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Bible Study 

SERMON OUTLINE 

Series: Chains 

Title: Hope + Opportunity 

Text: Acts 24:1-26:32 

We are going to look at two truths about Paul’s many defenses to powerful leadership. 

 1. We center our hope in the resurrection (v. 24:1-26:8) 

 2. The Gospel is our purpose 

MAIN POINT 

When we center our hope in the resurrection, our purpose is rooted in the Gospel. 

DELIVER 

Use this commentary to rightly understand and teach God’s Word. 

In the previous section chapter, Paul was made to explain his situation to the Sanhedrin, which 

led to Paul speaking truth and those in the Sanhedrin turning on each other. Paul then had to 

be put back into protective custody, where God came to him and told him that he would make 

it to Rome to testify there also. This showed that we are to endure because of His Word. Then, 

the Jews formed a plot against Paul that involved them ambushing him in the open streets. This 

plot was heard by Paul’s nephew, brought to Paul, and then brought to Lysias. Lysias then 

decided to have Paul transferred to Caesarea at night for his own protection. There, Cilicia 

granted him a hearing. This showed that we are to endure because God will accomplish His 

purposes and plans. 

24:1. Lysias had related in his letter that he would be sending Paul’s accusers after Paul arrived 

(23:35). It took five days for them to show up, and knowing how long it took to get there, it 



shows how serious the accusers are about making sure Paul receives a punishment. Tertullus 

could have also been Jewish, but it was not unlikely for Jews to hire a Gentile lawyer of he was 

very good at his job. Later, Luke would show that Tertullus lived up to his position. 

24:2-4. Even though Felix was known for keeping very little peace during his reign, Tertullus 

praised him as if he were quite successful at keeping the peace, just to get on his good side to 

start off with. He even praised his Jewish “reforms”, that in reality proved to be terrible for the 

Jewish people. He wanted him to think he was actually doing good for the Jews and use this 

mindset to make their case, so he could “continue” to do good for the Jewish people by 

listening to what he has to say. Even though he said he would be brief, his flattery likely allowed 

for him to take as much time as he wanted. 

24:5-6. Tertullus started his case by presenting three issues with Paul. The first was that he was 

a “troublemaker” or a “plague”. “Agitating the Jews” was a statement meant to charge Paul 

with invoking insurrection throughout the Roman world, a charge that Felix would not take 

lightly. The second charge as a “ringleader of the Nazarene sect” was accurate, since Paul was a 

Christian leader. This charge was meant to connect with the previous charge, and would 

therefore make Christianity look like a revolutionary, dangerous group against the Roman 

government. The third charge was him defiling the temple. Apparently, the Roman government 

allowed the Jews the right to enforce their laws when it came to the temple, and the 

punishment would be certain death, if Paul was handed over to them. Luckily, this claim was 

false, and substantiated by Asian Jews who were not even present for this hearing. 

24:7-9. Manuscripts suggest that 6b-8a may not be within the original text. The purpose of it is 

to object the Romans intervening and taking Paul from what they felt he rightfully deserved. To 

accept this text means that Tertullus is telling Felix to consult with Lysias to confirm that 

everything they are saying is true. To not accept it means that they are referring to Paul to 

confirm that what they are saying is true. The rest of the Jewish crowd joined in to confirm 

these claims. 

24:10-13. After simply nodding to allow Paul to speak, Paul starts similarly to how Tertullus 

began. The difference is Paul did not feel the need to stretch the truth to gain the judge’s favor. 

He merely stated he should be well qualified to handle this case based on how long he has been 

a judge. Answering the first charge, Paul gave a threefold response. He had no history of stirring 



up the Jews into riots. He had only been in Jerusalem twelve days before getting arrested and 

he was only worshipping in that time. This was not near enough time to stir up a rebellion. 

Tertullus had said that by examining Paul he would learn that the accusations were true, but 

Paul was proving otherwise. There had been a crowd of Asian Jews who stirred up a crowd 

(21:27) but not Paul. If the Romans wanted to arrest someone for this charge, it should be 

these Jews, who could not give any evidence to their claims. 

