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Introduction 
 We saw last week from ch. 3 that the church has something vital to offer the 
world.  We can offer the type of community that everyone longs for deep down.  Based 
upon our understanding of creation and the Incarnation, we can offer human dignity to a 
brave new world increasingly devoid of it.  In the name of Jesus Christ we can offer 
power to people powerless to help themselves.  On account of the cross, we have the 
greatest offer there is to give – “Your sins can be wiped out…the gospel…the good news 
that we can be reconciled to our Maker.  And involved with that is the offer of hope for a 
restored universe that the church can extend to an otherwise hopeless world.  So the 
church is not confined to the sidelines doing its own little religious thing that’s largely 
irrelevant to the rest of the real world.  The church has something to offer!  But I left off 
last week with the question – “Will the world will always accept what the church has to 
offer?” 
 Well, Luke lets us know in ch. 4 that the early church’s message, while 
empowered by the Spirit and accepted by many, was also met with opposition from some.  
And this is just the start of much more to come in the book.  “After chapter 3 only three 
chapters in Acts do not mention persecution.”1  So, no, the world does not always like it 
when the church tries to offer what it has.  It was the case in the first century and it’s been 
the case throughout church history and it’s certainly the case today. 
 Just this week Andrea had a conversation with an international colleague in which 
this person was curious about her religious beliefs.  Somehow in the course of 
conversation it came up that we supported missionaries overseas – “What do you mean 
by missionary?  Do you mean like the Mormons?”  “What do the Mormons do?” Andrea 
asked.  Her reply was, “They go around in suits and they try to get people to believe what 
they believe and I don’t think that’s right.”  “Well, sort of, I guess, except for the suits” 
Andrea said.  “Well how do you know that what you believe is true and what other 
people believe isn’t?  We can’t really know that.  You can’t make that claim.”  Sound 
familiar?  I think this conversation characterizes much of the opposition the church faces 
today when it offers Christ.  Sometimes it can even get pretty hostile. 
 Now there’s so much within that brief interchange.  It brings up tough questions 
about what’s called epistemology – how we know things (“How do you know that what 
you believe is true and what other people believe isn’t?  We can’t really know that.”).  Is 
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it possible to know that Christianity is right?  Can we even make truth claims like “Your 
sins can be wiped out”?  The church faces hostility to its message on epistemological 
grounds.  And these are good questions and a legitimate arena for dialogue. 
 But at the heart of the antagonism to the church’s bold offer of dignity and power 
and forgiveness and hope that’s revealed in the conversation my wife had is the question 
of tolerance.  Tolerance is such a buzz word nowadays, but what it means to be tolerant 
has radically changed.  No longer is it characterized by the saying of the French 
philosopher and ardent critic of the church Voltaire – “I hate what you are saying but I 
will defend to the death your right to say it.”  That’s not it at all.  The notion has changed 
to mean, “It’s not right for you to make any absolute claim at all.”  So based upon this 
definition the church is opposed for being ‘intolerant’. 
 This is the situation we find ourselves in today.  Some believe the church to be 
irrelevant and don’t really give it a second thought.  But to those whom the church hasn’t 
allowed to think it’s irrelevant there’s either belief or varying degrees of opposition, more 
often than not probably it’s the latter.  But the message of Acts 4:1-22 is just this: despite 
the risk of opposition people need to hear and consider the claim that Jesus is the 
only hope for humanity.  That’s what the Bible says and if you really believe that, then 
you should want other people to know it so they can live in light of that reality.  And if 
you don’t believe that then you should at least be tolerant enough to allow others to 
express their beliefs.  And the weighty and time tested beliefs of the Christian church 
deserve careful consideration before you dismiss them. 
 
