
Paul and Barnabas

Introduction:

Tonight we look at some of the problems that an encourager faces.  It is difficult to work
with others.

Sometimes it is difficult to keep things in perspective.

Often times disputes are distorted.  The participants are closer together than
what it appears.   Other times differences are minimized that in actuality are quite
large and important.

This evening we are endeavoring to gain a perspective, on the dispute  and eventual
split that  occurred between Paul and Barnabas over taking  Mark on the second
missionary journey.

Hopefully, this will help us to gain a perspective on disputes that occur in the life of the
church.

We begin by noting a few elements in the background of this picture of which we
should not lose sight.

First. the dispute and eventual split occurs in the midst of  a very  fine church 
filled with gifted men. 

Secondly,  the dispute and eventual split occurs between two very godly, and
mature individuals.

Thirdly, the dispute and eventual split occurs between two individuals that had
gone back a long way.  They had a mutual concern for each other. They had a 
wealth of  significant events to bind them together. They had a good relationship
to each other.

Fourthly,  this dispute and eventual split does not occur over doctrine but rather
over practice. This dispute was over methodology.

They could agree on what to believe and teach.

They could  agree on what should be done.
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They could  not agree on how to do it.

Initial applications

We should not be surprised that disputes would arise even in a good
church.

We should not be surprised that disputes arise even between godly and
spiritually mature individuals.

Disputes over methodology are common place.

I. First, we are going to get a perspective on the occasion that led to the  dispute
and eventual split between Paul and Barnabas.  The occasion for the dispute
was Paul's decision to embark on a second missionary journey.  

Acts 15:36 (ESV) And after some days Paul said to Barnabas, “Let us return
and visit the brothers in every city where we proclaimed the word of the Lord,
and see how they are.”

A. A perspective on the start of this second missionary journey. Whereas the
first missionary journey was the result of the revelation of God,  the
second missionary journey began at the initiation of Paul.

1. The first missionary journey was the result of a revelation from God.

Acts 13:2 (ESV) While they were worshiping the Lord and fasting,
the Holy Spirit said, “Set apart for me Barnabas and Saul for
the work to which I have called them.” 
Acts 13:3 (ESV) Then after fasting and praying they laid their hands
on them and sent them off. 
Acts 13:4 (ESV) So, being sent out by the Holy Spirit, they went
down to Seleucia, and from there they sailed to Cyprus.

2. The second missionary journey was initiated by Paul.

Acts 15:36 (ESV) And after some days Paul said to Barnabas,
“Let us return and visit the brothers in every city where we
proclaimed the word of the Lord, and see how they are.”

a. Here is an application of that original call.
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b. It appears that Barnabas concurred with the idea of a
second missionary trip.

c. They agreed on that point.

3. The point is that on this occasion God did not reveal who was to go
on this trip.

How easy it would have been if God would have declared Himself
on whether Mark should go or not go, But God did not/

B. The goal of the journey is  also revealed to us in the Scripture.  The
purpose of the second missionary journey was clearly stated.

Acts 15:36 (ESV) And after some days Paul said to Barnabas, “Let us
return and visit the brothers in every city where we proclaimed the
word of the Lord, and see how they are.”

1. The scope of the trip  -  every city where the gospel was preached
by Paul and Barnabas.

2. The aim of the trip  -   to see how the churches are doing,.

a. The intimation is that  these brothers may be in  need  of
pastoral guidance, counsel, and help.

b. Look at how Paul and Barnabas had been needed in
Antioch.  How much more these fledgling churches might
stand in need of assistance.

c. Evidently Paul and Barnabas were agreed on all of that,
which were the essentials of the trip if you will.

C. What they could not agree upon was methodology.  Should they take
Mark or not?

1. A perspective on the dynamics of this decision.

a. Barnabas was adamant about taking Mark.
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Acts 15:37 (ESV) Now Barnabas wanted to take with them
John called Mark.

Acts 15:37 (NASB)  And Barnabas was desirous of taking
John, called Mark, along with them also.

b. Barnabas had decided that Mark was going to go!

