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Acts 26:1-11 

        This morning, we continue our way through the last portion of the book 
of Acts. Paul has been in custody in Caesarea for over 2 years, and now finally 
has the opportunity to plead his case before both Festus, the Roman governor 
and King Herod Agrippa 2, the highest official from among the Jewish people. 
Of Paul’s such defenses, this is his longest one. Indeed, I didn’t think I could do 
it justice in one message, so I have divided it into two sections. 

This morning’s section describes Paul’s life before he became a follower of 
Jesus and the underlying reason he believes he has been persecuted so vigorously 
by his Jewish opponents. It is not that he has been leading riots, they know this 
is not the case. In reality, it is because Paul dares to stand up in defense of the 
resurrection of the dead, with Jesus Christ as the first and most important case 
in point. And belief in the resurrection of the dead ought not offend any serious 
Jew. His argument here is that the Jewish faith is built upon the belief in the 
hope of a future resurrection of the dead. It has been a key aspect of the promise 
of God toward His people since the very beginning. 

To persecute a believing Jew because he dares to declare that God has 
indeed raised someone from the dead tells you much about the accusers rather 
than the accused. It means those claiming to represent the Jewish faith and the 
God of the Scriptures really do not believe what has been written and promised. 
In other words, it is an argument that goes something like this: you want me 
dead because I believe that Jesus of Nazareth is the true Jewish Messiah, a claim 
He made and validated most clearly when he rose from the dead. Your issue is 
not so much with “this Jesus fellow” as it is with the belief in the resurrection of 
the dead period. If God CAN’T raise someone from the dead, then He certainly 
did not raise Jesus from the dead. BUT if He can raise the dead, then you must 
take seriously the claim that He DID raise Jesus from the dead. From Paul’s 
perspective, this case is really about the theological truth of resurrection. 



So, if that’s the case, how should we read this text? We should read it with 
same fervency that Paul delivered the address. The resurrection of the dead is 
key to our faith. Christianity, biblical faith falls apart without it.  No 
resurrection, no Christianity. No life after death, no need for a Messiah, no 
hope of life in His name, no perspective beyond the grave. So, to Paul this issue 
is crucial…and should be for us. 

Follow along as I read the first 11 verses of Acts 26, as Paul begins his 
defense before these highest of authorities in the land. Take note of the 
prominent role given here to the resurrection. READ Acts 26:1-11. 

  

Main point:  The case for Christianity is centered on the doctrine of the 
resurrection of the dead. 
  

  

        Yes, this belief in life after death, this affirming of the value of the lifeless 
human corpse stretches us, pushes us, strains credibility. But without it, there is 
no Christianity. Without it, Christianity is reduced to a system of coping with 
the problems of this world, how to get through until the next day, how to live 
with a clean conscience, how to deal with the sinners around us. But the truth is 
that Christianity is all about a hopeful, hope filled view of the future, no matter 
what happens in this life. It is a perspective that goes beyond this world, whether 
spatially or temporally. Christianity goes beyond the here and now. Paul focuses 
on this concept as he builds his case before these highest of governmental 
officials. But his words come to us as the word of God, intended to shape our 
lives. I trust it will do that as we probe it together. (2 parts) 

  

 
 

  



I. All serious students of Scripture ought to see how the resurrection of the dead 
is central to its message. vv. 1-8 

  

        It ought not be viewed as a radical position to hold to the resurrection. It 
has been the hope of God’s people since the very beginning. 

  

26 So Agrippa said to Paul, “You have permission to speak for yourself.” Then 
Paul stretched out his hand and made his defense: 

  

        For us as readers, I know that Paul telling his story has become old hat. We 
have read all of it before. And yet, I am taking the time to cover it in detail here 
in chapter 26 because this is perhaps Paul’s most extensive defense. Not only is it 
the longest such defense, but it seems to me that it reflects the longest speech he 
made as well. The text will tell us in v.3 that Paul knows it will require Agrippa’s 
patience to hear him out. He has much to say. He has been waiting 2 years for an 
occasion such as this. Paul has the attention of an important and captive audience. 
So, with the gesture of an orator, Paul begins his speech. 

  

2 “I consider myself fortunate that it is before you, King Agrippa, I am going to 
make my defense today against all the accusations of the Jews, 3 especially because 
you are familiar with all the customs and controversies of the Jews. Therefore I 
beg you to listen to me patiently. 

