
ANSWERING CRITICS 
Acts 26:19-29 

 
 What is our response when we think someone has criticized either us or something we 
have done?  Typically, people become defensive and sometimes will return the criticism.  Things 
then go downhill from there.  To prevent a situation where criticism is involved from getting 
worse, someone has to take the high road.  There are many different ways to turn things around 
and it may challenge our creativity to find something that will disarm the antagonists.  A simple 
statement in response to criticism might be, “I hadn’t thought about that in that way.  Thank you 
for pointing it out.”  Another response could be, “I can always use help.  How would you have 
done it?”  We could say something like, “I had thought about doing things the way you suggest.  
Let me tell you where I am coming from.  Maybe both of us can find a better way.”   
 One of the most effective ways of communicating with people who don’t perceive things 
the way they should is to get to know each other.  If we know a person’s values and what 
motivates them, then we are in a better position to understand them and be in a better position to 
guide them to the truth.  
 Paul often found that he was misunderstood by various people and he made use of a 
simple technique of letting people know what he had experienced to explain the motivation of 
the way he lived.  Many times that approach failed to change the minds of those whom he 
encountered.  Sometimes it was effective.  It was certainly a better approach than saying nothing 
or having a so-called “conversation” where people insult each other or just yell loudly.   
 The benefit of taking the high road is that we are not likely to have any regrets in 
retrospect and the responsibility for the consequences of the choices that others make is clearly 
upon them.  A good axiom to remember is that “we never regret being gracious.”  It may be 
argued that some people don’t deserve to be treated graciously.  That may be true; however, we 
know that God has said that vengeance belongs to Him and He will repay.  God is a lot better at 
that sort of thing than we are.  
 Paul had essentially completed a significant part of the three things that the Lord had 
given him to do by taking the good news of salvation to the Gentiles.  He was now into the initial 
stages of the second part of the charge “to bear Christ’s name before kings.”  We assume that 
Paul realized that he was on his way to Rome by way of Jerusalem and Caesarea.  It was likely 
not intuitively obvious how a person such as Paul would ever get to present the gospel message 
to Caesar, but God had it all in His plans which were being carried out by those who would reject 
the truth.   
 We recall how the Jews had once again rejected the good news when Paul went to 
Jerusalem.  The riots that erupted resulted in Paul being taken into Roman custody for his 
protection and a subsequent plot to kill him resulted in Paul being transferred from Jerusalem to 
Caesarea where he would share the gospel with Felix, Festus and Agrippa before continuing his 
trip to Rome.    
 Felix had been a former slave who had found favor with the Emperor and had been 
elevated to serve as governor of Judaea.  Historians stated that ‘He wielded his kingly authority 
with the spirit of a slave, in all cruelty and lust.’  His first encounter with Paul was of little 
consequence in that he concluded that the Empire was not in any danger from whatever Paul had 
done.  He did not release Paul because he hoped to get a bribe from Paul.  His second meeting 
with Paul included his wife Drusilla whom he had tempted to leave her first husband and marry 
him.  Paul’s message to them focused on the subjects of righteousness, temperance, and the 



