Acts 24:13



 is the negative conjunction OUDE, meaning “Nor,” when used in coordination with a previous negative.  Then we have the aorist active infinitive from the verb PARISTĒMI, which means “to prove or demonstrate.”


The aorist tense is a constative aorist, which views the action in its entirety.


The active voice indicates that the Jews cannot produce the action.


The infinitive is a complementary infinitive, which completes the meaning of the main verb.

This is followed by the third person plural present deponent middle/passive indicative from the verb DUNAMAI, which means “to be able, can.”


The present tense is a static present for a state or condition that will always be true.


The deponent middle/passive voice functions in an active sense with the subject (the Jews) producing the action.


The indicative mood is declarative for a simple statement of fact and reality.

Then we have the dative of indirect object from the second person singular personal pronoun SU, meaning “to you” and referring to Felix.  There is no direct object, but we can supply one from the context; for example, “these things” (verse 9) or “the charges” (verse 1).

“Nor can they prove to you [these charges]”
 is the preposition PERI plus the adverbial genitive of reference from the neuter plural relative pronoun HOS, meaning “concerning which.”  Then we have the temporal adverb NUNI, meaning “now.”  This is followed by the third person plural present active indicative from the verb KATĒGOREW, which means “to accuse: they accuse.”


The present tense is a descriptive present for what is now going on.


The active voice indicates the Jews are producing the action.


The indicative mood is declarative for a simple statement of fact and reality.

Finally, we have the objective genitive from the first person singular personal pronoun EGW, which means “me” and refers to Paul.
“concerning which they now accuse me.”

Acts 24:13 corrected translation
“Nor can they prove to you [these charges] concerning which they now accuse me.”
Explanation:
1.  “Nor can they prove to you [these charges] concerning which they now accuse me.”

a.  Paul ends his first statement of rebuttal to the false charges against him by making a dogmatic declaration of fact—the Jews are totally incapable of proving any of the charges against Paul.  Paul knows it and the Jewish leadership knows it.


b.  Paul is really challenging the Jewish leadership to prove their case.  He is challenging them to bring their witnesses, which he knows they cannot do.  Their witnesses would be the Asian Jews, who started the riot in the temple in the first place.  Felix would then find the Jewish leaders guilty of permitting the riot to begin.  “Paul could see that they had not brought any Asian Jewish witnesses with them.”


c.  Therefore, Paul very much wants the Jews to bring their witnesses; for by so doing they will condemn themselves.


d.  Not only could the Jews not prove their charges because their charges were false, but they also could not prove their charges because their proof would prove them as the guilty party.  “The Jews simply could not give any proof for their accusations that would stand up in court.”


e.  Paul had the Jews completely cornered like the rats they were.  Paul knew it; the Jews knew it; and now Felix knows it.

2.  Does the believer have the right to defend himself/herself in a court of law?  Yes, most definitely.  And what Paul is doing here is proof of that.


a.  Does the believer have the right to sue a fellow-believer in court?  No, not according to Paul’s teaching in 1 Cor 6:1-8, “Does anyone of you presume to go to court before the unjust but not before the saints, when he has a legal dispute against one’s neighbor?  Or do you not know that the saints will judge the world?  And so if the world will be judged by you, and it will, are you unworthy of judging the most insignificant legal actions?  Do you not know that we will judge angels, not to speak of ordinary matters of daily life?  So if you really have tribunals for the ordinary matters of daily life, those who have become of no account in the assembly, are you seating them as judges?  I am speaking to shame you.  So, is there absolutely nobody wise among you, who is able to render a decision between his brother [and his opponent]?  But brother goes to court with a fellow-believer, and this thing before unbelievers?  Therefore it is really indeed completely a defeat for you, because you continue to have lawsuits against one another.  Why not instead be treated unjustly?  Why not instead be defrauded?  But you are doing wrong and defrauding.  In fact [you are doing] this to fellow-believers.”


b.  Does the believer have the right to sue unbelievers in a court of law?  No, not according to the application of the principle our Lord taught in Lk 6:29, “Whoever hits you on the cheek, offer him the other also; and whoever takes away your coat, do not withhold your shirt from him either.”  Substitute any possession you own for your coat, and you have the answer.


c.  Does the believer have the right to defend himself in court against an unjust lawsuit from a believer or unbeliever?  Yes, absolutely.  Why?  We are always permitted to defend ourselves against unjust and unfair treatment, but we do not have the right to initiate the legal attack against others.  It is the same principle as in a physical attack.  We have the right to defend ourselves if someone is trying to kill us.  But we do not have the right to try to kill others.


d.  Therefore, Paul was very much within his rights before God to defend himself in a court of law against these unjust charges.
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