  

Notice the respect and humility that Paul exhibits. It is especially noteworthy 
for Paul to be before King Agrippa. In Agrippa, Paul has someone who will know 
about the Jewish faith and the history and controversies over time about its various 
beliefs. He doesn’t have to explain himself to Agrippa. And yet, Agrippa will 



perhaps be less biased against him. In other words, Paul’s accusers were also 
exceedingly familiar with the Jewish faith and all of its controversies. But perhaps 
Agrippa will patiently hear Paul out and give credence to the legitimacy of Paul’s 
position. He does not consider himself a radical, nor a renegade. Paul considers 
himself a serious practitioner of the Jewish faith. Hopefully, Agrippa will be 
convinced. 

  

4 “My manner of life from my youth, spent from the beginning among my own 
nation and in Jerusalem, is known by all the Jews. 5 They have known for a long 
time, if they are willing to testify, that according to the strictest party of our 
religion I have lived as a Pharisee. 

  

We’ve seen this before: Paul’s life is an open book. He has lived his life in 
public. There are countless witnesses who can validate the way he lived. And the 
way he lived was as a Pharisee. A Pharisee was not some whacko, the Pharisees 
were one of the two most major factions of the Jewish faith in Jesus’ day. They 
were known for their seriousness about the Jewish faith. They sought to live by 
both its big concepts and its small. They were not only committed to keeping the 
Jewish law, but they even went further than the letter of the law, just to make sure. 
They were serious about their faith. They took the Scriptures (as they understood 
them) seriously. 

Now the other major party was the party of the Sadducees. They were less 
serious about keeping the letter of the law. They were more lax in their 
understanding of the details of the faith. They were more interested in the here 
and now than any belief about the future. They loved their power and just wanted 
to get along with all the authorities so they could keep their power. They were 
known by the things they did not believe in: angels and demons, life after death, 
strictly keeping the law, and more. And in our text here, it is important to note 
that most of the high priests were Sadducees, not Pharisees. They got along with 
Rome and thus kept their power. 



So, Paul’s point here is that he has ALWAYS been concerned with the Jewish 
law. He was all about law keeping. He was a Pharisee! And everyone knew it. How 
could anyone accuse him of not taking the Law seriously? He was a Pharisee! 

  

 6 And now I stand here on trial because of my hope in the promise made by 
God to our fathers, 7 to which our twelve tribes hope to attain, as they earnestly 
worship night and day. And for this hope I am accused by Jews, O king! 

  

Notice where Paul goes with his defense. He states that he is on trial because of 
his belief in something that has been clear since the beginning of the Jewish faith. 
He’s not abandoned the faith. He’s not distorted the faith. He’s not profaned the 
faith. Indeed, he’s held up a central belief of the faith and it’s gotten him in 
trouble. 

Let’s remember back to the charges against him: leading a rebellion wherever he 
went throughout the Roman empire, taking part in an illegal religion of the 
followers of Jesus of Nazareth, and profaning the Jewish temple. But his defense 
centers around the resurrection. Why? Because he sees as the core issue the 
resurrection of the dead. 

As I’ve tried to make plain before, the resurrection of the dead is why we have 
hope. It is why we bury the dead, why we still use language about death reuniting 
loved ones. It is why Jesus could show himself in a transfigured form to his 
disciples along with Moses and Elijah. If there was no life after death, who were 
those two guys with Jesus? Scripture teaches us that when Abraham was about to 
sacrifice his son, Isaac, it was his belief in the resurrection of the dead that gave 
him the confidence to move forward. They all knew that Elijah was coming back. 
They all referred to death as being “gathered to their fathers,” reunited with their 
fathers. We could go on and on. But the point is that belief in the resurrection is 
central to the teachings of Scripture, both Old and New Testament. Belief in the 
resurrection is not in opposition to the Jewish faith, it is at the center of the Jewish 



faith. Belief in the resurrection gives us hope!! On this issue, the position of the 
Sadducees is dead wrong (pardon the pun). 

