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On Account of the Resurrection 

Intro:  Where we have been in the book of Acts (broader than just recent weeks) 

Prayer: 

Text: Acts 24:1-21 “And after five days the high priest Ananias came down with some 

elders and a spokesman, one Tertullus. They laid before the governor their case against 

Paul. 2 And when he had been summoned, Tertullus began to accuse him, saying: 

“Since through you we enjoy much peace, and since by your foresight, most excellent 

Felix, reforms are being made for this nation, 3 in every way and everywhere we accept 

this with all gratitude. 4 But, to detain you no further, I beg you in your kindness to hear 

us briefly. 5 For we have found this man a plague, one who stirs up riots among all the 

Jews throughout the world and is a ringleader of the sect of the Nazarenes. 6 He even 

tried to profane the temple, but we seized him. 8 By examining him yourself you will be 

able to find out from him about everything of which we accuse him.” 

9 The Jews also joined in the charge, affirming that all these things were so. 

10 And when the governor had nodded to him to speak, Paul replied: 

“Knowing that for many years you have been a judge over this nation, I cheerfully make 

my defense. 11 You can verify that it is not more than twelve days since I went up to 

worship in Jerusalem, 12 and they did not find me disputing with anyone or stirring up a 

crowd, either in the temple or in the synagogues or in the city. 13 Neither can they prove 

to you what they now bring up against me. 14 But this I confess to you, that according to 

the Way, which they call a sect, I worship the God of our fathers, believing everything 

laid down by the Law and written in the Prophets, 15 having a hope in God, which these 

men themselves accept, that there will be a resurrection of both the just and the unjust. 
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16 So I always take pains to have a clear conscience toward both God and man. 17 

Now after several years I came to bring alms to my nation and to present offerings. 18 

While I was doing this, they found me purified in the temple, without any crowd or 

tumult. But some Jews from Asia— 19 they ought to be here before you and to make an 

accusation, should they have anything against me. 20 Or else let these men themselves 

say what wrongdoing they found when I stood before the council, 21 other than this one 

thing that I cried out while standing among them: ‘It is with respect to the resurrection of 

the dead that I am on trial before you this day.’” 

Body: “And after five days the high priest Ananias came down with some elders and a 

spokesman, one Tertullus. They laid before the governor their case against Paul.  And 

when he had been summoned, Tertullus began to accuse him, saying…” 

We pick up our narrative, once again, with Paul in Caesarea, under the protection of the 

Roman government against some radical Jewish men who would not eat or drink until 

they had killed Paul.  This forced the hand of Claudius Lysias, upon hearing of this plot 

to kill Paul, to move Paul 50 miles away from Jerusalem to Caesarea, where Paul’s 

accusers could continue to bring their charges against him to the Roman authority 

presiding over the whole region of Judea.  There are two things that I want you to notice 

from these first two verses.  The first detail is that it was five days after Paul was moved 

that the hearing was finally held.  This is currently not a matter of urgency or great 

importance to Felix.  It had already been made clear to Felix by Claudius Lysias that 

Paul “...was being accused about questions of their law…” (that is, the Jewish law), but 

was “charged with nothing deserving death or imprisonment” (Acts 23:29).  He does not 

at this time see Paul as a legitimate insurrectionist.  And if he did, he would respond in 
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the same way he did toward all the other uprisings; which was to immediately kill all 

parties deemed responsible for it (Josephus, The Complete Works, 736-737).  If Paul’s 

accusers could bring legitimate charges of murder or political treason against him, then 

Felix would have to respond with the death penalty, but so far the only party associated 

with potential murder have been Paul’s Jewish accusers.  We read in Acts 23:20-21, 

““The Jews have agreed to ask you to bring Paul down to the council tomorrow, as 

though they were going to inquire somewhat more closely about him. But do not be 

persuaded by them, for more than forty of their men are lying in ambush for him, who 

have bound themselves by an oath neither to eat nor drink till they have killed him. And 

now they are ready, waiting for your consent.”  In order for Felix to hear the Jewish 

leaders case and give them what they want, he would have to kill an innocent Roman 

citizen, which would be treasonous.  The second detail is that the high priest Ananias 

and some of the other Jewish elders came to present their case the Governor Felix, but 

this time they brought reinforcements.  They brought in one Tertullus, a lawyer, and in 

all likelihood a Gentile.  It was not an uncommon practice for the Jews of that time to 

hire a Gentile legal representative to help them navigate the intricacies of Roman law.  

They would find a Gentile representative especially helpful in a hearing in which they 

have no real case, with the exception of a disagreement over the Mosaic Law.  Tertullus 

would have to lay on the deception and charm as thick as he could to get what his 

clients wanted, and that’s just what he attempts to do. 

