Some of you were blessed to be able to help judge 

or at least experience the command performances 


from the Drama, Debate, and Forensics competition 



that was held last week in Skagway.  

If you were judging, 


you were checking to see how well the debater stayed on topic, 


addressed the issues of their challenger, 


and how clearly they made their point.  

So far, 


from what I have heard, 



the topics covered were well covered, 



but no one made a killer argument.  

At least in the sense that Stephen experiences.  


Stephen's speech is so powerful, 



that he finds the crowd rushing to him, 



gnashing their teeth, 



hearts torn in two, 



carried out of town, 



and being pummeled by rocks until he goes to sleep, 




the nice Jewish euphemism for dying.  



Purposely used by Luke, 




because the reality of future resurrection is so potent, 





that he sees death as a short nap 





before we awake to the new creation God is bringing.

Looking at Stephen's speech, 


a few questions come up.  

The first is, 


when he is standing before the Sanhedrin, 



he is asked a yes or no question.  


How is he able to never clearly answer the question asked, 



and instead tell Israel's history from Abraham to now?  

The second question is, 


what exactly is it that he says 



that leads to his death?  

The third question is, 


does his condemnation of the Sanhedrin come out of right field, 



or was it there all along?

What I would like to do today, 


is to walk through Stephen's response, 



and see how this speech masterfully 



and with ninja like stealth 




brings the same accusation 





as Peter has brought against the Sanhedrin twice.  

But Stephen does it in such a way, 


using the standard exordium in verse 2


narratio in 2b-34


propisitio in verse 35


argumentatio in 36-50 


and peroratio 51-53



that they don't even get around to debating what to do.  

Instead, 


it springs like a trap upon them, 


much like the prophet Nathan's 



“You are the man!” 




in the story about the sheep.  


Instead of repenting like David, 



we see them lashing out with vigilante justice 



and mob stoning.

Stephen answers the question by building connections


ethos and rappaport.  

“Brothers and Fathers” are the first words.  


He is building connection that will continue until verse 51.  

Speaking of Abraham 


is going back to the start of the Jewish faith.  

The first few verses establish that God spoke to Abraham 


and Abraham listened and responded 



because it was the “God of Glory.”  


This radiance of God could not be missed!  

Stephen then emphasizes that the land was promised, 


but not essential to the relationship between Abraham and God.  

The other piece emphasized 


is the covenant of circumcision.  


This was an important mark of the Jewish faith, 



but examining this speech, 




we should take note that it is a mark that is on each person, 




not on a piece of earth.  



It traveled where ever Abraham and his male descendants went.

At verse 9 in our narratio,


we hear the patriarchs were jealous of Joseph.  

We know this was the case, 


but it is again what Stephen is picking and choosing to emphasize from each story.  

He was sold as a slave, 


even though God was with him.  

He comes through with power over Egypt.  


Famine comes 


and now Joseph is Israel's rescuer.  

The one that they almost killed, 


instead sold into slavery 



so that he would no longer be around, 


is the one who rescues them.  

This is the first time Stephen is clearly showing his hand, 


but the story is so well known, 



no one catches on.  

This is the first pass at 


the prophets of God 


being rejected by the people of God.  

Bodies being placed in the tomb 


hints again that the land was not as special as they made it out to be.  



It was just a place that money bought, 




not divinely given.

At verse 17, 


we transition into the story of Moses.  

The current Pharaoh does not acknowledge God 


and ignores God's past actions.  

The summary of Moses upbringing 


tells us that Moses had all of the knowledge of Egypt at his disposal.  

Stephen is still building up a shared connection and history with the use of “our.”  


“Our people 


and our forefathers.”  



This rapport keeps him from being stopped.  

Verse 25 again shows where Stephen is going, 


“Moses thought that his own people 



would realize that God was using him 



to rescue them, 




but they did not.”  

Instead, the people ask, 


“Who made you ruler and judge over us?”  

After running away for 40 years, 


Moses encounters God's glory again in the burning bush.  

Again, 


this is not in the promised land.  

This great call of God


 is setting up the people's rejection again.  

Verse 35 rehearses the people's earlier words, 


not letting them off the hook


and transitioning into the argument.  

Then Stephen gives Moses' credentials, 


“He was sent to be their ruler 


and deliverer by God himself.”  

None of this would the Sanhedrin question.  


But they may start blushing as Moses' words are emphasized, 



‘God will send you a prophet like me 




from your own people.’  


If Moses meant Jesus, 



boy would we look pretty silly.

Stephen makes sure they are starting to squirm in their seats.  


Hitting on the glory of God that was present, 


how Moses was with God, 



receiving the 10 commandments.

He then highlights what the people were doing.  


Verse 39 gets pretty sad for all of us, 



because Stephen is still including himself with the larger group, 


“But our fathers refused to obey him. 