24:14-16. Paul changes his speech from a defense to a witness, or mini-sermon. While Paul was 

said to be affiliated with a “sect”, Paul did not deny this fact, but he did refer to it as it actually 

is – the Way. He wanted to make it clear that he was not part of a party or a Jewish 

denomination. He was committed to the true and only way of the Lord for His people. He 

believed in the same Scriptures, God, and hope as the people who were prosecuting him, but 

the difference is he has hope in the resurrection. The resurrection is the point that always 

separates Paul and the Jews. Paul believed that Christ was the Messiah and had already been 

resurrected. Mentioning the resurrection was meant to emphasize one thing – the coming 

judgment that all would eventually face – just and unjust. The resurrection of Christ is what 

fundamentally always separates Jew and Christian. 

24:17-19. Now he addressed the charge of desecrating the temple. Paul recalled the events of 

21:27-30, and made it clear that he was in the temple for purification. Those making the claim 

to begin with, the Asian Jews, were nowhere to be found at the trial when the whole 

prosecution needed their evidence for merit – because they had no evidence. For Tertullus to 

have made a claim without the presence of a witness or evidence was a serious breach of court 

procedure. Far from desecrating the temple, he had come there to bring offerings. 

24:20-21. Having successfully defended himself, Paul then brings up the one claim they actually 

have merit and witnesses present to – Paul’s belief in the resurrection of the dead. He had 

broken no Roman or Jewish law. The resurrection was the bone of contention with the Jews. 

The separation came from him believing that Jesus Christ was the Messiah and had resurrected. 

Paul was on trial for nothing less than his Christian faith. This was a matter of Jewish religious 

conviction, not law. 



24:22-23. Felix was perplexed. He refused to give a verdict without looking at further evidence: 

Lysias to come and give his report on the matter. Lysias had already given a report stating that 

this was strictly a Jewish religious matter and that Paul had done nothing wrong (23:29). That 

Felix was familiar with “the Way” implies that he knew the Jewish charges had no merit to 

them. He knew Paul was innocent. There is no indication of Felix ever sending for Lysias, 

implying that he was merely putting off the verdict to figure out what to do. Even though he 

knew Paul was innocent, he still knew he had to live with these Jews. If he deemed Paul 

innocent, the Jews could revolt and turn on Felix. Therefore, he put Paul back into protective 

custody, with access to his friends, until he could figure out how to defuse the situation. 

24:24-27. Drusilla was the daughter of Herod from chapter 12. She was married before Felix, 

but Felix got a magician to help convince her to leave her husband for Felix. They went to speak 

with Paul often, but on their first occasion, Luke notes that Paul made it a point to talk to them 

more about “the Way”. He talked to them about the importance of righteousness, self-control, 

and the coming judgment. It is likely Felix was offended about the self-control part of this 

discussion, because it exposes how wrong he is for doing what he did to get his wife. Felix 

wasn’t going to listen to anything that considered him wrong for the way he lived. The reason 

he kept going back was not to learn more, but to possibly get a bribe from Paul. A bribe was the 

only thing that would allow Felix to want to release him. With time, Felix grew more and more 

weary of Paul, so he began to side with the Jews out of spite. After two years, he passed on his 

position to Porcius Festus, but chose to never decide about Paul and passed it on to Festus. 

25:1-3. Festus goes to Jerusalem to see the land he was over in his jurisdiction, when the 

Sanhedrin approached him about Paul. They requested Paul to be sent to Jerusalem to finally 

have his trial there. However, they planned an ambush on Pal along the way, much like how 

they were going to before. The first ambush was thwarted by Lysias transferring Paul to begin 

with. The difference now is the absence of Lysias, and while the Sanhedrin were brought in on 

the first plot, they planned this ambush themselves. 

25:4-5. Festus likely did not know about this plot, or the one before it. He did know that Paul 

was under his jurisdiction, and he was on his way to see him. Therefore, he invited the accusers 

to come accuse him in Caesarea. Any hearing would need to take place there under a Roman 

tribunal. While Festus’ response was simply because it was easier for him, he indirectly became 

Paul’s new protector. 



25:6-8. Festus returned after a little more than a week and the accusers accepted his invitation. 

