
Acts 17 is a critical chapter for Messianic 
Judaism because it shows the Apostle Paul 
(Rav Sha'ul) navigating two distinct worlds: 
proving Yeshua is the Messiah using Hebrew 
Scriptures in the synagogues, and translating 
biblical truth for the Gentile world on Mars 
Hill.

From a Messianic Jewish perspective, this 
chapter demonstrates that the Gospel did not 
replace Judaism, but rather fulfilled it, while 
establishing the theological framework for 
reaching the nations.

The Synagogue Strategy (Acts 17:1-9)

In Thessalonica, Paul follows his standard, 
covenantally rooted pattern: "to the Jew first, 
and also to the Greek" (Romans 1:16).

• The Priority of Shabbat: Paul enters the 
synagogue on three consecutive Sabbaths. 
This underscores that his faith in Yeshua 
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did not cause him to abandon Jewish 
rhythms, holy days, or community spaces.

• Messianic Reasoning (Dialegomai): Paul 
does not preach a new religion. He 
reasons from the Scriptures (the 
Tanakh/Old Testament).

• The Suffering Messiah: His core argument 
is that the Messiah had to suffer and rise 
from the dead. Mainstream first-century 
Judaism expected a purely political, 
conquering military king. Paul uses texts 
like Isaiah 53 and Psalm 22 to prove that a 
suffering Messiah was always the divine 
plan.

• The King Inverts the Empire: The 
accusation that Paul is defying Caesar by 
proclaiming "another king, Yeshua" 
mirrors the charges against Yeshua at His 
trial. From a Messianic view, Yeshua’s 
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ultimate kingship (Melech HaMashiach) 
subverts all earthly empires, which 
naturally threatens the political status 
quo.

The Berean Model of Torah Study (Acts 
17:10-15)

The Berean Jews are highly commended in 
Messianic circles as the ultimate example of 
healthy theological discernment.

• Noble Discernment: The Bereans are 
called "noble" because they did not 
blindly accept or blindly reject Paul’s 
radical claims.

• Daily Scriptural Testing: They examined 
the Tanakh daily to see if Paul’s teachings 
about Yeshua aligned with God's written 
Word. In Messianic Judaism, the Tanakh 
remains the ultimate foundational filter; 
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any revelation about the Messiah must 
perfectly align with the Torah, the 
Prophets, and the Writings.

The Areopagus: Translating God to the 
Nations (Acts 17:16-34)

When Paul arrives in Athens, his Jewish soul is 
deeply distressed by the rampant idolatry. 
However, his speech at Mars Hill is a 
masterpiece of cultural contextualization 
without biblical compromise.
Element Paul's Athenian 

Approach
The Messianic 
Meaning

The Starting Point The "Unknown God" altar He starts with their 
cultural context, not the 
Hebrew Covenant.

Creation Theology God created everything 
and doesn't live in shrines

He introduces the 
sovereign, monotheistic 
Creator of Genesis.

Human Geography God determined the times 
and boundaries of nations

God scattered the nations 
intentionally so they 
would seek Him.

The Final Call Repentance and the 
resurrected Judge

Judgment is assigned to a 
specific "Man" validated 
by resurrection.
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• The God of Israel is Universal: Paul 
demonstrates that the God of Abraham, 
Isaac, and Jacob is not merely a localized 
tribal deity. He is the Creator of all 
mankind.

• The Limits of Contextualization: Paul 
quotes Greek poets (Aratus and 
Epimenides) to build a bridge, but he 
refuses to compromise on the 
resurrection. When he mentions a 
physical resurrection, the Greek 
philosophers mock him because Greek 
thought viewed the physical body as an 
evil prison for the soul.

• No Noahide Shortcut: Paul explicitly 
commands the Gentile idolaters to repent. 
From a Messianic perspective, the Gospel 
demands that Gentiles abandon paganism 
completely to worship the one true God 
of Israel through Yeshua, fulfilling the 
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prophetic vision of the nations streaming 
to Zion (Isaiah 2:2-4).