““Since through you we enjoy much peace, and since by your foresight, most excellent 

Felix, reforms are being made for this nation, in every way and everywhere we accept 

this with all gratitude. But, to detain you no further, I beg you in your kindness to hear us 
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briefly.”  Luke as the author of this book likely gives us a greatly shortened version of 

Tertullus’ presentation, but you get the gist of it.  Governor Felix had shed the most 

blood out of all of those who came before him and would come after him (Acts …).  Not 

only is this flattery excessive, it’s also a complete lie.  Felix did not bring peace, he 

lacked foresight, nobody was happy with the results, and Tertullus was not going to be 

brief in his plea before him.  Did your parents, like mine, have a tendency to poorly 

estimate how long it would take them to come pick you up from practice?  I remember 

my step dad’s estimations would almost always be two to three times shorter than 

actuality.  If he said 10 minutes, it would be 20-25.  If he said 20 minutes, it would be 45 

minutes to an hour.  If he said half an hour, you literally might as well walk home.  Now 

my step dad Eric is a great guy, but his sense of time is just a bit different than the 

clock’s.  In a much more corrupt and outrageous way, Tertullus’ opening to Felix is quite 

a stretch of the imagination.  Tertullus then proceeds to present the charges against 

Paul before Felix.  This is what he says, “we have found this man a plague, one who 

stirs up riots among all the Jews throughout the world and is a ringleader of the sect of 

the Nazarenes.  He even tried to profane the temple, but we seized him.  By examining 

him yourself you will be able to find out from him about everything of which we accuse 

him.”  Three charges are brought against Paul: 

1. He is a plague and stirs up riots among the Jews in the Roman empire. 

2. He is a ringleader of Jewish sect that is not officially approved of by the Roman 

Empire. 

3. He tried to bring his riotous ways to Jerusalem by profaning the temple. 
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As to the first charge, remember what Pastor Curt has been saying over the past few 

weeks about the way the Roman government ruled their empire.  The policy was to 

keep the peace at all costs, even sometimes at the cost of innocence (Josephus 736-

737).  There was nothing the Romans hated more than civil uprisings.  They were to 

snuff them out as soon as they heard about.  Tertullus knows this, and according to the 

false accusations of the Jews from the Asian province, this is what Paul has been doing.  

This is the most important charge that they could bring against Paul, but it wasn’t true.  

Anybody who knew anything about Paul and his mission would know that he came in 

peace with a simple message concerning Jesus of Nazareth, the Messiah.  It was the 

Jews who opposed Paul who stirred up riots among the people, in an attempt to stop 

Paul from preaching the good news about Jesus.   

The second charge brought against Paul is the closest to the truth of all three charges.  

Paul was the most significant figure within the Church at this point in time, but this was 

not stated as a compliment to Paul.  In order for the various districts around the Roman 

empire to practice their religion, it had to be officially approved by the state, and while 

Judaism was, the “Nazarene Sect” of it was not.  So, to stack up the accusations made 

against Paul Tertullus so far: Paul was an insurrectionist at the head of an unapproved 

religion, which means he’s anti-Ceaser.  If Tertullus’ claims against Paul are true, then 

things are not looking good for Paul.   

This brings us to the third accusation, which is that he tried to profane the temple.  This 

third accusation is completely baseless, as already noted by Luke.  In Acts 21:27-29 

Luke writes, “When the seven days were almost completed, the Jews from Asia, seeing 

him in the temple, stirred up the whole crowd and laid hands on him, crying out, “Men of 
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Israel, help! This is the man who is teaching everyone everywhere against the people 

and the law and this place. Moreover, he even brought Greeks into the temple and has 

defiled this holy place.”  For they had previously seen Trophimus the Ephesian with him 

in the city, and they supposed that Paul had brought him into the temple.”  None of the 

accusations made against Paul can be proven or verified, and only the second 

accusation rings somewhat of the truth, but Paul will sufficiently answer each of the 

accusations brought against him.   

Paul’s response matches the three accusations brought against him. 

First part: “Knowing that for many years you have been a judge over this nation, I 

cheerfully make my defense.  You can verify that it is not more than twelve days since I 

went up to worship in Jerusalem, and they did not find me disputing with anyone or 

stirring up a crowd, either in the temple or in the synagogues or in the city. Neither can 

they prove to you what they now bring up against me.”   

To start out his response, Paul does not use any flattery to gain favor with Felix.  That is 

the benefit of having a completely clear conscious before God and man.  He does not 

need to flatter Felix because He is on the side of truth.  Paul’s response to the first 

accusation made against him, that he is a notorious, empire wide insurrectionist, is 

extremely simple.  All he says is that Felix can verify for himself that the type of man 

these men make him out to be does not reflect his conduct whatsoever, nor can his 

accusers prove the claims they made about him.  Paul has gone to the Temple, Paul 

has attended the weekly synagogue meetings, and Paul has been in the city, and not a 

single trace of rioting has followed him.  Notice, however, that Paul does not seize the 

opportunity to bring accusations against his accusers, even though he would be 
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perfectly justified to do so.  Paul is not really on the defense here, rather he is on the 

offense.  Not to bring down his accusers, but rather to testify to the rulers of the world 

concerning Jesus the Messiah.  This leads Paul to answer the second accusation. 