Festus convened a court, and the accusers surrounded Paul in a hostile manner in the court. 

They gave their case, but like before, they had no evidence to back up their claims. When Paul 

rightfully denied the claims, he made it clear that he had not sinned against Caesar. It was this 

phrase that kept Paul under Roman protective custody, since he did not want to go back to 

Jerusalem. 

25:9. Festus made a good case for wanting to take Paul to Jerusalem. It makes sense to take 

Paul there to be at the “scene of the crime” to possibly collect more evidence. He even assured 

Paul that he would be tried under his Roman jurisdiction. Though he tried to assure Paul of his 

safety, Paul would have seen this as a huge risk. No matter the protective custody, he would 

still be back where everyone is trying to kill him. Luke even made it apparent to point out that 

Festus was doing the Jews a “favor”. Whatever the reason for the favor, it is likely Festus 

wanted to gain favor with the people in his jurisdiction by doing this, while still working within 

the parameters of the law. 

25:10-11. Paul defiantly repeats that he had done nothing against the Jews. He was not about 

to allow Festus to grant this favor to the Jews. He knew he would have no hope by surrendering 

to the Jewish jurisdiction. It was in the Roman tribunal where he had a chance at justice. To 

assure he would remain there, he made an appeal that correlated with his Roman citizenship – 

to appeal to Caesar. Paul was able to go over Festus’ head, and it is likely Festus was relieved to 

not have to make this decision. 

25:12. After consulting with his council, Festus granted this request. However, the Caesar he 

was appealing to was Nero. This was the same Nero that later would massively persecute 

Christians. Luckily this was all before that, so this bad side of him had not surfaced yet. The 

most important point was that God’s promise was still being kept (23:11). He was on his way to 

Rome to give his greatest witness. 

25:13-14. King Agrippa and Bernice were rumored to have had an incest relationship. Agrippa, 

in his role, had responsibility for the temple, so it made sense for Festus to ask for his help in 

the situation. Agrippa could likely gather more sufficient information and evidence for Paul’s 

case. 



25:15-20. While these verses are simply Festus giving a summarized account of the trial (v. 1- 

12), it is the differences in his summary that are meant to present himself in the best light 

possible. For example, he portrays himself as being the protector of Paul when Jerusalem is 

trying to condemn him. If he really wanted to be fair to Paul, he would have thrown the case 

out on the basis of no Roman law being broken, mush like Gallio had done before (18:15). His 

favoritism to the Jews made him unfit to try this case, and he even says so himself. 

25:21-22. Festus ended by referring to Paul’s appeal. He was now holding Paul in protective 

custody until he got to Caesar. In courteous language, Agrippa said he wanted to hear Paul 

himself, and Festus granted his request for the next day. 

25:23. Agrippa and Bernice entered with an entourage of majesty, showing how much they 

adored their health and powerful position. They had the grandest entrance before allowing 

Paul to enter, just after Festus gave a short introduction. 

25:24-25. Festus tells the beginning, that Paul was looked upon by the Jews with the intent that 

he “should not live any longer”, leading to his condemnation by the Jews. Describing the 

circumstances of Paul’s appeal, he makes it clear for the first time that he believed Paul to be 

innocent. He could say this now that he was no longer in charge of Paul’s fate. However, he 

makes it look like the only reason Paul was not released was because he wanted to appeal to 

the Emperor. The reality is Paul was in this position because of Festus favoring the Jews. 

25:26-27. Festus hoped that Agrippa would help him find some charges against Paul that he 

could put in his report before sending one to the Emperor. Not only did he find that the case 

had no ground, but that it was so hopeless that he had nothing to send to Caesar. It was 

senseless in that the only reason Paul had to make an appeal and was continuously confined 

was because of Festus. This could all be avoided if Festus could do his job right. 

26:1-3. The king Agrippa now formally granted Paul permission to speak. Paul raised his hand as 

a Greek orator, and would maintain this position until he had finished. This was not a defense, 

but hearing to give Festus something to send to Caesar. This was Paul’s testimony for his life as 

a Christian. Due to Agrippa’s unique position as a Jewish King living a Roman life, he would be 

able to accurately address both the Jewish and Roman legal ramifications of anything Paul has 



done. Paul says that he is fortunate because of this. Paul has reason to believe that Agrippa is 

the best person to prove that he is completely innocent and actually do something about it. 

