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Sermon	
Fourth	Sunday	After	Pentecost	

The	Rev.	Mike	Moffitt,	June	12,	2016	

Facing	Conflict	with	Courage	

	
Text:	Galatians	2:11–21	

I	think	most	of	us	hate	to	deal	with	confrontations	at	all	but	especially	when	it’s	
with	someone	that	we	care	about,	respect	and	want	to	maintain	a	good	
relationship	with.	As	I	was	thinking	about	times	that	I	had	experienced	this	sort	of	
situation,	I	realized	that	I	was	more	familiar	with	friends	or	family	members	
confronting	me,	than	me	confronting	others.	Either	way	I	know	how	
uncomfortable	it	can	be	but	also	how	necessary	it	often	is	if	there	is	to	be	healthy	
relationships	and	the	truth	is	to	be	known.	

Today	we	begin	week	three	of	a	six-week	series	on	the	Book	of	Galatians	and	our	
passage	begins	with	one	of	the	most	tense	and	dramatic	episodes	in	the	New	
Testament.	The	past	two	weeks	we	have	looked	at	the	problem	that	had	arisen	
within	the	churches	in	the	province	of	Galatia.	Judaizers	from	Jerusalem	were	
coming	behind	Paul	questioning	his	authority	as	an	apostle	and	teaching	that	
even	though	the	Gentiles	would	need	to	put	their	faith	in	Jesus	for	salvation,	they	
would	first	need	to	be	circumcised	and	agree	to	follow	the	traditions	of	the	Jewish	
authorities.	Paul	had	rebuked	the	Galatians	for	so	quickly	turning	away	from	the	
gospel	that	he	had	been	teaching	them	and	following	another	gospel	that	was	a	
lie.	Paul	had	even	gone	so	far	as	to	say	that	those	who	preached	a	different	
gospel	than	the	one	given	to	him	by	Jesus	himself	should	be	accursed	(anathema).	
The	only	way	for	the	Galatians	and	indeed	all	people	to	be	saved	was	to	receive	
the	grace	of	God	through	faith	in	the	death	and	resurrection	of	Jesus	Christ.	
Anyone	teaching	that	in	addition	to	Jesus	they	should	also	return	to	the	law	for	
salvation	was	teaching	that	the	sacrifice	that	Jesus	had	made	on	the	cross	was	
insufficient	and	they	should	receive	the	just	penalty	of	God’s	righteous	judgment.	
They	should	be	seen	as	making	a	mockery	of	the	cross	and	this	Paul	would	not	
tolerate.	

Galatians 2:11-21
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In	our	reading	from	Galatians	2:11–21	we	see	Paul	giving	an	example	of	how	
insidious	this	heresy	being	taught	by	the	Judaizers	was	and	how	easily	it	could	
infect	even	those	who	knew	better.	Let’s	look	again	at	the	Galatians	2:11–13,	

“But	when	Peter	came	to	Antioch,	I	opposed	him	to	his	face,	because	he	
stood	condemned.	12	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.	13	And	the	rest	of	the	
Jews	acted	hypocritically	along	with	him,	so	that	even	Barnabas	was	led	
astray	by	their	hypocrisy.”	

We	find	Paul	and	Peter,	two	of	the	leading	apostles	of	Jesus	Christ	face	to	face	in	
open	conflict.	Both	were	men	of	God	who	knew	what	it	was	to	be	forgiven	
through	Christ	and	to	receive	the	Holy	Spirit	and	both	were	called,	commissioned	
and	invested	with	authority	by	Jesus.	Yet	here	we	see	the	apostle	Paul	openly	
opposing	the	apostle	Peter	to	his	face,	contradicting	him,	rebuking	him,	not	
because	of	his	teaching	but	because	of	his	conduct.	You	will	remember	that	Paul	
had	written	in	chapter	1:8;	

“But	even	if	we	or	an	angel	from	heaven	should	preach	to	you	a	gospel	
contrary	to	the	one	we	preached	to	you,	let	him	be	accursed.	“	

When	Paul	says,	"I	opposed	him	to	his	face,"	he	is	contrasting	the	fact	that	the	
false	apostles	had	slandered	him	behind	his	back.	In	his	presence	they	didn’t	dare	
to	open	their	mouths.	He	tells	them,	"I	did	not	speak	evil	of	Peter	behind	his	back,	
but	I	opposed	him	frankly	and	openly."	

