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Is there anyone here this morning who likes evesygsu work with, everyone at school, and
everyone in your neighborhood? | didn’t think $banyone raised his hand, | would be
inclined to ask, “Do you lie about other thingp?d | don’t think it's possible to like

everybody. Some people have personalities sordiftdrom ours that it takes a yeoman'’s effort
just to be pleasant to them, to say nothing of isgethem out and spending time with them.
Some people also have weird ideas, which means aiffarent from ours.

Differences of personality and opinion are alswitadle in the church, as everywhere else.
And Scripture makes it abundantly clear that disagrents in and of themselves are not always
wrong-the question is, "How are they handled?"

So far in our series on conflict we have examineel conflict that was negative and one that was
positive. Today we are going to look at two castfliin the early church that | would call

morally neutral. That is, they are neither pattdy positive nor particularly negative, neither
good nor evil. They just happened. One is a adrfetween two well-known men and the

other between two little-known women.

The two men, whose situation we will examine fiesg Paul and Barnabas, and our Scripture
text is found in the last paragraph of Acts 15ulRa&d Barnabas have just returned to their
home church at Antioch from their first missiongoyrney to Asia Minor. Their reports of
thousands of Gentiles converting from paganismugtia great deal of excitement, and Paul and
Barnabas can hardly wait to get back on the roathag

But further missionary work must be postponed wtiltal question affecting the whole Church
can be faced and settled. As we saw last weelchthieh in Jerusalem was composed almost
exclusively of converts from Judaism. When Paud Barnabas report that thousands of
Gentiles are turning to Christ, this looms as aificant threat to some in the Jerusalem church.
Who is going to be calling the shots in the futute@w can they maintain high standards in the
church when thousands are joining who have no badkgl of godly moral standards?

In Acts 15 we find the Jerusalem church sendingesmepresentatives to visit the Antioch
church apparently to bring that church back undercontrol of the traditions of the Jerusalem
church. They view Christianity as almost a seciuafaism, and they want to make sure the
Gentiles keep the Mosaic Law and Jewish custonet's begin our reading in Acts 15:1:
"Some men came down from Judea to Antioch and te@aching the brothers:
"Unless you are circumcised, according to the costaught by Moses, you cannot be
saved." This brought Paul and Barnabas into shdigpute and debate with theire.
with the visitors from Jerusalerrffo Paul and Barnabas were appointed, along with



some other believers, to go up to Jerusalem tdlseapostles and elders about this
guestion. The church sent them on their way, anithey traveled through Phoenicia
and Samaria, they told how the Gentiles had beenaxed. This news made all the
brothers very glad. When they came to Jerusaleay, were welcomed by the church
and the apostles and elders, to whom they rep@vedything God had done through
them.

Then some of the believers who belonged to thg pathe Pharisees stood up
and said, "The Gentiles must be circumcised andired to obey the law of Moses."

The apostles and elders met to consider this quresti

This issue threatened a complete cleavage betweerhtirches with predominantly Jewish
converts and those with predominantly Gentile cotsveThe dispute needed to be decided at the
highest level-by the Apostles in Jerusalem. Thalhkit was; they recognized that God was
indeed accepting Gentiles into His spiritual fansityGentiles James delivers the Council’s
verdict in verse 19: “It is my judgment, therefotigat we should not make it difficult for the
Gentiles who are turning to God.” Peace was thaimtained and the believers in Antioch
rejoiced as a result.

But no sooner had the unity of the Antioch churebrbrescued from the legalists in Jerusalem
than it was threatened again by two events. OrseReter’s visit to Antioch when he played the
hypocrite, which was the subject of last Sundagisn®n. The second was a disagreement
between the two outstanding leaders and missiaegnesentatives—Paul and Barnabas. Fresh
from a major doctrinal battle in Jerusalem in whilely fought side-by-side and won a
resounding victory, these two now find themselvedisagreement with each other over
personality and perspective. In the last paragodgtcts 15 we read about it, beginning in verse
36:
Some time later Paul said to Barnabas, "Let us @ckkand visit the brothers in
all the towns where we preached the word of thellaord see how they are doing."
Barnabas wanted to take John, also called Markhywhiem, but Paul did not think it wise
to take him, because he had deserted them in Pdiaimgl had not continued with them
in the work. They had such a sharp disagreemexntttiey parted company. Barnabas
took Mark and sailed for Cyprus, but Paul chosassdnd left, commended by the
brothers to the grace of the Lord. He went thro&giia and Cilicia, strengthening the
churches.”