Acts 15:37 (KJV)  And Barnabas determined to take with
them John, whose surname was Mark.

(1) This is a very strong word.

(2) This word is used of God’s decision regarding the
events that God had ordained regarding Christ’s
death.

Acts 2:23  him, being delivered by the determinate
counsel and foreknowledge of god, ye have taken,
and by wicked hands have crucified and slain:

c. Paul in response made the decision that Mark would not
accompany them on their journey.

Acts 15:38 (ESV) But Paul thought best not to take with
them one who had withdrawn from them in Pamphylia
and had not gone with them to the work.

d. Paul firmly held his ground.

Acts 15:38 (NASB)  But Paul kept insisting that they
should not take him along who had deserted them in
Pamphylia and had not gone with them to the work.

2. Whose way would win out?

a. The dynamics changed between Barnabas and Paul

b. Initially Barnabas was the leader in their relationship.
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c. As noted a few weeks ago, the leadership changed to Paul
being in charge and Barnabas being Paul’s helper.

3. A great  potential for disharmony and splits occurs when there are
changes in leadership.

II. A perspective on the occurrence of the dispute and the eventual split between
Paul and Barnabas.   A consideration on what the real issue or issues were.

A. I said let's look at the issue or issues.  For there was but one  main issue,
but there were many issues that  existed underneath.

B. The main issue was whether to take Mark or not.

Acts 15:37 (ESV) Now Barnabas wanted to take with them John called
Mark. 
Acts 15:38 (ESV) But Paul thought best not to take with them one who
had withdrawn from them in Pamphylia and had not gone with them to the
work.

C. Paul and Barnabas were looking at the same situation from two different
perspectives.

1. Barnabas wanted to take Mark. For Barnabas it was a personal
matter.   It was not merely that he wanted to take an additional co-
worker.  It had to be Mark.

a. Barnabas was concerned about Mark. Mark was his cousin. 

Colossians 4:10 (ESV) Aristarchus my fellow prisoner greets
you, and Mark the cousin of Barnabas (concerning whom
you have received instructions—if he comes to you,
welcome him),

b. It was more than the fact that Mark was his cousin but, it was
a factor.

c. There is a tremendous temptation by anyone in leadership
to unwittingly take into consideration how  decisions are
going to effect one's extended family.
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d. But there is far more too it than that.  Barnabas was an
encourager and wanted to restore Mark.

e. Barnabas was thinking about what was in Mark’s best
interest.

2. Paul did not want to take Mark.  It was not a personal issue that
Paul had with Mark but rather a matter of principle.

a. Paul did not want to take Mark because Mark had absented
himself from the work that was to be done.

Acts 15:38 (ESV) But Paul thought best not to take with
them one who had withdrawn from them in Pamphylia
and had not gone with them to the work.

Acts 15:38 (NASB)  But Paul kept insisting that they should
not take him along who had deserted them in Pamphylia
and had not gone with them to the work.

b. Paul did not think it wise to take a person who had not
persevered to encourage churches to persevere.

c. In Paul’s mind Mark was not a good example for the
churches.

d. Paul is thinking about what was in the best interest of the
churches.

D. Priorities play a part here. What is of utmost importance  to these two men
comes shining through.

1. Individuals are very important to Barnabas. He is the son of
consolation, the son of encouragement.

2. For Paul  the overall work and the churches are of utmost
importance to him.  He stands on principle.

3. We see the differences between Paul and Barnabas displayed over
Peter’s refusal to eat with the Galatian Gentiles
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a. Paul’s commitment to principle is seen in Paul’s bold and
public confrontation of  Peter over Peter’s refusal to eat with
the gentiles.

(1) Paul understood that such behavior was wrong.

Galatians 2:11 (ESV) But when Cephas came to
Antioch, I opposed him to his face, because he
stood condemned. 

(2) Peter was giving into the Jewish people that were
demanding that gentiles be circumcised in Oder to
have full fellowship with the Jews.