coming judgment.  As these two listened to Paul, they recognized that they lacked righteousness 
and self-control and the judgment to come would not be good for them.  Having come under 
conviction they were disturbed by what Paul said and were anxious to get rid of Paul and his 
message for the present time.  In his fear, Felix recoiled and settled himself back into his evil 
ways.  While he did not completely reject the gospel, he certainly put off making a decision as 
we see in these words “Go thy way for this time.”  This is still a typical response of many people 
today when they are confronted with a choice of putting their faith in Christ or living with no 
restraints.   
 After about two years Felix was replaced by Festus.  We know very little about Festus 
other than he was a typical politician who wanted to please everyone, keep the peace, and make 
his life as easy as possible.  He tried to resolve issues that were brought to him by appeasing both 
sides and eventually referring any real decisions to his superiors which turned out to be King 
Agrippa II and his wife Bernice who was also his sister.  Both were children of Agrippa I.  There 
was another sibling whose name was Drusilla.  She was the wife of Felix.  This gives a whole 
new meaning to “keeping it all in the family.”   
 These folks were part of the Herod family that had been influential in that region of the 
world since before the birth of Jesus.  Herod the Great claimed that his ancestors were Jews who 
were from Babylon.  There is no historical basis for that claim.  The family origin was more 
likely from Idumea which would strongly suggest they were descendants of Esau rather than 
Jacob.  This area was taken over by the Jews during the time the Maccabees were in power and 
the people were familiar with the history of Israel.  Herod’s family had interactions with the 
Jewish religious leaders for nearly a century.  The appointments of high priests were done by 
those whom Rome had given their sanction to govern the area.  Herod, Agrippa I and Agrippa II 
had appointed nearly twenty different high priests.   
 When Festus told Agrippa II about Paul and his appeal to Rome rather than having to 
return to Jerusalem where many were intent on murdering him, Agrippa wanted to hear what 
Paul had to say.  The content of Paul’s testimony included details that someone with knowledge 
of Moses and the prophets could appreciate.   
 Paul described his early life that was strictly orthodox and how he believed what Moses 
and the prophets had taught regarding the promises that God had made to Israel regarding the 
resurrection of the dead.  It was because of his hope in this belief that he was being accused by 
the Jews.  He added in a rhetorical question of why anyone would have problems believing that 
God raises the dead.   
 Paul returned to his life-experience account and presented more evidence of his 
orthodoxy by telling how he was entrusted by the high priest (whom Agrippa knew) to help 
eliminate the influence of the followers of Jesus of Nazareth.  It was in carrying out a mission 
against the Christians that his life was forever changed.  Paul described what happened to him on 
the road to Damascus.  He had been confronted by Jesus and challenged regarding why he (Paul) 
was persecuting Jesus.  The blinding light and the voice of Someone calling his name Who knew 
what Paul had been doing was life altering.   
 Paul’s question of “Who are You?” was answered immediately as “Jesus Whom you are 
persecuting.”  Prior to this instance, Paul was totally convinced that Jesus was dead.  An instant 
later, Paul had no reason to doubt that Jesus was alive and He was in control of the situation.  
Paul’s purpose in life was redefined for him at that point.  Paul was given an assignment to carry 
out and was promised the Lord’s protection for the mission he was to carry out.   
 The mission was to “minister and witness of what he had seen and would see” for the 



purpose of opening the eyes of both Jews and Gentiles so that they would turn from darkness to 
light (the kingdom of Satan to the kingdom of God) and they would receive forgiveness of sins 
and participate in what God has in store for those holy ones who put their faith in Jesus.   
  
The Gospel Told – 26:19-23 
19 “So, King Agrippa, I did not prove disobedient to the heavenly vision, 20 but kept declaring both to those of 
Damascus first, and also at Jerusalem and then throughout all the region of Judea, and even to the Gentiles, that they 
should repent and turn to God, performing deeds appropriate to repentance. 21 “For this reason some Jews seized me 
in the temple and tried to put me to death. 22 “So, having obtained help from God, I stand to this day testifying both 
to small and great, stating nothing but what the Prophets and Moses said was going to take place; 23 that the Christ 
was to suffer, and that by reason of His resurrection from the dead He would be the first to proclaim light both to the 
Jewish people and to the Gentiles.”  Acts 26:19–23 (NASB95) 
 A person such as Agrippa who was accustomed to giving orders and having those orders 
obeyed could appreciate Paul’s response to the “orders” he had gotten from the Lord on the road 
to Damascus.  Without going into all the details of where he had been, Paul stated that he had 
gone to many different places witnessing to Jews and Gentiles.  Paul conveniently worked into 
his testimony God’s plan of salvation which begins with three simple words that we find at the 
end of verse eighteen – “faith in Me.”   
 The object of our trust must be in the Person of Jesus, the Christ.  It is not possible for us 
to trust or have faith in something or someone of which we have no knowledge or perception.  It 
seems somewhat ironic that when Paul was completely blind that Jesus’ charge to Paul was that 
he was to “open the eyes” of Jews and Gentiles.  We realize that Jesus was not referring to 
physical eyes but meant their ability to perceive and understand the reality of the two kingdoms 
of darkness and light.  This understanding is a function of the mind or a person’s intellect.  While 
mental knowledge is an essential starting point, the kind of knowing that is needed is deeper and 
more profound.   
 If we are putting our trust in a Person, then there must be a “personal relationship” 
between the believer and the “Object of Faith.”  It is not faith in what we have been told about 
Christ, it is not faith in the promises of the blessing to come, it is trusting in Him as revealed in 
our inner most being by the Holy Spirit.  Jesus told His disciples that the Holy Spirit would make 
known to them all things of Christ.  This process would be a Spirit-to-spirit interaction which 
means “you must be born again of the Spirit of God.”   
 Adopting the same concept embodied in the First Commandment – you shall have no 
other God’s before me – then we can conclude that trust or faith in Christ is exclusive.  Turning 
to God (as revealed in Christ) in faith carries with it the requirement to turn away from 
everything else which is the essence of Biblical repentance.  We no longer trust ourselves or any 
other entity – inanimate or alive, physical or divine – all of which involves our wills.  In this 
way, faith and repentance are inseparable in practical experience even though we can separate 
them conceptually in our thoughts.  They are the two sides of the same coin.  Turning to God is a 
positive act of faith while repentance is a turning away (putting no faith) in anything else.  
 Thus far, we have seen involvement of our inner most beings or our spirits along with our 
intellects and our wills.  The part we have not mentioned up to this point is our emotions.  If we 
give this a little thought, then we could readily conclude that an appropriate response to “faith in 
Christ” is love.  While faith and love can be distinguished in our discussions of them, the 
practical experience is that they are essentially inseparable.  Arguments can be made that in 
every act of faith, love is present and in every action of love, faith is evident.   
 It is the presence of love that finds expression in obedience to Christ’s commandments.  
In fact, He said as much to His disciples the evening He was arrested and put on trial.  In John 