Paul and Barnabas call it Splitsville in Antioch. (Acts 15:36-41)

The problem: dissension between colleagued he principal issue between Paul and
Barnabas was over whether they should take Johk btaa second missionary journey they
were planning. | would remind you, however, thas imay not have been the only factor in this
conflict. Last Sunday we saw how Barnabas caveshvi?eter came to Antioch and joined Peter
in his hypocrisy. Paul complained in Galatian%®gen Barnabas joined him in his charade.” |
wouldn’t be surprise if that issue played a pathigir splitting up, but apparently the principal
reason was John Mark.



Barnabas wanted to take Mark along but Paul dmbtause John Mark had deserted them
during the first journey. Look back one page atsAl3:13: “From Pathos, Paul and his
companions sailed to Perga in Pamphylia, where lidhthem to return to Jerusalem.” While
Luke doesn’t tell us why he left, it was obvioufily reasons Paul deemed insufficient. It may
have been because of persecution or hardship arferaesickness.

We do know John Mark was young, that he was Basiamasin, and that he was from a
prominent family. His mother, whose name was Ma&ynentioned several times in the NT.
She is the one, according to Acts 12:12, who ovwthechome in Jerusalem to which Peter came
after his miraculous escape from prison. Furtheemearly church tradition holds that it was
her home where the Last Supper was held and wherdigciples met in Jerusalem after the
ascension.

At any rate, Barnabas wanted to give John Markcars# chance, but Paul would have none of
it! You see, Paul was tough while Barnabas waddenWe could guess at why they each felt
the way they did about John Mark, but fortunateé/don't have to guess because an
archaeologist friend of mine has recently dug speaographer's notebook dated A.D. 51 which
purports to be the record of a conversation betviRzart and Barnabas in an elder's meeting at
the First Apostolic Missionary Free Church of Artio | would not lay my life on its
authenticity, but neither would I reject it outlwdnd. At any rate, here it is—you decide. Paul
speaks first.

Paul: Mark? We can't take him. He failed us kasie.

Barnabas: But that was last time.

Paul: He’'ll fail us again. He's a deserter.

Barnabas: No, he's not a "deserter.” He's a perathio happened to desert once. He's had
time to think it over. We've got to give him aeotthance. He's got the makings of a good
missionary.

Paul: Tell me, Barnabas, isn't it just becauseslygur cousin that you want to take him again?

Barnabas: That's a low blow, Paul. Some of my fsesds are not cousins. I'm just convinced
this lad needs understanding and help.

Paul: We need someone who can stand up to pergecahgry mobs, beatings, perhaps jail.
Our team has to be close-knit, thoroughly reliabtéow can we trust a lad like Mark with that
kind of responsibility? No, Barnabas. Recall Wards of the Master: "No man who puts his
hand to the plow, and looks back, is fit for thegkiom of God."

Barnabas: You're quoting Scripture pretty seledityaren’t you Paul? Jesus also said, “If you
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forgive men when they sin against you, your hegveather will also forgive you. But if you do
not forgive men their sins, your Father will notdive your sins.” Besides, I've talked with him
about his failure. He’s very sorry. I'm sure henk defect again. To refuse to let him go with
us might do spiritual damage at the very momehiofepentance. It'd be like breaking a
bruised reed.

Paul: Barnabas, there's too much at stake hefiee sk is too great. | won't do it. Either you
leave Mark at home or I'll have to go without yothat's final.

