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SESSION 9 – CHAPTERS 22-24 
 
 
22:1-23 – PAUL’S ADDRESS TO THE CROWD 
 

• Paul’s use of Aramaic silences the crowd further but just as important, addresses them with 
respect and warmth. For the remainder of Acts, Paul’s speeches are primarily apologetic and 
defensive in nature. 

• Paul’s main defense is not disloyalty to Israel, but obedience to a divine imperative. 
• Paul begins by relating his life prior to conversion. His emphasizes his background and 

education under one of the most respected teachers of the day, Gamaliel. 
 

• Gamaliel was the grandson of the famous Rabbi Hillel. He ruled the council of the Sanhedrin 
and was lauded for his wisdom and knowledge and is mentioned in the Talmud and by 
Josephus, who specifically wrote about the noble character of Gamaliel’s son, Simon. The 
Mishnah claims him as one of Judaism’s greatest teachers. 

 
• Bock, in his commentary, gives a two-part outline that summarizes well the rhetorical 

strength of Paul’s message to the crowd. 
a. Paul’s biography stresses three themes. 

i. Born and cultured in Taursus. 
ii. Raised there. 
iii. Instructed as a good Pharisee by Gamaliel. 

b. The entire message is based on three arguments. 
i. I was where you were (3-5). 
ii. I was called by God (6-14). 
iii. I was called to be a witness to the nations (15-21). 

 
• Paul, in verses 17-21, relates a vision he received while praying in the Temple where he is 

instructed by Jesus to leave Jerusalem because the people would not accept his witness. 
• Paul’s mention of his mission to the Gentiles infuriates the crowd but also validates the vision 

he just recounted. Two important things to note. 
a. Many commentators believe the anger from the crowd is not so much the mission to the 

Gentiles per se, but a mission without first introducing them to Judaism and the Law. The 
crowd’s reaction denotes frustration and blasphemy. 

b. Secondly, it calls into question the Jewish understanding of the Servant Songs in Isaiah, 
especially Ch. 53. How well did they perceive the messianic mission as one that involved 
the entire world? 
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• Bock makes this concluding statement. 
 

The bulk of Jerusalem has reacted now against Jesus, John, Stephen, and Paul. For Acts, this 
is a final key rejection of the Gospel… (pg. 653)  

 
 
22:24-29 – PAUL CLAIMS HIS ROMAN RIGHTS 
 

• The commander orders Paul to be lashed. Most believe the lashing was the brutal Roman 
practice of scourging. Before it is administered Paul reveals his Roman citizenship, 
preventing the commander and his men from breaking the law any further. 

• Had Paul been scourged it would have been his worse beating to date. It is also interesting 
that Paul demonstrates great self-control in a situation that could otherwise been 
catastrophic. 

• These events become the catalyst that propels Paul to Rome. 
 
 
22:30-23:11 – PAUL BEFORE THE HIGH COUNCIL 
 

• Paul is brought before the Jewish High Council. This is at least the sixth time the Sanhedrin 
had to evaluate the claims of Christ. The other five are as follows. 

 
 

Event Passage 

1. Met to evaluate reports about Jesus John 11:47-53 

2. Jesus’ trial 
Matt 26:57-68; 27:1-2; 
Mark 14:53-65; 15:1; Luke 
22:66-71 

3. The trial of Peter and John Acts 4:5-22 

4. The trial of the twelve Apostles Acts 5:21-40 

5. Stephen’s trial 6:12-7:60 

 
 

• Paul’s opening remarks evokes a violent response from Ananias the high priest and a typical 
human reaction from Paul. 

• Ananias was a corrupt priest and was even assassinated by his own people almost ten years 
after Paul stood before him. 

• Paul’s inability to recognize the High Priest has garnered much speculation, but Luke has 
presented the entire section as a session called in haste with protocol inconsistencies. 

• Interesting to note that Paul in verse 6 changes his tactic. The controversy of the 
resurrection long divided the Pharisees and Sadducees, and Paul raises the issue as a means 
of dividing the council. 
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• The following chart contrasts the essential differences between the Pharisees and the 
Sadducees. 

 

Pharisees Sadducees 

Likely originated with the “Hasidim” of the 
Maccabean period. 

A sect of aristocrats that flourished from 200 
BC until the Fall of Jerusalem in 70 AD. 