Should	this	have	made	those	in	the	church	in	Jerusalem	turn	away	from	Peter	and	
no	longer	listen	to	him?	We	should	never	assume	that	the	apostles	were	perfect,	
even	righteous	prophets	were	sometimes	wrong.	Nathan	told	David	that	he	
should	go	ahead	and	build	the	Temple	of	the	Lord	but	his	prophecy	was	
afterwards	corrected	by	the	Lord.	Peter	sinned	in	this	matter	of	circumcision	and	
suddenly	refusing	to	eat	with	Gentiles	because	of	what	the	Judaizers	would	think.	
If	Paul	had	not	publicly	confronted	him,	all	the	believing	Gentiles	would	have	
been	compelled	to	receive	circumcision	and	accept	the	Jewish	law.	It	should	be	
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noted	however	that	Paul	had	his	own	sin	nature	to	contend	with.	In	Acts	15,	Luke	
writes	that	a	disagreement	between	Paul	and	Barnabas	was	so	intense	that	they	
parted	ways	one	from	the	other.		They	had	been	joined	together	for	years	in	a	
ministry	partnership	but	because	of	Paul’s	intolerance	they	ended	up	having	to	
get	away	from	each	other.	Such	incidents	are	recorded	so	that	we	can	be	
comforted	because	if	even	the	apostles	struggled	with	sin	and	yet	were	still	
mightily	used	of	God,	then	we	should	be	encouraged	to	be	faithful	to	our	callings	
and	not	allow	ourselves	to	play	the	“I’m	not	worthy	card”.	

This	morning’s	Old	Testament	reading	from	2	Samuel	12	reminds	us	of	David’s	
sins	of	adultery	and	murder	and	yet	when	he	repented	God	was	willing	to	restore	
his	relationship,	even	though	it	came	with	horrible	consequences,	the	death	of	his	
son.	Look	at	the	stories	of	Scripture—Job	and	Jeremiah	were	so	miserable	that	
they	cursed	the	day	of	their	birth,	Elijah	and	Jonah	became	so	frustrated	with	life	
that	they	prayed	for	death.	Such	situations	and	sins	on	the	part	of	the	saints,	the	
Scriptures	record	for	the	comfort	of	those	who	are	near	despair.	No	person	has	
ever	sunk	so	low	that	he	cannot	be	raised	again	but	on	the	other	hand,	no	man's	
standing	is	so	secure	that	he	can’t	fall.	If	Peter	could	fall	then	I	certainly	could	fall	
but	if	he	rose	again,	I	can	be	raised	up	to.	We	have	the	same	Christ,	the	same	
baptism	and	the	same	Gospel,	the	same	forgiveness	of	sins,	the	same	gifts	that	
they	had.	They	were	as	desperate	for	Jesus’	grace	and	mercy	as	we	are	and	we	
can	find	the	same	power	and	glory	through	the	Holy	Spirit	that	they	did.	

“But	when	I	saw	that	their	conduct	was	not	in	step	with	the	truth	of	the	gospel,	I	
said	to	Peter	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?”	

15	We	ourselves	are	Jews	by	birth	and	not	Gentile	sinners;	16	yet	we	know	that	a	
person	is	not	justified	by	works	of	the	law	but	through	faith	in	Jesus	Christ,	so	we	
also	have	believed	in	Christ	Jesus,	in	order	to	be	justified	by	faith	in	Christ	and	
not	by	works	of	the	law,	because	by	works	of	the	law	no	one	will	be	justified.”	

What	a	scene	this	must	have	been!	There	they	are,	at	the	church	of	Antioch	
potluck.		The	Gentile	Christians	have	just	been	asked	to	leave,	or	are	told	to	sit	in	
their	own	section	away	from	the	"real"	Christians.		They	also	wouldn't	be	allowed	

https://www.biblegateway.com/passage/?search=Acts+15&version=NIV
https://www.biblegateway.com/passage/?search=2+Samuel+12&version=NIV
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to	share	the	same	food	that	the	"real"	Christians	ate.		Peter—the	honored	
guest—goes	along	with	all	this.		Barnabas—the	man	who	led	many	of	the	Gentiles	
to	Jesus	goes	along	with	all	this.		The	rest	of	the	Jews	in	the	church	at	Antioch	go	
along	with	all	this	but	Paul	won't	stand	for	it.		Because	this	is	a	public	affront	to	
the	Gentile	Christians,	and	because	it	is	a	public	denial	of	the	truth	of	the	gospel,	
Paul	confronts	Peter	in	a	public	way.	

	It	must	have	been	hard,	knowing	who	Peter	was.		Peter	was	the	most	prominent	
of	all	the	disciples	of	Jesus.		Peter	was	the	spokesman	for	the	apostles,	and	
probably	the	most	prominent	Christian	in	the	whole	world	at	the	time.	

