
Paul is Brought Before the Sanhedrin, Part II 

Text: Acts 23:1-10 

Introduction 

 The commander of the Roman guard has brought Paul before the Sanhedrin to get an 

understanding of why he was accused by the Jews. 

I. Paul Stands Before the Sanhedrin 

 "Then Paul, looking earnestly at the council, said, 'Men and brethren, I have lived in all 

good conscience before God until this day.'  And the high priest Ananias commanded those who 

stood by him to strike him on the mouth" (vs. 1-2). 

Question #1:  Comment on Paul's opening remark here.  What would affirm the validity of this 

statement?   

Question #2:  Why would the high priest command that Paul be struck on the mouth?  [Consider 

who Paul once was, and what trouble he now brought them by contradicting their self-righteous 

cause.  From their standpoint, he was an apostate heretic].  Suppose that Paul was a heretic, from 

a judicial standpoint, was this justified?  Why or why not? 

  "Then Paul said to him, 'God will strike you, you whitewashed wall!  For you sit to judge 

me according to the law, and do you command me to be struck contrary to the law?'” (vs. 3) 

Question #3:  What two things does Paul do, by the first statement that he makes here?  [He 

curses and mocks Ananias]. Was Paul right to be upset?  Was the tone of his response justified?   

Question #4:  Consider the second statement made by Paul.  Was it correct and justified?  Why or 

why not?     [*Simply speaking the truth is not always justified*] 
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 "And those who stood by said, “Do you revile God’s high priest?"  Then Paul said, “I did 

not know, brethren, that he was the high priest; for it is written, ‘You shall not speak evil of a 

ruler of your people’” (vs. 4-5). 

Question #5:  What was wrong with Paul's response?  What was right about it?  How ought he to 

have responded?  In general, how can we apply this to us? 

Question #6:  Comment on Paul's response to their rebuke?  [Humble...etc]. What can we learn 

from this?  [Even when we are wronged, a wrong response is not justified]  [Consider how 

presidents are treated by people who oppose them, today] 

 "But when Paul perceived that one part were Sadducees and the other Pharisees, he cried 

out in the council, “Men and brethren, I am a Pharisee, the son of a Pharisee; concerning the 

hope and resurrection of the dead I am being judged!” (vs. 6) 

Question #7:  What is Paul trying to do here?  Is he being honest?  Is he doing what is right?   

 "And when he had said this, a dissension arose between the Pharisees and the Sadducees; 

and the assembly was divided.  For Sadducees say that there is no resurrection—and no angel or 

spirit; but the Pharisees confess both.  Then there arose a loud outcry.  And the scribes of the 

Pharisees’ party arose and protested, saying, “We find no evil in this man; but if a spirit or an 

angel has spoken to him [contra the belief of the Sadducees], let us not fight against God” (vs. 

7-9). 

Question #8:  What has Paul accomplished here?  What has he revealed about the religious 

leaders who make up the Sanhedrin?  What does the response of the Pharisees reveal about 

themselves?  What do they begin to do and why?  [They haven't even heard the case.  They are 

not concerned with Paul's innocence or guilt.  They are proud men].  Apply this to us [the danger 

of favoring those who agree with us]. 
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 "Now when there arose a great dissension, the commander, fearing lest Paul might be 

pulled to pieces by them, commanded the soldiers to go down and take him by force from among 

them, and bring him into the barracks" (vs. 10). 

Question #9:  What was the result of all of this?  Why would the commander be so concerned for 

Paul's well being here?  [He now knows that Paul is a Roman citizen.  He is responsible for 

ensuring that Paul receives a fair trial] Comment on God's providence here. 
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