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The Acts of the Apostles
The Ministry of the Gospel in a Messy Church & Conflictive World
As we learned in the previous lesson, the Apostle Paul
was transported to Caesarea to be before Felix. But who
was Felix? Very simply: Roman Prefects, Procurators,
and Legates ruled the area of Judea and Samaria.
Essentially these three titles were applied to various
administrators who oversaw the affairs of the region.
So, when we think of Felix, we can think of Pontius
Pilate as an equivalent. That is to say; as Jesus stood
before Pilate, Paul now stands before Felix. Some things
never change! As Paul stood before Felix, though, the
religious leaders came forth with an attorney named,
Tertullus, who began to present a case against the
Apostle Paul.
Before we go any further, it must be stated that we
Christians are people of repentance. In other words, we
need to be people who admit to our wrongdoings,
confess our wrongdoings, and seek restitution for our
wrongdoings. However, before we can do this, we must
make sure that our wrongdoings are actually wrong. In
other words, just because a person accuses us of a
wrong, it does not mean that we must automatically
apologize. Too often, people apologize for things that
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they have not done – for things that are not sin. To ‘not’
admit to sin, blurs the distinction between right and
wrong, and sows seeds of confusion. However, to admit
to sin – when no sin has been committed - also blurs the
distinction between right and wrong, and sows seeds of
confusion.
Look back to Acts 24:2-4. When addressing Felix, the
attorney begins his speech with flattery. Yes, the attorney
bootlicks and sucks up to Felix. It is quite disgusting if we
think about it! To get on the right side of Felix, he sweettalks Felix. The point is, that whenever there is conflict,
look for the group of people that are kissing up to those in
authority. Generally speaking, they are the ones who are
hiding something! Why would one need to sweet-talk
those in authority if they have done nothing wrong? Why
would you need to kiss up to those in authority if truth is
on your side? Again, if you are caught in a conflict or if
you are a person in authority in the middle of a conflict, be
cautious of those who try and flatter you, rather than hold
to the simple facts within the conflict.
Secondly, the skillful lawyer presented a case against Paul
that only constituted ‘one’ concrete example of Paul’s
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wrongdoings – ‘Paul profaned the temple’ (Note: this
accusation was not entirely accurate). That is to say; besides
the small mention of the temple, the lawyer presented a
long rhetoric of lies that were constructed with
distortion of facts, the addition of motives that did not
exist at the time, and statements about Paul’s character
that were intended to assassinate character. His
accusations were very vague. They were not concrete.
This goes back to the previous point, what sin did Paul
concretely commit? The only thing that one could
conclude is that Paul profaned the temple.
Beware of people who speak negatively about certain
people or events with a broad brush but are unable to
give ‘specific’ examples of sin. For example, if an
accuser calls a neighbor a liar in a broad and general
sense, then the accuser should surely be able to name at
least ‘one’ concrete example of the neighbor’s lying.
Alas, we have all been in conversations where an angry
accuser goes off against a fellow neighbor. And then,
after listening to their slanderous rant, they are asked,
“What exactly happened; what did they do to you?” and the
accuser then fails to give concrete examples. You know,
the accuser will proceed to fumble with words,
emotions, and agitations that do not describe any
specific way in which they have been sinned against.
This is why it is best to ask the question, “What sin –
according to the Ten Commandments – was committed? And
was this sin committed against you?” If we cannot call an
offense – sin - are we ever justified in our anger? And if
an offense is not sin, is there a need for repentance?
Again, it is important to call sin – sin.
Very briefly, the lawyer had a group of Jews also join
him in affirming him in his accusations, so as to have
strength in numbers. If one accusation is concerning,
then multiply accusations must make the accusation
true – right? Sigh, how foolish this all is! Accusations
must be based on sin, and sin must be based on a
concrete objective violation of a standard (i.e., the Ten
Commandments).
Finally, as a way of summarizing this whole section,
look at what Paul does in his defense! In verse 21, Paul
concretely tries to pinpoint what the exact offense is – “It
is about the resurrection of the dead that I am on trial before
you today.” If we Christians are to repent, let it be over
actual sin committed. If we are condemned by the
world, let it be over what we actually did or confessed,
for this is not only good, right, and salutary but goes the
way of a clear conscience.