Key Messianic Takeaways

• Yeshua is the Goal of the Torah: Acts 17 
proves that the Apostolic faith is deeply 
continuity-based. The Good News is 
verified by Jewish text and fulfilled in 
Jewish history.

• Jewish Identity Maintained: Paul 
functions fully as a Pharisee and a Rabbi 
throughout his travels, using traditional 
Jewish hermeneutics in the synagogues.

• A Pattern for Out-reach: The chapter 
provides a dual blueprint: handling the 
Word with deep exegetical precision 
among believers (Bereans), and using 
thoughtful, respectful contextualization 
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when sharing the God of Israel with the 
secular world.

The Specific Tanakh Prophecies Paul Used

In the synagogues, Paul had to shift the 
Jewish paradigm from a purely political king 
to a suffering and resurrected savior. He likely 
relied on three primary prophetic 
frameworks:

• The Suffering Servant (Isaiah 52:13–
53:12): This is the definitive text used to 
prove the Messiah had to die. Paul would 
highlight phrases like "He was pierced for 
our transgressions" to show that 
execution was not a sign of failure, but 
the ultimate sin offering (Asham).

• The Resurrection Guarantee (Psalm 
16:10): To prove the Messiah must rise, 
Paul used David’s words: "You will not 
allow Your Holy One to see decay." Since 
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David’s body did decompose, the 
prophecy structurally required a 
descendant whose body would not rot.

• The Rejected Stone (Psalm 118:22): "The 
stone the builders rejected has become 
the cornerstone." Paul used this to explain 
why the religious leadership in Jerusalem 
rejected Yeshua, framing the rejection 
itself as proof of His identity.

• Greek Philosophy vs. Paul’s Jewish 
Theology

At Mars Hill, Paul’s Hebraic worldview clashed 
directly with Epicurean and Stoic philosophy.
[Greek Dualism] <--- Radical Clash ---> [Hebraic Biblical Truth] 

Matter is Evil                                             Creation is "Very Good" 

God is Distant/Apathetic                        God is Personal & Sovereign 

History is Cyclical                                     History is Linear (Moving to Judgement) 

The Soul Escapes the Body                    The Body is Resurrected Whole
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• The Value of Matter: Epicureans believed 
God was distant and uninvolved; Stoics 
believed God was an impersonal force in 
nature. Paul countered with a personal 
Creator who actively "determines the 
times and boundaries" of human history.

• The Scandal of Resurrection: Greek 
thought was dualistic—the spirit was 
good, but the physical body was a prison. 
The idea of a physical resurrection was 
offensive and absurd to them. For Paul, a 
Jew, the soul and body are an inseparable 
unity; redemption meant the physical 
restoration of the body and the earth.

• How Messianic Jews Apply the 
Berean Approach Today

For modern Messianic Jews, the Bereans 
provide the operational framework for living 

Crea
ted

 w
ith




MobiO
ffic

e



out their faith in a way that respects both 
tradition and scripture.

• Torah as the Filter: If a teaching, a rabbi, 
or a modern prophet contradicts the 
foundational principles of the Torah and 
the Tanakh, it is rejected. The New 
Covenant scriptures (Brit Hadashah) are 
verified by the Old, not the other way 
around.

• Questioning Rabbinic Authority: Judaism 
highly values oral tradition (the Talmud). 
Messianic Jews use the Berean method to 
read rabbinic commentary critically. They 
honor traditional Jewish wisdom but treat 
it as subordinate to the written Word of 
God.

• Guard Against Deception: In an age of 
rapid information and cultural shifts, the 
Berean model encourages daily, 
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systematic scripture study rather than 
relying on emotional experiences or 
secondhand teaching.

1. Hebrew Logic & Wordplay: Psalm 16:10 
and Isaiah 53

When Paul argued from the Hebrew text, he 
wasn't just quoting translations; he was using 
the specific linguistic structures of the 
Hebrew language to prove his points.