26:4-6. Paul began much like he did with the Pharisees (23:6). He stressed that he had lived by 

Jewish law and customs since birth, having the strictest Jewish upbringing. Everyone knew this 

to be so, based on how he lived. Again, he links his Jewish faith with the resurrection, which he 

establishes is the real reason the Jewish people have led him to this trial. His being a Pharisee 

and being on trial for his hope in God’s promises to the fathers are closely linked. It was his 

hope in the resurrection that actually made him the truest of Jews, because in the resurrection, 

Israel’s hope in God’s promises had been fulfilled. 

26:7-8. The Jews prayed for this resurrection to be fulfilled day and night. The part that is 

difficult to understand, for Paul, is that the very thing they had hope in and prayed for day and 

night was the very same thing that they were turning against him for. The center of Paul’s hope 

was the center of the Jews’ opposition. While he was raising his question to the Jews who had 

this hope, he was also raising it to the Gentiles who really did not believe in the possibility of a 

resurrection. Luke makes it apparent that Paul notices something about both Jews and Gentiles 

in the crowd – they all found the idea of the resurrection incredible. This is the centrality of the 

deity of Jesus. 

26:9-11. Paul now pointed to his testimony to prove his claims about the resurrected Christ. He 

not only was a devout Jew, but was also a persecutor of Christians. Like those in the crowd 

listening, he once thought it was his responsibility to oppose the name of Christ. He admitted to 

locking up the very same people that he now calls saints. He even admitted to casting his vote 

to condemn Christians to death. He agreed to killing others for believing in the resurrection of 

Christ, which was the same thing these people listening to him were doing. he admitted his sin 

to the people in hopes that they might see that they were wrong to accuse him. 

26:12-15. Paul, again tells of his Damascus road experience, but there are some differences that 

are meant to emphasize certain things to the audience. The light that appeared is now 

mentioned to emphasize his commission to witness to the light of the Gospel, instead of his 

blindness. He focused less on the miracle of his vision and more on bringing the Gentiles and 

Agrippa to the light of the Gospel. Only in this account did the other men with Paul fall to the 

ground. The phrase “it is hard for you to kick against the goads” is meant to express that by 



denying the resurrection, he was choosing to go against his conscience. Therefore, he was 

denying truth through his actions. It also was said to show that Paul was fighting against his 

destiny given to him by God. 

26:16-18. The focus of this account is undoubtedly on his commission. His commission was like 

that of Old Testament prophets. Like Ezekiel, Paul was told to get up on his feet (Ezekiel 2:1). He 

was promised rescue from his enemies (Jeremiah 1:8). “Stewardship” was used to show how he 

was to serve his master faithfully to his commission. “Witness” was used to show that he was to 

bear testimony to the things he had seen and heard. He had seen the risen Lord and heard His 

commission. Paul gives two results of the ones who come to faith in Christ. The first is 

forgiveness of sin, which separate God’s children from Him. The second is assurance of 

salvation and a place among the saints in the Kingdom. Paul used his testimony about his 

commission as an opportunity to share the truth of the Gospel to his audience. 

26:19-20. Paul shared how he had been obedient to the commission given to him, as well as the 

commission given to the disciples on the day of His ascension: from Damascus to Jerusalem to 

Judea to the Gentiles. He even went to the synagogue first on every occasion. He mentioned 

about how he asked everyone to “repent and turn to God”. He was still talking about the past, 

but this was a great opportunity for those in the audience to also repent and turn to God. He 

explained how works don’t save a person, but they are the evidence of a genuine experience of 

turning to God. 

26:21-23. This was the finish of his witness about how the events leading up to this moment 

were based on the mob’s rejection of his testimony in Christ. However, Paul referred to how 

God had kept his promise in protecting him all this time, so he could preach the truth of the 

Gospel to everyone, with no discrimination, including those in attendance. He finishes his 

speech on how enlightenment, forgiveness, and salvation are realized – the death and 

resurrection of Christ. From “Moses to the prophets”, there is repeated evidence that the 

Messiah must suffer and rise from the dead and bring light to all nations. 