Let’s pray… 
 
The Arrest (vv. 1-4) 
 Let’s look now at what happened to our dynamic duo.  Keep in mind that 50 days 
after Jesus had been killed his small band of followers instead of dwindling and 
dispersing started making quite a splash around Jerusalem.  No pun intended but roughly 
3,000 people were baptized in one day.  2:47 says that more “were added to their number 
daily.”  Last week we saw Peter again addressing a large crowd with the gospel message, 
this time in the temple as a result of the miraculous healing of a well-known cripple.  As 
we start ch. 4 we’re still in the same setting, but by now enough has gone on to get the 
attention of the Jewish leadership and they come and break things up. 
 The who’s who list of names and important groups we find here in ch. 4 are 
interestingly the same people we saw in the latter chapters of Luke’s Gospel.  These are 
the very people who spearheaded and executed the movement to get rid of Jesus.  To the 
priests and the temple guard, Jesus threatened their authority and disrupted their 
traditions.  To the Sadducees he propagated a philosophy that violated their cherished 
naturalistic, sophisticated worldview.  So they crucified him.  But now to these people’s 
great dismay here is a group that’s causing a stir again in the temple due to a miracle 
done explicitly in Jesus’ name.  And even more aggravating to the Sadducean elite they 
were “teaching… and proclaiming in Jesus the resurrection of the dead” (v. 2).  The 
Sadducees denied the resurrection (cf. 23:8).  They couldn’t get rid of this guy.  Now it’s 
bigger than ever.  And v. 4 indicates that by now the number of Jesus’ followers was 
pushing 5,000. 
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 Obviously, as v. 2 says, “they were greatly disturbed.”  So the leadership had 
Peter and John arrested.  But since it was the end of the business day (and since they 
didn’t know exactly what to do with them) they had them spend the night in the slammer.  
I’d say this qualifies as opposition.  Now what’s really going on here?  What is it, really, 
about the message of Jesus that people object to?  We see what it is the next day during 
the interrogation. 
 
The Interrogation (vv. 5-12) 
 The next day all the big wigs get together after the night’s rest and “they had Peter 
and John brought before them and began to question them: ‘By what power or what name 
did you do this?’” (v. 7), “this” being the healing of the crippled beggar.  So it appears 
that they are being charged with unauthorized goodwill(?).  “How dare you heal a man!?  
Who gave you the right!?”  It’s ludicrous.  But Peter is unintimidated.  Maybe he recalls 
Jesus’ words back in Lk. 21 – “They will lay hands on you and persecute you.  They will 
deliver you to synagogues and prisons, and you will be brought before kings and 
governors, and all on account of my name…  But make up your mind not to worry 
beforehand how you will defend yourselves.  For I will give you words and wisdom that 
none of your adversaries will be able to resist or contradict” (12-15). 
 So “Peter, filled with the Holy Spirit, said to them: ‘Rulers and elders of the 
people!  If we are being called to account today for an act of kindness shown to a cripple 
and are asked how he was healed, then know this, you and all the people of Israel: It is by 
the name of Jesus Christ of Nazareth, whom you crucified [Peter won’t let that die, will 
he?] but whom God raised from the dead, that this man stands before you healed” (vv. 8-
10).  He doesn’t shy away from the name of Jesus – “Well, it was the power of positive 
thinking;” “Well, you see, we’re spiritual, we believe in God.”  No, it was a bold 
proclamation of the politically incorrect name of Jesus Christ. 
 Peter knows that this is the crux of the matter.  It’s not that they did a good deed 
for a needy person.  No one will get ruffled if the church picks up trash in the 
neighborhood or serves food at a homeless shelter.  That doesn’t bother people.  It’s 
when you do it explicitly in the name of Jesus and maintain that his name is the only hope 
for the world.  Peter knows that’s what this is really about.  Yet he’s still dropping the J 
word and he goes on to say that Jesus is the cornerstone talked about in Ps. 118:22, this 
metaphorical stone rejected by the Jewish leadership (cf. Lk. 20:17) but in reality has 
turned out to be the most important foundation stone of salvation history/of the world, 
and a stone that Jews stumble over (cf. 1Pet. 2:7-8).  “You guys have rejected the pivotal 
piece of the puzzle.”  He’s adamant that Jesus is it; he’s all that.  He is the centerpiece of 
God’s plan. 
 Then, we find that famous text that many have tried to maneuver around2 but is 
clear as crystal – “Salvation is found in no one else, for there is no other name under 
heaven given to men by which we must be saved” (v. 12).  This whole thing is about the 
exclusivity of Christ.  The absolutist claim that Jesus is the only way to be saved was the 
sticking point then, as it is now.  That’s ultimately what draws opposition from the world 
when the church extends it’s gracious and glorious offer of salvation, because included in 
that offer are the assertions that you’re a sinner, you’re doomed to punishment, there’s no 
other way out, you can’t save yourself, you have to relinquish your perceived control of 
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your life and humbly accept Jesus’ mercy.  That doesn’t sit well with some.  But that’s an 
essential part of the gospel.  There’s just no way around it. 
 Now I’ve said this before, but I have to say it again because it’s so important that 
we understand this.  The exclusivity of Christ (Christ as the only way) cannot be said to 
be a thing of the past, belonging to a bygone era where people’s worlds were much 
smaller and there wasn’t much contact with diverging ideas.  Now we live in a global 
society where we know about and appreciate diverse cultures and religions.  It doesn’t 
make sense anymore to stubbornly hold onto a narrow, antiquated particularism.  The 
“heathen” who don’t believe or haven’t heard of Jesus now have names and faces.  But 
that just doesn’t hold water because the first century Mediterranean world in which the 
book of Acts and the rest of the NT is set was pluralistic to the max.  It was no different 
than our world today in that respect and yet Paul and other early missionaries went all 
over the known world, risking their lives, telling people that “Salvation is found in no one 
else, for there is no other name under heaven given to men by which we must be saved 
(v. 12), repent and believe in Jesus.”  Even seemingly well-intentioned adherents to other 
religions.  Exclusivism is not an optional part of Christianity.  It’s part of the package.3 
 