Instead, they rejected him 



and in their hearts turned back to Egypt.”  

Before this can be refuted, 


he names the making of the golden calves.  

Moses has clearly been set up as Israel's rescuer 


and the people have given up on their Savior 


and turned back to Egypt 



and worshipping idols.

Citing the prophet Amos, 


Stephen then makes the claim that this has continued throughout Israel's history.  They have continually rejected God and God's glory, 


for pieces of God's creation, 



even during the forty years in the wilderness.  

They did this while they had the tabernacle, the glory of God in their midst.  

Then Stephen starts to transition to the trap, 

the gotcha moment, 


by looking at the temple being built.  

The reason for highlighting this, 


is because the people continually wanted to make God 



a God they could control, 




whether they all acknowledged it or not.  

Idol's, 


god's you make with your hands, 



are under your control.  

Hoping to put the God 


who has been active in Mesopotamia with Abraham, 


Egypt with Joseph, 


and the wilderness with Moses, 



is now going to be kept in this temple space only.  

That is only where his glory is going to reside 


is to make God manageable 


and way too small.  

Stephen has told their history 


so that it is obvious to anyone that has ears to listen 



that God speaks outside the temple.  

Isaiah asked on behalf of God already, 


“Has not my hand made all of these things?”

Now if Stephen would have stopped here, 


he may have lived to see another day.  

But for the first time in the peroratio, 


he separates himself from the listeners 



with a harsh accusation.  

It is the culmination of the points he has been preparing to make all along.  


Every detail included 



has built to this point.  

Stephen first attacks them 


for not changing at all over time 



with the “stiff necked people.”  

He then shows why, circumcision, 


highlighted earlier with Abraham, 



was a sign that you were dwelling within God's family.  


Physically they were.  


But their hearts were not 



and their ears did not have the capacity to hear God.  

Hence the reason why they keep rejecting the various rescuers that God sent.  


Whether that was Abraham, 


Joseph, 


Moses, 


or Jesus.  



And soon Stephen will be on that list.  

God's plan could not have been any clearer.  


The goodness of God was staring them in the face 


and they have rejected it, 



time and again.  

Yes, 


your father's persecuted every prophet, 


even Moses.  

Chalk that up to whatever reason you want.  


But the one every prophet, 



including Moses told you about, 


you did not just betray, 


but murdered him!  



You can't stop doing wrong!

Believe or not


, that got people's blood boiling.  

47 verses of recalling history and argument


is used to bring a three verse accusation 



that the people can not handle.  

While they are gnashing their teeth, 


feeling convicted 



but don't know whether to fight or flight, 


Stephen is sitting there calmly, 



telling them that he sees the Son of Man, 



Jesus, 




the one they killed, 



sitting at God's right hand.  

This comment moves them to action.  


Not an actual verdict, 


but full on vigalante justice.  

There is no charge or blasphemy 


or heresy.  

There is only raw force.  


Rushing him, 


dragging him out of the city 


and immediately commencing with stoning him.

Luke intentionally echoes Jesus' death 


with the being taken out of the city to be killed, 


committing his Spirit, 


and asking that the people's sin not be held against them.  

He does this, 


because Stephen is a follower of Jesus, 


part of his family.  

As he does this, 


he is contrasted with a man who is not part of God's family, 



yet.  


Saul.  

The clothes being laid at his feet 


puts Saul in a supervisory role.  



Making sure this mayhem is done properly.  



A Pharisee is there to approve of this death 




without a proper ruling.  

The chaos spread from there.  


House churches raided 


and people scattered, 



because they were a threat.  


They too would claim that Israel had rejected its Savior.  


They too would argue 



that God can be found beyond the walls of the temple.  


They too were challenging the system 



that had been handed down 



and had put certain people in power.  

So push them out.  

But the apostles were doing things 


that made them untouchable.  

But the people new in the faith, 


they were easy targets.  


They were scattered.

Stephen's speech does not leave much wiggle room.  


He makes it clear 



that we all have rejected our Saviors time and again.  

Remember, 


he kept us going with “our forefathers.”  

Then there are the three verses calling for repentance.  


As you hear those, 



do you fall on your knees 



and ask for the Spirit to come and do a new work, 




to circumcise your heart and ears?   



Or do you gnash your teeth 




and grab a rock?  

If you are claiming the former, 


what was the last prophetic word you heard, 


the last thing scripture spoke to you



that changed the way you lived?  

If nothing comes to mind instantly, 


you may want to check your hands to see if they have rocks in them.  

They sneak into my hands all of the time.


Let us repent and look closely at our ways of being the church.



Does God dwell beyond these walls?



Do we take God outside these walls and outside our personal faith?



Do we still need a savior?




Is our neck too stiff to turn toward him?

Stephen's life was laid down so that we would not be.
