a frontline man in the Sect of the Nazarenes.  (c) He ends with a 

sweep of the hand, that if Felix will take the trouble to examine him he will find these things to 



be true.  Ananias and the elders chime in with Tertulus that these matters are thus.  As always, 

the less proof the more oratory. 
 

Paul’s Self Defense, vss. 10-21. 
 

1.  The manner of it.  a. Personal: thus it is ever with Paul.  Compare II Tim. 4:16; Acts 

18:14.  b. Courteous and confident.  Paul does not cringe in fright.  Had not Christ told him to be 

of good cheer; nor does he employ lying flattery. 

2.  The points Paul touches upon: a. He denies: (1) that he is politically dangerous.  He 

has done nothing of the kind while in Jerusalem.  Defies anyone to prove it.  (2) Neither had he 

attempted sacrilege to the temple.  He had come to worship, bring alms for the poor.  All this 

could be checked up on.  b. Gladly confesses that he is a ringleader of what is called the Sect of 

the Nazarene.  But is not sacrilege, for in this Sect the central tenet is the glad tidings of the 

Resurrection of the dead.  And the only preaching of this he had done in Jerusalem was before 

the Jewish council in the presence of this Ananias and the elders.  And so Paul rests his case, 

having made a good confession before Felix. 
 

The Outcome of the Trial, vss. 22-27. 
 

1.  The verdict is postponed by Felix.  a. Pretended reason: that he, the governor, stood in 

need of more light on the case.  b. Real reason: Felix saw in Paul a great personage with friends 

throughout the world.  He had ample light both here in court and from the letter of Claudias  

Lysius.  But he loved money.  See the item quoted above from Tacitus.  He hoped to get money 

out of Paul to procure his freedom, vs. 26. 

2.  Paul is placed here in the “Kings Court” to preach to kings.  Think of John in Herod’s 

court, or of Daniel at Belshazzar’s court, or Joseph in Pharaoh’s court.  Paul preaches to Felix 

and his wife Druscilla on the theme: “The Faith of Jesus Christ.”  He preaches repentance and 

that on the theme: Righteousness, temperance, self control—and the coming judgment.  (Think 

of Enoch, Jude 14).  Result of this preaching?  Felix is terrified!  Sends Paul away.  Felix is a low 

character. 

3.  Two whole years Paul is kept a prisoner. 
 

Questions:  Is there a hint of the presence of the 40 men who placed themselves under the 

vow?  What about the Asiatic Jews? 24:19 Why did the high priest come down here and the 

elders?  How must we judge of the “virtues of the heathen” in the light of what we see of both 

Claudias Lysias and Felix?  Is here much from which God’s children can learn?  Or is it true 

what we read in Canons of Dort, III-IV, Art. 4 “that he is incapable of using (the glimmerings of 

natural light) aright even in things natural and civil.  Nay, further, this light, such as it is, man in 

various ways renders wholly polluted.” 

 

LESSON LV 

Paul Re-tried before Festus 

Acts 25:1-12 

 

Initial Events Leading Up To the Trial, vss. 1-5. 
 

1.  Porcius Festus comes to power in the place of Felix.  a. The general circumstances.  It 

is not stated by Luke why Felix was removed from the governorship.  That they were appointed 

and removed by Caesar is certain.  Cf. John 19:12.  The Jews knew how to make capital out of 

this and had great influence in the imperial court.  It was beneficial to any governor in Palestine 



to be on friendly terms with the Jews, which meant, with those in power—the chief priests and 

elders.  Historians tell us that Felix fell in great disfavor with the Jews.  During the two years that 

Paul was imprisoned here in Caesarea “the Jews and the Gentiles had an open fight here in the 

market place in Caesarea.  Felix put the soldiers on the mob and many Jews were killed.  The 

Jews made formal complaint to the emperor with the result that Felix was recalled and Porcius 

Festus sent in his stead.”  b. When Festus came to Caesarea he for diplomatic reasons 

immediately went to Jerusalem.  He must build up a reserve of good will among these Jews.  But 

these Jews also wish to make use of the opportunity opened to them in receiving this new 

governor; and so both try to use the opportunity to their end. 

2.  The Proposition of the Jews to Festus, vss. 2:3. a. Luke tells that they informed Festus 

about Paul, who was imprisoned in Caesarea.  Naturally their testimony was against him.  And it 

was done by the chief priest and the leading men of the city.  They play up to the new governor 

as men interested in justice!  b. They desire that Paul be brought to Jerusalem and there tried.  

Not because they desired justice, but they planned to lay an ambush by the way and kill Paul.  

The plan of the 40 men on a larger scale!  c. Festus does not acquiesce.  His judgment seat is in 

Caesarea and there the prisoner is also kept, and he is no doubt suspicious of these Jews.  But he 

acts carefully not to offend them.  Erelong he will again return to Caesarea and then those in 

power can bring their accusation formally in court against him if there is something amiss in the 

man.  Just a governor, until pressure is put on. 
 

The Trial Proper, vss. 6-8. 
 

1.  The scene: the day after Festus returned the trial is held.  Festus ascends the judgment 

seat.  He commands Paul to be brought in.  The accusers are present.  This time without an 

attorney (Tertullus) and minus Ananias, who was no longer high priest.  They group around Paul 

being ready to bring their complaint against him. 

2.  The accusations: a. Luke says: “Many and grievous charges.”  Charges, which if 

proven true, would demand the death sentence.  Cf. 11.  b. Paul summed up the charges as: 1-

against Moses and the temple; 2-against the Roman government, Caesar. 

3.  Paul’s Defense: a. Flatly denies that any of these charges are true.  b. He claims not to 

be guilty in the least. 
 

The Outcome, vss. 9-12. 
 

1.  Festus’ Decision: a. He does not say: “I find no fault in the man.”  Although he did 

think so, as he later says to Agrippa.  Cf. vss. 18, 19.  He thought they had different charges 

against him.  But he sees that it is merely a question of their religion and about a certain Jesus 

who they deny that he arose and Paul asserts to have risen from the dead.  b. Festus does some 

quick thinking.  He seeks self.  He must ingratiate himself with these Jews.  He is on the spot.  It 

is unjust to condemn Paul and disadvantageous for his popularity to absolve him.  He doesn’t 

want to do either.  c. So he asks Paul: Would you be willing to go to Jerusalem and there be tried 

before me?   

2.  Paul’s reply: a. Reminds Festus that he is now in this court standing before Caesar’s 

tribunal.  And that is the only legal court in existence.  Cf. Rom. 13:1ff.  And this Festus knows 

very well.  Why then this proposition?  Festus had no right to demand this and therefore asks 

Paul: Are you willing?   b. Paul appeals his case to Caesar in Rome: He offers the following: 1-If 

I’m guilty I’m not unwilling to die.  But I’m innocent.  2-No one can give me, a Roman citizen, 

over into the hands of these bloodthirsty Jews, not even Festus.  I appeal to Caesar.  c. This 

appeal accepted: 1-Festus spoke with his counselors briefly—possibly as to the legality of it.  He 



had received a hard jolt in his plans to use Paul as bait to gain the favor of these leaders.  2-He 

says rather boldly: To Caesar thou shalt go. 
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