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It is not easy to stand up against the crowd, to go against the 

flow of conversation and be the lone voice, sometimes straining 

to be heard against the noise of the world; or  to move in the 

opposite direction, weaving in and out, to avoid the jostle of 

those coming towards us.  

To hold your own in the safe environment of healthy debate is 

one thing, to know that if you raise your head above the 

parapet, the situation might get nasty or even violent, is quite 

another. The voice of the prophet was never welcome, 

especially if they spoke that which no one wished to hear.  In 

the Old Testament, prophets clashed with kings, the voice of 

God challenging the people of God. They spoke up in spite of 

personnel danger. We can all think of modern day examples, of 

lone voices, who speak against injustice or hatred, seemingly 

powerless, unless the voice of the people unites in solidarity 

with it.  

Stephen was a lone voice. He was chosen as one of the seven 

helpers in Acts 6 to serve the widows of the Greek speaking 

Jews, in their dispute over the unequal distribution of funds. We 

don’t know much about him, but what we know is this. He is 

described as a man richly blessed by God, full of power and able 

to perform great miracles and wonders. But as his reputation 

grew, he was opposed by some of his fellow Jews from the 

synagogue of the Freedmen; people descended from former 

Roman slaves and to give the accusations a bit more weight, 

also Jews from the Diaspora, in order words, they were like 

Stephen, not native Jews of Palestine.  

We are told, not able to win their argument; they begin to plot 

against him. They bribe others to say, we heard him speaking 

against Moses and God. These accusations are not blasphemy in 

the true sense, but are seen as disrespectful to God. We can see 

parallels here between the end of Stephen’s life and Jesus 

death, for Jesus went to his death, also on trumped up charges. 

The people are stirred up and Stephen finds himself before the 

Council. This was the Sanhedrin, the religious court in 

Jerusalem.  

In response to the question of the High priest, “Is this true”, 

Stephen, a man alone, gives testimony to ..., well what. You can 

read his speech in Acts 7, which seems pretty uncontroversial to 

me and would have been known by the religious leaders and 

agreed, so let’s jump to the end to see what all the fuss is about. 

Read v51-53. In spite of his predicament, and knowing the 

possible outcome, Stephen condemns his accusers with these 

harsh words.  Like your ancestors before you, you have rejected 

God and remember, these were the religious leaders of the day. 

What is important in his closing argument, is that Stephen does 

not defend himself but accuses his hearers.  It is as if he seeks or 

demands a response from them.  



What is both ironic and prophetic, is that his words are about to 

come true; as this latter day prophet, who speaks of those who 

were persecuted and killed, he would soon himself stoned to 

death.  So Stephan dramatically proves his point with his own 

life. Are these the words of a brave man or a fool? There could 

only be one outcome. In Acts 5: 40 the apostles had earlier been 

warned, not to speak in the name of Jesus. The warnings were 

over. 

It probably seems to us a reaction that is disproportionate to 

the words of Stephen. If we had been so angry, we probably 

would have made some comment, challenging his views or 

maybe just walked away. The police might be called to separate 

opposing factions in this ancient example of a lone mans 

demonstration, but failing to block out the words of Stephen, so 

disrespectful to God, that they could not bear to hear them, by 

Jewish law, he is cast from the city, and stoned. They were so 

angry, that they disregarded Roman law; they did not have the 

power to execute, so it became a lynch mob carrying out their 

own ancient Jewish law.  “Sticks and stones may break my 

bones...” It did more than that for Stephen. 

 Human nature seems to like lynch mobs; they can be seen 

throughout the world in today’s trouble spots, people enraged 

and angry for their own cause, carrying out actions that would 

be too graphic to be shown on TV. That is what happened to 

Stephen.  

I said earlier that the death of Stephen and Jesus have parallels, 

no more so than in his closing words. In the midst of death, 

Stephen echoes the words of Jesus; receive my spirit and forgive 

these people. So the first martyr dies. Someone is watching.  

Saul, he holds the jackets and like a good Jew, approves of the 

murder. What arises from this event is the further persecution 

of the church; through the actions of Saul and as a consequence 

of persecution, the Jews from Jerusalem are scattered across 

the Gentile world taking with them the story of Jesus.  

I think we are challenged to ask a question here; who actually 

stands condemned? Normally it is the victim  who is stripped 

prior to stoning, but here, Luke the writer of Acts, strips the 

crowd,  as if to say, it is them who stand condemned and guilty 

before God.  

We are also challenged to wonder, in the face of inquiry, 

questioning or even accusations over the story of Jesus, what is 

our response? Today, the Sanhedrin in this story, represents the 

society we are part of. My concern is that our lifestyle may 

actually create no reaction at all, and the message of the story 

of Jesus is met with disinterest and apathy.  

It is not easy to go against the crowd, but I remember the words 

of Jesus, who uses a different image, to say the something very 

similar, “For whoever wants to save their life will lose it, but 

whoever loses their life for me, will find it” (Matthew 16: 25). 

Amen  