  

 8 Why is it thought incredible by any of you that God raises the dead? 

  

Here we see the implications for Paul’s insistence on the resurrection. The 
problem ought not be whether God can and will raise the dead, the problem ought 
to be whether God did so in this situation, as we will see ahead. Belief in the 
resurrection ought not shock, surprise, upset, trigger any true adherent to the 
Jewish faith. God has promised to do so all along. 

  

         Can you see how central resurrection is to the message of Scripture? Take 
it out and the message is unrecognizable. Twist it or distort it with things like 
reincarnation and you do not have Christianity, you have something else. But the 
fact that there is in Scripture a hope that goes beyond the grave is not arguable. 
So, I ask you, “Do you believe in the resurrection of the dead?” How central is it 
to your faith? Is it an issue you would be willing to die over, as Paul was willing 
to die? I know, I know, we all talk about eternal life, going to heaven, living after 
we die. But I also know there are so-called believers in Jesus who are convinced 
that this life is all there is. In a past town, I knew a very learned man who read 
the Bible, wanted everyone to read the Bible, was a shining example of a 
Christian to his church, and yet he didn’t believe in the resurrection of the dead. 
He believed death ended it all. Not all who claim Jesus believe there will be life 
after death. It’s bizarre, but true. 
 

II. Paul did not start out prone to be a follower of Jesus…  vv. 9-11 

        In fact, he hated Christians, sought the demise and destruction of believers. 
He was not sympathetic to their position. But then something happened… 
Hmmm, we won’t get to the something until next week. 



  

9 “I myself was convinced that I ought to do many things in opposing the name 
of Jesus of Nazareth. 

  

        His Jewish faith convinced him that Jesus of Nazareth was a threat to his 
Jewish faith. He opposed Jesus out of a zealousness about the faith. And you 
can understand why this would be so. I myself stand strongly against those who 
pervert my faith as well. I stand against the cults, against those who stray from 
orthodoxy. I see it as my duty before God to analyze and condemn those who 
distort the Christian faith. I don’t fault Paul for this phase of his life. I’m not 
sure I would have been as strong in seeking the destruction of such people as we 
will see in the next verses, but I do share his concern for orthodoxy and truth. 
Woe to those who preach another gospel! They are not my friends, they are my 
enemies! 

  

 10 And I did so in Jerusalem. I not only locked up many of the saints in prison 
after receiving authority from the chief priests, but when they were put to death 
I cast my vote against them. 11 And I punished them often in all the synagogues 
and tried to make them blaspheme, and in raging fury against them I persecuted 
them even to foreign cities. 

  

        As I said, I’m not sure I could have done what Paul did in persecuting 
Christians, but I can see how a genuine concern for the truth and one’s faith 
would lead you to such a position. Again, notice how Paul worked within the 
Jewish system and structure. He sought and received permission to do what he 
did...from the very people who are seeking to have him killed. He followed 
protocol, although it does appear that he pushed people to proclaim their beliefs 
that would justify the persecution. He often tried to get them to say something 
contrary to the Jewish faith so they could be punished. 



        But then we see that such a zeal for the truth also crossed over into rage, 
fury, vendetta, crusade. He went out looking for offenders. He crossed borders 
to find them and drag them back to where they could be punished. That is 
another whole layer of zeal. We might call such a person a fanatic. Such a 
person without restraint would be dangerous. Again, I remind you his concern 
was not about justice, but came from a belief of the heart. It was his faith that 
led him to do such things. This was not a legal quest but a religious quest, a 
spiritual mission. And what do we know about governmental authorities? They 
most often could not care less about matters of the heart. 

        But in this situation, Paul lived his life as one who zealously defended the 
very position of his accusers. He was one of them. But then something 
happened. What do you suppose it might be???? Could it be that Paul had an 
encounter with someone who resurrected from the dead???? Hmmm… you’ll 
have to wait until next week, or read ahead. But yes, I am giving you the context 
to what you will read. 

  

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

  

        1) We will take the Word of God seriously. 

  

        2) We will hold to what the Word of God teaches, even if it doesn’t fit 
our human understanding. 

  

        3) We will hold to the utmost importance of the resurrection, but that of 
Jesus and of His followers. 

  



        4) We will make sure our zeal is anchored solidly in truth, rather than 
perception. 

  

        5) We will have a hopeful, hope filled view of the future, even after death. 

  

        6) We will remind ourselves that God uses people like Paul. 

 