Barnabas: Then, | guess you'll have to go withat Paul. But I'm not going to stay here in
Antioch. You know, God called me to the misseld fioo. I'll take Mark with me and I'll show
you how wrong you were. One of these days yaghet your attitude toward Mark.

Paul: Just don't get in my way. I'm heading baxlisia Minor and | don't want to run into the
two of you.

Pause
Barnabas: Paul?

Paul: What do you want?

Barnabas: Paul, this isn't right. I'm sorry foome of the things | said. | love you, brother. |
want the best for you. If we can't work togetlaieast let's part as friends.

Paul: | agree, Barnabas. I'm sorry, too. Listevhy don't you go to Cyprus, where you've had
such a significant ministry in the past. | givaiyay blessing. Write to me so | can hear how
God is using you.

Barnabas: Will do, and God bless you, Paul. Tede you don't get stoned again in Lystra
(Pardon the pun)! Meet you back here in Antibch!

As | said, | wouldn't stake my life on the autheityi of this document, but | do believe it's not
far from what may have happened.

The solution chosen: separation. (39-4Zhe decision by Paul and Barnabas comes in
verse 39-they will each go his own way with a nestqeer. Don't think for a moment this
wasn't painful. It'd be like Moody and Sankey paytwvays, or Billy Graham and CIiff Barrows.

I don't know if fault can be laid at the feet @ther Paul or Barnabas. It's interesting to read
some of the commentators who say they were bdtdu#tbecause nowhere in Luke’s account
does it say that these two prayed about their tispOthers side with Paul, pointing out that in
verse 40 the church commends Paul and Silas trédoe of the Lord, but nothing is said of any
commendation for Barnabas and Mark. That, of agusstotally an argument from silence.

Still others side with Barnabas, noting that laterPaul acknowledges John Mark’s recovery to



ministry. For example, in Col. 4:10 Paul writesrfr prison and says, “My fellow prisoner
Aristarchus sends you his greetings, as does Maek;ousin of Barnabas. (You have received
instructions about him; if he comes to you, welcdrime.)” Then at the end of his life as Paul
awaits certain execution in Rome, he writes to Thyon 2 Tim. 4:11 and says, “Get Mark and
bring him with you, because he is helpful to menynministry.” And not of least significance,

John Mark is the disciple who wrote the Gospel @irkl Barnabas’ confidence in his future seems
to have been well-placed.

Nevertheless, it is my feeling we don’t know enoagpout this dispute to side with either Paul or
Barnabas. The whole incident is a classic examiplke perpetual question of whether to place the
interests of the individual before the ministryaawhole. There is simply no rule of thumb that
serves in all situations. When | served on ther8o& Ministerial Standing of our denomination,

no matter what decision we made about a parti@datoral discipline case, there were always
those who disagreed, sometimes strongly. Either thought we had been too lenient with the
pastor and therefore put the ministry at risk, erwere too harsh with him in order to protect the
ministry.

If there is one thing we can learn from the conflietween Paul and Barnabas, | believe it is that
God can bring good out of conflict if we will leirh. He did in this case.

The result: multiplication . Instead of one missionary team there are now tad in the
succeeding years God uses both teams in great ways.

| feel compelled to comment about an issue thaerdrequently arises in the church today. A
pastor and a church’s leadership have conflicte géstor is asked to leave. A group of his
supporters urge him to start a new church. Heesgr&he church splits. We’ve seen it happen
here in Wichita just in the past two years. Somes the pastor justifies his action on the basis of
the Paul and Barnabas story. | don't buy it. Rend Barnabas split up but both of them left
Antioch and did missionary work in pioneer areas.

| don’t think there is any excuse for a pastortéstsa new church within the ministry area of his
previous congregation without the approval of tbeegning board of that church. In fact, our
denomination wisely adopted a rule that any pastar did so would lose his credentials. Certainly
there are times when a pastor’s dismissal is questie, even unjustifiable, and those times are
painful not only to the pastor, but to many in tomgregation, but | believe itaways wrongo

split a church. Better for that pastor to surreritle injustice to God and look for ministry
elsewhere.