The Verdict (vv. 13-18) 
 Now we find out a little bit more how the early church extended this exclusive 
offer as we look at the verdict reached by Peter and John’s opposition in vv. 13-18.  First 
of all, we see that these bold evangelists were not flashy.  What do I mean by that?  Well, 
the rulers and elders of the people “realized that they were unschooled, ordinary men” (v. 
13).  I notice this because recently I’ve been reading and thinking a lot about a new 
movement called “the emerging church.”4  It’s a hot topic in evangelicalism today.  Some 
may say our church is part of it (young, small, urban…).  I like a lot of this stuff because 
in many cases it’s a fresh attempt to read the times and be relevant and engage culture 
and think outside the box – “to be all things to all people,” especially post-modern 
people.  When you put it that way that sounds like something that’s very much like what 
we’re going to see Paul doing in Athens in chapter 17.  That’s great!  I want to be open to 
doing that. 
 But there’s also a danger in trying to be too hip.  The apostles were not cool.  
They didn’t impress the powerful and educated and influential and cool.  They were just 
ordinary people.  Maybe a bit nerdy.  That’s why their courage puzzled them.  Christians: 
let’s not try too hard to be hip, to be liked by the cultural and corporate movers and 
shakers – to talk the talk and wear the garb and light candles and be edgy just for the sake 
of being edgy.  Ultimately what we believe is going to be foolishness to many and our 
power should come from the Holy Spirit and the radical message of the gospel, not our 
innovativeness.  Ironically, one of the big dangers with the emerging church is how many 
of its leading spokespeople distance themselves from the exclusiveness of Christ that 
Peter and John were so up front about.  You know why, right?  It’s not very hip.  Let’s be 
careful of being too cool.  Later in Acts I’m sure we’ll have plenty of opportunities to talk 
about being too fuddy-duddy and rigid and exclusive in the bad sense.  But let’s not be 
cool for coolness sake. 
 We also see here that the Jewish leadership couldn’t refute the results of the 
apostles’ lives.  While this whole thing’s going on the crippled beggar was in the room 
doing jumping jacks and cartwheels.  And we read at the end of the chapter that this guy 
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“was over forty years old” (v. 22)!  What can you say to that?  And there’s this curious 
phrase – “they took note that these men had been with Jesus” (v. 13).  This was all 
strangely familiar to them, as Yogi Berra would say, “Like déjà vu all over again.”  These 
men had been with Jesus and absorbed his ethos like tofu absorbs the flavor of what it’s 
with.  They had been conformed into the image of Christ through continual exposure to 
Christ…and it showed!  That’s the goal of discipleship.  Can people recognize that 
you’ve been with Jesus?  Do you spend time with Jesus…in prayer…soaking in his 
Word…fellowshipping with his body, the church…at the Lord’s Table?  If so, your life 
will be noticeably different/Christ-like and the world will notice.  May we be with Jesus 
and assume his character.  That’s what church is about. 
 Aristotle, in his classic book on rhetoric, recognized that there must be three 
components to persuasion and that applies to evangelism: logos (logic, content that 
makes sense), pathos (passion/conviction, the appropriate feeling for the subject matter), 
and ethos (integrity, a life that backs it all up).  The apostles preached the gospel (logos) 
with boldness and conviction (pathos), and their lives substantiated their message 
(ethos)…because they looked like little Christs – after all that’s what the word Christian 
means.  The apostle Peter says it himself in his first letter: “Live such good lives among 
the pagans that, though they accuse you of doing wrong, they may see your good deeds 
and glorify God on the day he visits us” (1Pet. 2:12). 
 It’s said that Ghandi once quipped, “I love your Christ.  It’s just that so many of 
your Christians are so unlike your Christ.”5  Are we a church that actually embodies 
Christ to our world?  Are we Christians – Christianoi/little Christs?  Is Christ being 
formed in us (cf. Gal. 4:19)?  So that when in the course of offering the world our great 
gospel that was so graciously offered to us we meet opposition, the character of our life 
speaks for itself; the evidence of our faith, which is good work, testifies in our behalf?  
By the way, if we are truly conducting ourselves in the world in a Christ-like manner we 
will be speaking the truth in love with grace.  We won’t be Bible-thumpers or hate-filled, 
because Jesus wasn’t.  Something to keep in mind. 