The name likely means “separated ones.” A 
name attached to them when they separated 
from the Hasmonean ruler, John Hyrcanus (135-
104 BC) over a dispute about the priesthood. 

Their power came primarily from aligning 
themselves as political allies of Rome. 

Organized in small fellowships, and for the most 
part stayed away from the ruling powers in 
Jerusalem. 

The Sadducees played the leading role in the 
trial and condemnation of Jesus. 

Steadily gained authority among the people, 
primarily through the establishment of 
Synagogues. According to sources, there were 
400 Synagogues in the city of Jerusalem alone. 

The most reliable information on this group 
comes from three sources: Flavius Josephus, 
the New Testament, and rabbinic 
compilations. Apart from Josephus “War”, 
most sources are decidedly hostile to this 
group. 

When the Temple was destroyed in 70 AD, they 
were the driving force in the Yavneh (Jamnia) 
where Palestinian Judaism survived. The Jamnis 
council debated Ecclesiastes and Song of Songs. 

Their opposition to Jesus and the early 
church in the NT is presented as monolithic 
and constant. This is likely due to the fact 
that they would have viewed The Way as a 
destabilizing force as well as a theological 
foe. 

During Herod’s reign, Jewish sources of the 
time claim there were 6000 Pharisees. 

Between 6-66 AD they were able to control 
the High Priesthood. 

Pharisees gave oral tradition equal authority 
over the written text. 

The Sadducees considered the written text – 
primarily the Pentateuch - to be from God.  

They believed in the resurrection of the dead 
but it’s not clear whether it included the flesh or 
not. 

They did not believe in a resurrection, 
immortality of the soul, angels, demons, or a 
spiritual world for that matter. They 
practically denied God’s involvement in 
everyday life. 

Though they held a minority number of seats on 
the council, they held great power due to their 
respect and power given to them by the people. 

The revolt of 66-70 AD spelled the end of the 
Sadducees. The Romans had no use for a 
failed aristocracy so they faded into oblivion. 

 
 

• The ensuing uproar causes the commander to forcefully rescue Paul. 
• Paul may likely have wondered how he would get out of his present mess, but the Lord 

appears to him again and confirms that he will be a witness in Rome, like he has been in 
Jerusalem. 
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23:12-35 – THE PLOT TO KILL PAUL AND HIS BEING SENT TO CAESAREA 
 

• The plot is the most detailed against Paul in Acts. Over forty had vowed not to eat or drink 
until Paul is dead. They had no trouble enlisting in the conspiracy the participation of the High 
Council. 

• This is the only reference in the New Testament to Paul’s immediate family. Paul’s nephew 
somehow hears of the plan and relates the details to the commander. 

• It has been noted that the distance between the Fortress of Antonia and the Hall of the 
Sanhedrin was far apart, giving the conspirators ample time and space to complete their 
plot.  

• The commander recognizes the Jews will likely stop short of nothing to see Paul dead and 
orders a heavy guard under the cover of night. 

• This is the third time Paul has to leave a city secretly at night (See 9:25; 17:10). The 
commander, Claudius Lysias, would not want to answer to the death of a Roman citizen due 
to Jewish fanaticism. 

 
• He decides to send Paul to Felix the Governor. Antonius Felix was procurator (governor) of 

Judea (circa 52-59 AD).  He was responsible for military and civil affairs but was corrupt and 
was eventually recalled to Rome by Nero. Pontius Pilate held this office from 26-36 AD. 

• The Roman historian Tacitus described Felix as follows: 
 

“…Antonius Felix, practiced every kind of cruelty and lust, wielding the power of a king with 
all the instincts of a slave” (The Histories, 5:9). 

 
• The commanders letter paints him in the best possible light while at the same time giving due 

respect to Felix. 
• Felix agrees to hear Paul’s case and is kept until his accusers arrive from Jerusalem. 

 
 
 
The Book of Acts highlights the ministries of two apostles – Peter and Paul. Though Peter has not 
appeared in recent chapters, their story in Acts reflects parallel experiences. 
 