Galatians 2:12 (ESV) For before certain men came
from James, he was eating with the Gentiles; but
when they came he drew back and separated
himself, fearing the circumcision party.

(3) Peter knew better for God had given a revelation to
Peter telling him to eat with the gentiles when God
sent Peter to the home of Cornelius.

b. Barnabas commitment to individuals over principle is seen
in Barnabas’ allegiance to Peter.

Galatians 2:13 (ESV) And the rest of the Jews acted
hypocritically along with him, so that even Barnabas was
led astray by their hypocrisy. 

c. Paul realized that it was more than just personal
relationships.  The very gospel was at stake.

Galatians 2:14 (ESV) But when I saw that their conduct was
not in step with the truth of the gospel, I said to Cephas
before them all, “If you, though a Jew, live like a Gentile and
not like a Jew, how can you force the Gentiles to live like
Jews?”

4. A difference of opinion often arises between people who are of a
different temperament and have different priorities.

7



a. Paul was concerned about principles.

b. Barnabas was concerned about relationships.

(1) There is not a strict dichotomy between these two
men.   We are not  to think that the work and the
churches are not important to Barnabas.

(2) Nor are we to get the idea that Paul is not concerned
about individuals.

(3) Barnabas is deeply concerned for the churches and
has risked his life to establish them.

(4) Paul is deeply concerned for Mark and wants to
restore him.

(5) But when push comes to shove,  and a choice has to
be made,  Barnabas puts the interests of Mark above
the interests of the churches.   Paul puts the interests
of the churches above the interests of Mark.

5. The disagreement swells into a great dispute and eventual split.

Acts 15:39 (ESV) And there arose a sharp disagreement, so that
they separated from each other. Barnabas took Mark with him
and sailed away to Cyprus, 
Acts 15:40 (ESV) but Paul chose Silas and departed, having been
commended by the brothers to the grace of the Lord.

a. They went round and round on this issue.

b. Neither  would give in, neither would let it go.

c. Obviously both genuinely thought that they were right!

III. A perspective on the outcome of the dispute and eventual split that resulted
between Paul and Barnabas.

A. Perspective on who was right?
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1. It is not a matter of who won or who got their way!  All too often
that is the mentality in disputes.  -  to give in is to lose.

2. What was the proper approach here?

a. The church sided with Paul.   We can't minimize that.

Acts 15:40 (ESV) but Paul chose Silas and departed, having
been commended by the brothers to the grace of the
Lord.

Acts 15:40  but Paul chose Silas and left, commended by
the brothers to the grace of the Lord.

b. The church committed Paul and Silas to God's grace.  The
church supported and prayed for Paul and Silas.

(1) They knew all the  facts we don't.

(2) The church had concluded that Paul was right in this
matter.

3. The principle should not be lost. We can not put the feelings of one
person above the welfare of all of God's people.

4. Unfortunately, this is very often the case.

B. Perspective on the outcome of the split.

1. The disagreement did not end in a bitter or lasting separation.

2. Paul commends Mark to  the church at Collassae.

Colossians 4:10 (ESV) Aristarchus my fellow prisoner greets you,
and Mark the cousin of Barnabas (concerning whom you have
received instructions —if he comes to you, welcome him),

a. Barnabas did not poison Mark against Paul.

b. Nor did Paul write Mark off.
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3. Barnabas restored Mark to a place of usefulness.

2 Timothy 4:11 (ESV) Luke alone is with me. Get Mark and bring
him with you, for he is very useful to me for ministry.

C. Perspective on the split as it relates to the Lord's work.  

1. The missionary journey  goes on with or without Barnabas or Mark.

2. Barnabas and Mark continue to be used of God.

IV. Conclusion

A. The greatest threat to the life of our church is not doctrinal. It is division as
a result of personal allegiances vs issues of principle.

B. Very godly men were not immune to this.

C. Very close friends were not immune to this.

D. Neither are we immune to this.

E. We need great wisdom in making very difficult decisions in the life of the
church.

F. It is good to know that God’s redeeming grace is at work even int eh
midst of disputes and even division.
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