“But this I confess to you, that according to the Way, which they call a sect, I worship 

the God of our fathers, believing everything laid down by the Law and written in the 

Prophets, having a hope in God, which these men themselves accept, that there will be 

a resurrection of both the just and the unjust. So I always take pains to have a clear 

conscience toward both God and man.” 

As to the second accusation, that Paul is the ringleader of a non-state approved 

religious sect, Paul answers by saying that he believes Judaism in its entirety.  He 

ascribes to the God of his fathers, he believes everything written down from Moses to 

Malachi, and he too has a hope for the resurrection of the dead, for both the just and 

unjust.  Paul strives to have peace and a clear conscience between God and men.  Now 

the mastery of Paul’s response here may not seem readily apparent, but if you tie the 

dots between the last chapter and this chapter, you will see that Paul is once again 

testifying against the hypocrisy of belief in the ruling Jewish authorities.  By Paul 

appealing to the whole of the Old Testament Scriptures, he isolates the priests, and 

more specifically the high priest Ananias, for they did believe in the resurrection, nor did 

they take all of the Prophets to be as authoritative as the Torah (first five books of the 

Bible).  What Paul, then, is saying is that out of everybody in that room, he is the only 

one who actually fully adheres to the officially state approved Judaism.  By his accusers 

denying Jesus as the one true Messiah, He who was prophesied of in both the Law and 

the Prophets, they deny the heart of the Jewish faith, and so stand in the wrong 
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themselves.  This is what happens when people decide that they can pick and choose 

from the Bible those portions that are authoritative for them.  The whole of the 

Scriptures testify to Jesus as Lord, and if you remove some, you don’t get the full 

picture, you don’t get the real Messiah.  Our culture, like the priests, has been doing this 

to the Bible for centuries.  Thomas Jefferson literally took scissors to his Bible to cut out 

the parts in the New Testament that recorded Jesus’ miracles.  Thomas Jefferson, like 

our popular culture today, was a naturalist, and so made no room for the supernatural in 

his thinking.  Made no room for the works of God that go beyond our understanding.  

Today, our culture wants to cut out the parts of the Bible that they find disagreeable, but 

rather than improving humanity’s sense of morality and justice, what they are unwittingly 

doing is taking scissors to our Lord and Savior Jesus Christ.  But friends, Christ is not in 

the wrong, we are.  Christ did not bleed due to His injustice, but ours.  Christ did not go 

to the grave for His sins, but ours.  So people, lay down your scissors, lay down your 

whips, Christ will not be mocked.  He is the risen, ruling Savior and King; if you oppose 

His Word, you oppose Him.  Paul stood for the whole testimony of God, for he knew that 

all of it pointed to Christ as Lord.   

This brings us to the last charge brought against Paul, which is that he profaned the 

temple. “Now after several years I came to bring alms to my nation and to present 

offerings.  While I was doing this, they found me purified in the temple, without any 

crowd or tumult. But some Jews from Asia— they ought to be here before you and to 

make an accusation, should they have anything against me. Or else let these men 

themselves say what wrongdoing they found when I stood before the council, other than 
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this one thing that I cried out while standing among them: ‘It is with respect to the 

resurrection of the dead that I am on trial before you this day.’”   

Paul was found to be purified in the temple, with no crowd or tumult around him, in fact, 

he was presenting alms to the nation of Israel to help his Jewish brothers in need.  They 

found Paul in the temple, observing the Law of Moses in every way, and as he was 

doing this people seized him.  But, where were these people who seized him?  Where 

were these people who said he was “…teaching everyone everywhere against the 

people and the law and this place,” and that he had “...even brought Greeks into the 

temple and has defiled this holy place.” If you are going to testify against someone in a 

court of law, it might be a good idea to provide the witness or witnesses who made 

allegations in the first place.  But people who accuse others of wrongdoing, and yet 

make those accusations out of personal hatred rather than true evidence (in other 

words, bearing false witness; commandment #9 of the 10 commandments), have a 

tendency for not following through on their claims.  Paul then appeals to his current 

accusers who are present to bring any evidence against him that would substantiate 

their claims, but they cannot.  Even in a corrupt Roman government where officials 

could often be bought off, this lack of proof would not do.  Paul, then, seizes his 

opportunity to testify, not only concerning his innocence, but more importantly 

concerning his faith.  The real reason that Paul is on trial is because of his belief in the 

resurrection from the dead of Jesus Christ, and the future salvation of all those who 

would believe in Him.   

 

Conclusion:  Two things.   
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1. Paul totally guarded, physically, spiritually, evidentially, etc. 

2. The bad situations in life are a pedestal for us to proclaim the truth of the gospel 

to others in this world. 

 

If this is the Word of God, then what should be different about our lives this 

week? 

 

1. We will strive to live with a clear conscience before God and others. 

2. We will stand confident in Christ when others wrongly accuse us. 

3. We will trust God when our lives seem to be falling apart, for we know that God is 

providing an opportunity for us to testify concerning Him. 

4. We will put our hope in Jesus, our Savior, because in Him we have a hope that 

will not perish or fade away. 

 

 