14:23 “Jesus answered and said unto him, If a man love me, he will keep my words.”  Keeping 
Christ’s words results in “works befitting repentance.”   
 If we are to be effective in ministering and witnessing to people  after we share our 
testimony (my life before Christ, how I met Jesus, my life after Christ) and present the basics of 
the plan of salvation, it is important to be sensitive to what is happening to those who are 
listening and look for opportunities to encourage them to make a decision.  The next words that 
Paul spoke to this group of worldly leaders or kings were to begin the process of “opening their 
eyes” by proclaiming the truth that all that had happened was in total agreement with the 
Prophets and with Moses.  Paul did not have to wait to get a response from Festus.  
 
Objection Rebuffed – 26:24-26 
24 While Paul was saying this in his defense, Festus said in a loud voice, “Paul, you are out of your mind! Your great 
learning is driving you mad.” 25 But Paul said, “I am not out of my mind, most excellent Festus, but I utter words of 
sober truth. 26 “For the king knows about these matters, and I speak to him also with confidence, since I am 
persuaded that none of these things escape his notice; for this has not been done in a corner.  Acts 26:24–26 
(NASB95) 
 The preaching of the gospel is indeed foolishness to those who are perishing.  To win by 
losing, to live by dying, and to trust a God you cannot see seem illogical to the natural man.  We 
should not consider it unusual if the world thinks we are peculiar.  If we blend in too well with 
our surroundings, then something is wrong.  We are supposed to be light in the darkness.  
 A lesson we can learn by analyzing Paul’s response to Festus is that we should never let 
someone provoke us to an ignoble exchange of insults.  Paul was very much in control and 
addressed Festus with decorum and respect.  Festus had previously shown his true nature by 
having exchanges with Paul in hopes of appeasing the Jews in Jerusalem by trying to get Paul to 
agree to stand trial in Jerusalem.  Paul’s target was Agrippa and he did not wish to jeopardize his 
credibility by calling Festus the fool he was.  
 Our witness is not complete until we have attempted to obtain a commitment from those 
who hear the gospel message.  Unless we do this step, then we are like the salesman who 
presents his product but never asks you to buy.  Such a salesman would be unproductive.  Paul 
had done what he could and the rest was up to Agrippa. 
 
Invitation Given – 26:27-29 
27 “King Agrippa, do you believe the Prophets? I know that you do.” 28 Agrippa replied to Paul, “In a short time you 
will persuade me to become a Christian.” 29 And Paul said, “I would wish to God, that whether in a short or long 
time, not only you, but also all who hear me this day, might become such as I am, except for these chains.” 
Acts 26:27–29 (NASB95) 
 When pressed for a decision, Agrippa’s true character of pride and feelings of superiority 
showed themselves.  Agrippa knew enough of the history of the last twenty years to have heard 
about the Resurrection and the rise of the Church.  Paul had put him on the spot to make a 
decision.  I like the wording in Weymouth’s translation of Agrippa’s response: “In brief, you are 
doing your best to persuade me to become a Christian.”  Some translators think that his reply was 
not that he was “almost persuaded” but that Paul should not expect someone of Agrippa’s 
position and intelligence to be so easily convinced with the few words that Paul had spoken to 
him.   
 Paul’s answer to Agrippa was that whether it was with few words or many, he greatly 
desired that all who heard the message would respond even as Paul did and experience salvation.  
 We know from the rest of the account in Acts that they did not seriously consider the 
message or the consequences of accepting or rejecting what they had just heard.  They essentially 



ignored what Paul said and returned to the initial question of what they should do with this 
prisoner.  One outcome of it all was that they had heard the message of God’s salvation in Christ 
and they would be eternally responsible for their reaction to it.  Another result was that Paul 
would soon be on his way to Rome where he would be given an opportunity to present the truth 
before the person that was considered to be the one in charge of the Roman Empire.  This would 
have been a fulfillment of what God had purposed for Paul’s life.   