Psalm 16:10 – Chasid vs. Shachat

Hebrew Text: ִּדְיסִחֲ ןתֵּתִ אלֹ לוֹאשְׁלִ ישִׁפְנַ בזֹעֲתַ אלֹ יכ� 
 ׃תחַשָׁ תוֹארְלִ
Transliteration: Ki lo ta’azov nafshi l’Sheol, lo titten 
chasid’cha lir’ot shachat.

• The Play on Chasid (ָדיסִח): This word 
means "Holy One," "Faithful One," or 
"One of Covenant Loyalty (Chesed)." In 
Hebrew logic, covenant loyalty means 
God cannot break a promise.

Crea
ted

 w
ith




MobiO
ffic

e



• The Core Contrast with Shachat (ַׁתחַש): 
This word means "the pit," "destruction," 
or "corruption/decay."[3]

• Paul’s Messianic Argument: David died, 
and his body experienced shachat (decay). 
Therefore, David was tracking a deeper 
prophetic reality. The ultimate Chasid (the 
Messiah) would possess such perfect, 
unbroken covenant loyalty with God that 
the grave could not rot Him. The 
resurrection was linguistically and 
covenantally mandatory.

Isaiah 53:5 – Chavurah and Chola’at

Hebrew Text: ּ׃וּנלָ־אפָּרְנִ וֹתרָבֻחֲבַו 
Transliteration: U’va’chavurato nirpa-lanu.

• The Double Meaning: Chavurah is 
standard Hebrew for a blow, stripe, or 
black-and-blue bruise from a beating.

Crea
ted

 w
ith




MobiO
ffic

e



• The Wordplay: In Jewish text study, 
Chavurah shares a root connection with 
Chavér (friend/fellowship) and Chibur 
(connection/joining).

• Paul’s Messianic Argument: Through the 
physical stripes (wounds) of the Messiah, 
humanity is joined back together in 
covenant fellowship with the God of 
Israel. His fracturing is our binding.

• Paul’s Targeted Arguments: 
Epicureans vs. Stoics

When Paul stood at the Areopagus, he faced 
two competing philosophical schools. He 
brilliantly tailored his arguments to dismantle 
the core idols of both worldviews 
simultaneously.

Dismantling the Epicureans (The Practical 
Atheists)
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Epicureans believed that if gods existed, they 
were entirely detached, lived in the spaces 
between worlds, and did not care about 
human affairs. The universe was just a 
random collision of atoms.

• Paul's Argument: "The God who made the 
world and everything in it is the Lord of 
heaven and earth and does not live in 
temples built by human hands." (Acts 
17:24)

• The Strike: Paul attacks their cosmic 
materialism. God is not absent; He is the 
active Architect. He doesn't need humans 
to feed Him or build Him boxes to live in.

• The Strike on Judgment: Epicureans 
believed death was the absolute end of 
consciousness (no afterlife). Paul shatters 
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this by declaring that God has set a day 
for judgment and proven it by raising a 
Man from the dead (Acts 17:31).

• Dismantling the Stoics (The Pantheistic 
Fatalists)

Stoics were pantheists. They believed "God" 
was an impersonal, rational spark (Logos) 
infused into nature, and everything was 
dictated by rigid, unyielding fate. They valued 
extreme self-reliance and emotional 
detachment.

• Paul's Argument: "From one man he 
made all the nations... and he marked out 
their appointed times in history and the 
boundaries of their lands." (Acts 17:26)

• The Strike: Paul attacks their pantheism 
by separating the Creator from the 
creation. God is a personal King with a 
willpower, not an impersonal cosmic 
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battery. History is not a blind, repetitive 
cycle of fate; it is a linear timeline directed 
by God toward a specific purpose.

• The Strike on Pride: Stoics took massive 
pride in human self-sufficiency. Paul 
completely levels this pride by stating that 
humans are completely dependent on 
God for "life and breath and everything 
else" (Acts 17:25).
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