 

Event Peter Paul 

Both engaged in three significant trips/journeys 8:14; 9:32—11:2; 15:1-
14 

13:2—14:28; 15:36—
18:22; 18:23—21:17 

Both healed a lame person early in their ministry 3:2 14:8 

Both saw people healed apart from physical 
contact 5:15 19:11 

Both brought judgment to those who defiled the 
purity of the church 5:1-11 13:6-11 



 5 

Both had one long discourse/preaching message 2:14-40 13:16-42 

Both made the Resurrection the centerpiece of 
their proclamation 

2:24-36; 3:15, 26; 
5:30; 10:40, 41 

13:30-37; 17:3, 18, 31; 
24:15, 21; 25:19; 26:8, 
23 

Both cast out demons 5:16 16:18 

Both laid hands on people to receive the Holy 
Spirit 8:17 19:6 

Both had encounters with sorcerers and won 8:18 13:6 

Both raised the dead 9:36 20:9 

Both received visions directing them to witness 10:9 16:6 

Both were miraculously delivered from prison 12:7 16:26 

 
 

 
24:1-27 – PAUL APPEARS BEFORE FELIX 
 

• The hatred of Paul is evidenced by the speed in which the entourage from Jerusalem arrives. 
The five days and sixty-five-mile journey accompanied by the High Priest himself denotes the 
seriousness of the matter. 

• The Greek here for lawyer is rhetoros, a person skilled in oratory speech and argumentation. 
An important skillset in the ancient world. 

• Tertullus’ praise of Felix is typical of the time, but also serves as a prelude to the three basic 
charges he presents against Paul. 
a. A personal charge of heresy (cult of Nazerene – vs. 5) 
b. A political charge of treason (troublemaker stirring up riots – vs. 5) 
c. A religious charge of sacrilege (desecrate the Temple – vs. 6) 

 
• All the Jews confirm the charges and there is an implication that they expect Felix to dispatch 

the matter quickly. Especially since he has a reputation for effectively dealing with any 
uprising.  

• Paul once again proves himself a worthy opponent, presenting rationale counter arguments 
by methodically refuting each of Tertullus’ assertions. 
a. In response to the first charge, Paul states he was only in Jerusalem twelve days, not 

enough time to create the kind of trouble he was being accused of (24:11). 
b. To the second charge of leading a cult, he shows that his teachings are in harmony with 

the Hebrew Scriptures (24:14). 
c. To the third charge, Paul responds that he came to Jerusalem to worship and to bring 

financial aid (24:12-13, 17). 
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• In verse 16 Paul once again repeats the statement that he holds a clear conscience before God. 

This is the same phrase he used before the High Council in Ch. 23 that provoked the High 
Priest to slap him. Conscience is where we hold the capacity to feel guilt. 

• Paul notes that his original accusers are not even present, a detail that Longenecker in his 
commentary on Acts gives further clarity to. 

 
Roman law imposed heavy penalties upon accusers who abandoned their charges 
(destitutio), and the disappearance of accusers often meant the withdrawal of a charge. 
Their absence, therefore, suggested that they had nothing against him that would stand up 
in a Roman court of law (pg. 541).  

 
• Further, Paul argues that even the Sanhedrin could not testify to his guilt. The raising again of 

Paul’s belief in the resurrection stresses to Felix that this is a theological debate, a matter 
that any Roman official would wisely avoid. 

• Felix postpones any further decision until Lysias arrives, an apparent delay tactic considering 
he has the commander’s letter in hand. Paul, though still under arrest, is given considerable 
personal freedom. 

• Felix, along with his wife Drusilla, is intrigued theologically with Paul, but becomes frightened 
with the topics turn to personal morality, responsibility, and judgment. 
a. Drusilla was the youngest daughter of Herod Agrippa I who ruled Palestine from 37-44 

AD. 
b. He authorized the death of James, son of Zebedee (12:1-2), and imprisoned Peter (12:3-11). 
c. Drusilla was Felix’s third wife, whom he married when she was 16. She was now 19. 
d. She had been married to Azizus, King of Emesa (a state within Syria). 
e. Felix was married twice before, the first being the granddaughter of Antony and 

Cleopatra. 
f. Drusilla died, along with her child by Felix, when Mt. Vesuvius erupted in 79 AD. 

 
• This cycle for Paul lasts two years, until Felix is replaced by Festus. Festus served as governor 

of Judea from 59-61 AD. 
• Some commentators believe that Luke may have written his Gospel during this time and 

even part of Acts. 
• Some believe that Paul may have written part or all of the prison epistles. 

 
 
McGrath describes Luther's conviction: "God promises to be present with us, even in life's darkest 
hours—and if experience cannot detect him as being present, then that verdict of experience must 
be considered unreliable." 
 