But even so, as Jesus said, “‘No servant is greater than his master.’  If they 
persecuted me, they will persecute you also” (Jn. 15:20).  Here, even though they 
couldn’t argue with their lives and the leaping lame man, the verdict is still 
unsympathetic – the were commanded “not to speak or teach at all in the name of Jesus” 
(v. 18) – and it only gets worse as we go on in the book of Acts.  But note what apostolic 
evangelism looks like – courageous, unconcerned with being cool, and most importantly 
Christ-like. 
 
The Apostle’s Response (vv. 19-22) 
 A concern that others hear and consider the claim that Jesus is the only hope 
for humanity is so central to Christianity that no matter the opposition (and there will 
always be opposition) it is still proclaimed.  You see this in Peter and John’s response to 
the conditions of their release – “Judge for yourselves whether it is right in God’s sight to 
obey you rather than God.  For we cannot help speaking about what we have seen and 
heard” (vv. 19-20).  Eventually they are let go, this time.  But what is remarkable here is 
their determination to let everyone have a chance to hear the message about Jesus, no 
matter the cost, even if it means civil disobedience. 
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If you know Christ; if you have realized that your sins have been wiped out due to 
the cross; if you have experienced his power changing you and working through you; if 
you have investigated the historicity of his life, death, and resurrection and found it 
credible; if you have viewed life through the lens of Christ as revealed in Scripture and 
found that it brings clarity and focus to your existence like nothing else you’ve tried then 
I ask – can you say with Peter and John, “I cannot help speaking about what I have seen 
and heard” (v. 20)?  Can you say with the apostle Paul, “I am compelled to preach.  Woe 
to me if I do not preach the gospel!” (1Cor. 9:16)?  Evangelism, in the Bible, is not our 
response to God’s command to “Go ye therefore….” it is our joyful response to God’s 
tender words to us, “Your sins are forgiven.” 
 Should we use tact?  Yes, I think so, but too often tact is merely a cover-up for 
timidity.  Should we be relevant and try to speak the language of the lost?  Yes, but we 
should beware of being too cool.  Should we allow opposition to deter us?  No, we should 
not be able to keep quiet.  I think a great way we can apply this text to our lives this week 
is to invite someone we know who doesn’t know Christ as Savior to join the Christianity 
Explored discussion starting next Sunday.  It’s the perfect setting for people to hear and 
consider the claim that Jesus is the only hope for humanity. 
   If you’re here today and not sure about this whole Jesus thing I ask you to at 
least investigate and consider his claims.  Christianity Explored is the perfect place to do 
that.  It will be a tolerant setting where no question or objection or idea is off limits and 
where you can explore the epistemological foundations for faith.  So please come. 
 
Benediction 
May you be so overwhelmed with the reality of God’s love for you in Christ that by the 
power of the Holy Spirit you cannot help speaking about him to others. 
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