Now | want us to consider another similar situationly this one concerns two women. We have
to be very careful these days, you know, to bertzald between the genders. It's not hard when it
comes to conflict. We don't have as much infororatibout their disagreement, but let's see what
we can learn anyway.

Euodia and Syntyche “have at it” in the Church at Rhilippi.

(Philippians 4:2-3)"l plead with Euodia and | plead with Syntyche gvee with
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each other in the Lord. Yes, and | ask you, lopékyellow, help these women who have
contended at my side in the cause of the gospeigakith Clement and the rest of my
fellow workers, whose names are in the book af life

Apparently these two women, Euodia and Syntyche, adve been unfairly nicknamed Odious
and Soontouchy, developed some kind of disagreeniarhaps it was over musical style;
perhaps it had to do with some changes introdutiedihe Women's Missionary Fellowship; it
may have been some difference in theology.

But please notice Paul’'s affirmation that "thesenga have contended at my side in the cause of
the Gospel." These were not two women sittinghensidelines taking potshots at the ministry;
rather they were active and valuable members oBtuy. | suspect a rather common dynamic

in human relationships was at work here. It isuraisual for people to assume ownership of
something they have poured their hearts and livies iAnd that's fine to a point. But when that
sense of ownership goes too far and they begisgome that ownership means having their

own way, trouble starts brewing.

This is especially true in church planting. | hde=n involved in the planting of about twenty-
five churches, some as a member of the churchiptaobmmittee, others as pastor of the
mother church, one as a church planter myselhebrly every church plant tension develops at
some point between the people who sacrificed thet teaget the work started and those who
come along later and reap the benefits. The difffas not so much that the original people are
unwilling to involve others so much as that theyealep a very protective attitude toward the
work. They have put so much into the ministry &t the new leaders might not be quite so
concerned about the church's welfare. It is ntikenhe case of a new mother having to leave
her infant with a babysitter for the first time.

| suspect that something like this same dynamapesating in Philippi between Euodia and
Syntyche. Perhaps one of them is a charter meartzethe other a relative newcomer, coming
down on opposite sides of some issue stirred u@jpg church growth. But clearly Paul is
more interested in solving disagreement than icra@ag it.

Solving personality disagreements in the church

What the principal parties should do. So the first thing he does is to indicate what
Euodia and Syntyche should do: "agree with ealsbran the Lord.” Notice that this comes in
the form of a plea, not a command, and it is a pféered twice, "I plead with Euodia and |
plead with Syntyche." Paul is consummately faithwhese women. He knows that if he only
said "plead" once, the woman named first might &kae offense, so he makes sure that both
are treated the same.

"To agree with each other" is not necessarily tothe issue identically. The dispute may have
been a very legitimate issue that involved a secference of opinion. Paul would not want
either one to compromise her convictions. But desdvant them to "agree with each otiner
the Lord" I think the implication is that they must has@ritual agreement, agreement in
attitude even if they have disagreement in regard toahtsfof the case.



What the spiritual leaders should dois also addressed, and this is very important.
"Yes, and | ask you, loyal yokefellow, help thesenven.” Paul is not averse to mobilizing the
resources of the church to solve the dispute.shwknew who this unnamed leader was, but we
are not told. He was apparently one of Paul's ades or associates in the work, a man of
influence, and probably a man of extraordinary.tact

The point that Paul is making here is that wheneti® disagreement in the church it is often
impossible for the differing parties to work it cart their own—they're too close to the situation,
too emotionally involved. So the spiritual leadsih®uld help them by providing a referee, a
third party who can listen to both sides and poirttthe truth on both sides.

| have been involved in arbitration and mediatiorseveral occasions. Sometimes those efforts
have been successful, sometimes not. About 15 yegr | was called upon to be on a
committee arbitrating a major dispute between tatiomal leaders in the Free Church, a dispute
that probably started out as a personality confflidthad grown to involve a number of other
issues. That was one of the hardest day’s woavébverexpended, but the effort was
successful. To the credit of both men, the hatalaest buried and they both continued as
effective servants for Christ.