26:24-25. Festus was done listening to what he refused to understand. In his loud 

slander/compliment, Festus was saying that too much study had made Paul out of touch with 

the real world, and that people don’t rise from the dead. Politely objecting, Paul asserted that 

he was completely sane in the truth he was speaking. 



26:26. Paul brings the focus back on the king to prove his point. The King knew of the Jewish 

hope in the resurrection, as well as every Jewish and Scriptural reference Paul had made. He 

would even know something about the faith Christians have in the resurrection. In fact, the 

Christian movement was known by many people, and was making an impact on the world. 

26:27-28. Paul got bolder in speaking to king Agrippa. He pressed for the possibility that 

Agrippa might believe in the previously mentioned prophecies being fulfilled in the risen Christ. 

Agrippa was in a hard position. He did not want to deny the prophets, but also did not want to 

make a commitment for Christ. Therefore, he chose to avoid Paul’s question, because he was 

not ready. 

26:29. No matter the king’s response, Paul left the invitation open. He did not care about the 

timing or the difficulty of the decision, as long as he and everyone else in attendance made one. 

He wanted them to share his Lord but not his chains. He did not want anyone in the Christian 

community to have to suffer through what he has had to suffer up to this point, but he knew 

that it was a reality. 

26:30-32. After listening to Paul politely for some time, Agrippa and Bernice were done 

listening and were not ready to decide, although they knew he was innocent of any crimes he 

may have been accused of and did not deserve any kind of punishment. They met with their 

council to come to that conclusion, and he told Festus that he could have been released had he 

not appealed to Caesar. The only thing keeping Paul from being released was Festus. To stop 

the appeal process after it had already been started would mean that Festus had to admit that 

he did the wrong thing, threatening not only his position, but his life. He was not willing to die 

for the truth like Paul was. Paul’s experience is similar to that of Jesus. Governor and king 

declared Jesus innocent, but he was still sent to the cross. Governor and king declared Paul 

innocent, but he was still on his way to Rome in chains. 

DISCIPLE 

Use these questions to engage people in discussion on a personal level. 

Ask your group to open their Bibles to Acts 24 and their sermon notes. Encourage everyone to take notes 

during sermons in order to discuss what God is teaching them. 

In Acts 24:1-26:8, the sermon addressed the point that “we center our hope in the resurrection”. 



 1. How did Tertullus appeal to Ananias to get what he wanted, and what were the charges? Did 

he have any evidence to back up his claims?  

The lawyer Tertullus appealed to Ananias in a way that stretched the truth to gain favor with Ananias about who he 

was and what his position was. The charges were causing people to riot, being the ringleader of Christians, and 

desecrating the temple. He had no evidence to back up his charges, but he assured Ananias that by examining Paul he 

would know that everything he was saying was true. 

 2. How was Paul’s approach to his defense different than the approach of Tertullus, and what 

facts did he use to defend himself? What was the real reason Paul was being tried, according 

to him? 

Paul appealed to Ananias with truth, just as he defended himself with the evidence of truth. He pointed to how he was 

at the temple to cleanse and worship, and he had no time to build up a riot. The only people who had built up a riot 

were the people who were accusing him. The only thing he agreed to was worshipping God according to the “Way”. He 

believed in the same God and Scriptures as these people, but the point of dispute came in Paul’s believe in the 

resurrection of Christ completing what every Jew had hope in. he proved that they had no evidence against him. 

 3. What did Paul create the opportunity to do in his defense?  

Paul created the opportunity to share the Gospel and have the possibility for some in the crowd to clear their 

conscience by turning from their sinful ways and turning to the truth of the resurrected Christ. 

 4. What did the centurion know that kept Paul from being given back to the Jews?  

He knew Paul was innocent. 

 5. Because Felix knew about the Way, what was he led to do?  



Felix was led to go talk to Paul more about the truth of the Gospel. 

 6. What kept Felix away from making the right decision about the Gospel message, and what 

kept him from letting Paul out, even though he knew he was innocent?  

Felix had been in a wrongful relationship, so the conviction of knowing that he was living in sin was too much for him 

to want to change. He had a problem with the morality that came along with the commitment. Then, he wanted to 

keep the Jews happy, or else there was a possibility of them turning on him too. He opted to take a bribe from Paul 

and make releasing him worth his while, but that was not who Paul was. Paul was going to let truth do the work. To 

avoid making a decision, he chose to give this issue to his successor, Festus. 

 7. How did God protect Paul in Festus and Roman procedure?  

The people appealed to Festus to send Paul back to Jerusalem, so they could ambush him along the way and kill him. 

Festus wanted things to be done by the book, so he kept Paul in his jurisdiction where he could be over him. 

 8. Why did Festus suggest sending Paul back to Jerusalem when he knew he was innocent? How 

is this related to why he changed some details when explaining the situation to king Agrippa?  

He wanted to stay in the good graces of the Jews he was over, so they would not revolt over him. He changed some 

details so he would look like the hero that was doing the right thing in the eyes of Agrippa. He was looking out for 

himself and not the truth, much like Felix had previously done. 

 9. Why did Paul like that Agrippa was looking over his case?  

Agrippa was like Paul in that he knew of Jewish religion and was also a Roman citizen. He knew Agrippa could look at 

the Roman law and Jewish law rightly to prove that he was definitely innocent. 



 10. How did Paul defend himself to Agrippa and how did this lead to a presentation of the 

Gospel? What was Paul’s reoccurring main point in his presentation of the Gospel?  

Paul used his personal testimony to show that he had been a strict Jew from birth and believed in the same things as 

his accusers. The only difference came in the form of the resurrection, which is what the Jews prayed for day and 

night to prove the coming Messiah. It was the resurrection that brought Paul to this trial, and it was the resurrection 

that still was able to save his accusers, as well as the present Gentile and king Agrippa. 

In Acts 26:9-32, the sermon addressed the point that “the Gospel is our purpose”. 

 11. How did Paul connect his past sins and his accusers?  

He admitted that he was once like his accusers, calling to have Christians imprisoned and killed. Associating his past 

with the current crowd was meant to show them that they were wrong in accusing him. 

 12. What was Paul commissioned to do, according to his recollection of the road to Damascus 

experience?  

Paul was commissioned to be sent to the world as a servant and a witness, to show them the light that only comes 

from accepting that Christ died and rose again. he was called to bring people to Jesus. 

 13. What is possible through the resurrection, according to Paul?  

Everyone who believes in the risen Christ can ask for forgiveness and have their sin washed away, which is the only 

thing separated us from God. This also means that we will be able to share with the saints in the Kingdom of God.  

 14. In his defense, what was Paul attempting to do?  



In giving his personal experience, he was also attempting to lead those in the audience, including Agrippa to make a 

decision for the Gospel. Paul was not one to ever miss an opportunity to call people to commitment. 

 15. What was helpful, challenging, or encouraging in this study or the sermon on this text? 

DEPLOY 

Use this final section to help people respond to your time together. 

 • For those of you who have not done this, are you willing to confess that Christ died and rose 

again so you could have your sin forgiven and you can have a relationship with God? You can 

either talk about this with the entire group in a public display of your faith, or you can wait 

until the end to talk to your leader about the possibility of this decision.  

 • For those who are saved through what Christ has done, how are have you recently been using 

whatever you have at your disposal, like your testimony, to share the love of God with the 

people you come in contact with? How have you recently been caring for others’ spiritual and 

physical needs?  

 • What would you do if you were in Paul’s position of having to defend his faith to a hostile 

environment? Would you be able to do what Paul did? If you think you could, why do you 

think you would be able to? If you don’t think you could, what are some things you may need 

to change or go to God about strengthen your faith in Him and His providential protection 

over your life? How can your group keep you accountable to this growth?  

 • How else can you use what you have learned in this text to help you moving forward in your 

Christian walk? What are some ways you can apply this passage to your life to help you draw 

closer to God and live out His will?  