In more recent years | have been involved in tmediations with Peacemakers. Two were
hugely successful, the third marginally so. | vebsdy to you: Don’t hesitate to call upon the
resources of the church in solving disputes. Wepd together a team of financial experts to
solve some dispute over money, a team of Chrisiagers to solve a legal dispute, or a team of
businessmen to solve a dispute over an employaeopplier. It won't always work, but it's
sure better than breaking fellowship with anotherdwver or filing a lawsuit against the other
person.

Naming names in the church

How many pastors today would have the couragewereacouple of ladies from the pulpit and
plead with them to get their act together? Or taem, for that matter? Of course, | notice that
even Paul did it in a letter, not in person. Anaas probably easier in a small house church
than it would be today in a mega-church. But minpis that it takes courage to confront;
nevertheless, sometimes it's necessary. Fortynatddn't have anyone to name today, so relax.

But there's something else about names in ver$¢éa8ing commended Euodia and Syntyche for
contending at his side in the cause of the Go§al| similarly commends Clement and "the rest
of my fellow workers, whose names are in the bddika" It was probably an embarrassment
for Euodia and Syntyche to have their names inlétisr, and it was probably an honor for
Clement to have his name mentioned, but there'etwng far more important than having

one’s name mentioned in a letter or found on thenbeship rolls of a church or listed on a
plaque in the narthex. It's having your name im ook of life. That's the only place it really
counts. Is your name there? You really don't needonder about it. The book of life is the
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book that God keeps, and names are placed thardahble ink as individuals put their faith
and trust in Jesus Christ as Savior.

What lessons do we learn from these two fights ov@ersonality and perspective?
Lessons:

1. Personal disagreements are inevitahleNherever you find two people you will find two
opinions and therefore, disagreements.

2. Evengodly people will disagree occasionally In fact, they will sometimes strongly

disagree, as in this case. Acts 15:39 says thase'sharp” disagreement between Paul and
Barnabas. But let me suggest to you that we dec¢ssarily have to fear disagreements in the
church; in fact, | would have greater fear for arci where there were no disagreements, for
that would be a sign of uniformity, not unity. @re is such a thing, you know, as the peace of a
stagnant pool).

3. Sometimes both sides are validAs | look at the issue that separated Paul aarddbas, |
believe both had legitimate reasons for the pasiti@y took. And that will be true in some of
our disagreements. If the issue is one of perggraald perspective, it isn't necessary to
demonize the other person. It may be far betteedognize the legitimacy of his position but
respectfully choose to go in another direction.

4. God is able and willing to bring good out of hoest disagreement The work of missions
seems to have been advanced by the separatiomlodfhBarnabas. Had they parted as
enemies, that probably would never have happeblgtly church splits bring disrepute to

Christ's cause and sometimes disaster to the ipantits. But when leaders part as friends, albeit
disagreeing friends, God's grace can step in andige progress.

Conclusion John Wesley and George Whitfield were good tigem their earlier years, Wesley
having begun his outdoor preaching ministry at fi#ld's encouragement. As time went on the
men disagreed, with Whitfield leaning more heataward Calvinism, while Wesley moved
toward the Arminian interpretation of theology. dther words, Whitfield stressed the
sovereignty of God while Wesley stressed humanoresipility and free will. When Whitfield
died, Wesley was asked if he expected to se Drtfidddi in heaven. In exaggerated but honest
respect he answered, "No. He'll be so near tlmméhof God that men like me will never even
get a glimpse of him!" Though differing, they didt lose their sense of oneness in Christ.

Now as we close this morning | want you to thinkatbssome conflict you are currently having
with another brother or sister in Christ. Ask yself, is it the kind of issue that you should be
breaking fellowship over? Or is it just a diffetevay of looking at something? If you can’t
work together, can you at least be civil to onetae®? The issue is how to fight so that the
whole church wins.



i. This dialogue is a paraphrase and expansi@nsirhilar one suggested by Leslie B. Flynn in
Great Church Fights39-40.