It	must	have	been	hard,	knowing	who	Paul	was.		This	was	before	any	of	Paul's	
missionary	journeys;	before	he	was	an	apostle	of	great	prominence.		At	this	time,	
Paul	was	far	more	famous	for	who	he	was	before	he	was	a	Christian—a	terrible	
persecutor	of	the	church—than	he	was	for	who	he	was	as	a	Christian.	

It	must	have	been	hard,	knowing	who	was	in	agreement	with	Peter.		First,	Paul	
had	the	strong,	domineering	personalities	of	the	certain	men	from	James,	who	
was	the	brother	of	Jesus.		Then,	Paul	had	Barnabas,	who	was	probably	his	best	
friend	and	then	finally,	Paul	had	the	rest	of	the	Jews.	Paul	was	in	the	minority	on	
this	issue—it	was	him	and	all	the	Gentile	Christians	against	all	the	Jewish	
Christians!		

As	hard	as	this	was,	why	did	Paul	do	it?		Because	he	knew	what	was	at	stake.		This	
wasn't	a	matter	of	personal	conduct,	or	just	personal	sin	on	Peter's	part.		If	that	
were	the	case,	it	is	unlikely	that	Paul	would	have	first	used	such	a	public	
approach.		This	was	a	matter	about	the	truth	of	the	gospel	and	would	be	
perceived	as	an	example	of	how	a	man	is	right	before	God.	Everything	that	Paul	
had	been	fighting	for	and	had	even	received	the	blessing	about	from	the	Apostles	
in	Jerusalem	was	now	in	jeopardy.		

	If	you,	though	a	Jew,	live	like	a	Gentile	and	not	like	a	Jew:	Paul	first	reminded	
Peter	that	he	himself	did	not	live	under	strict	obedience	to	the	Law	of	
Moses.		"Peter,	you	eat	bacon	and	ham	and	lobster.	You	don't	keep	a	kosher	
diet.		Yet	now,	before	these	visitors,	these	certain	men	…	from	James,	now	you	act	
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as	if	you	keep	these	laws	all	the	time."		Imagine	the	scene!		They	had	all	been	
having	a	good	time,	until	Paul	spoils	the	party.		He	probably	wasn't	shouting,	but	
he	did	speak	with	firmness	in	his	voice.		And	as	he	tells	everyone	that	Peter	
doesn't	live	under	the	Law	of	Moses,	the	certain	men	…	from	James	look	
amazed.		"What?		Peter,	the	most	prominent	of	all	the	apostles,	Peter	doesn't	live	
under	the	Law	of	Moses?		Peter	eats	bacon	and	lobster?		Peter	eats	with	
Gentiles?"		As	for	Peter,	his	face	gets	red,	his	heart	beats	faster,	and	he	just	feels	
sick	to	his	stomach.	Everyone	else	just	feels	awkward	and	wishes	the	whole	
problem	would	go	away.	Have	you	ever	found	yourself	in	a	situation	like	that	but	
you	knew	that	what	was	at	stake	was	more	important	than	comfort	and	social	
unity?	

	How	can	you	force	Gentiles	to	live	like	Jews?		Perhaps	Peter	and	the	others	
might	say,	"We're	not	making	them	live	as	Jews."		But	of	course	they	were;	
because	their	message	was,	"Unless	you	live	as	Jews,	you	aren't	saved!"	

	Paul	reminds	Peter	that	they	are	justified	before	God	by	the	work	of	Jesus,	not	by	
their	keeping	of	the	law.	

	We	ourselves	are	Jews	by	birth	….	Yet	we	know	that	a	person	is	not	justified	by	
the	works	of	the	law	but	through	faith	in	Jesus	Christ:	"Peter,	we	all	grew	up	as	
observant	Jews.		Yet	we	know	very	well	that	we	were	not	considered	right	before	
God—justified—by	the	works	of	the	law	that	we	did.		We	know	that	we,	even	
though	we	grew	up	as	observant	Jews,	are	considered	right	before	God	by	faith	in	
Jesus	Christ.”		Paul	knew	that	even	a	strictly	observant	Jew	such	as	he	could	never	
be	considered	right	before	God	by	what	they	did	under	the	Law	of	
Moses.		Instead,	he,	and	Peter,	and	every	single	Christian	must	have	believed	in	
Christ	Jesus	alone	for	salvation.			

By	refusing	fellowship	with	Gentile	Christians,	Peter	said	in	his	actions	that	we	
are,	in	part,	considered	right	before	God	by	the	works	of	the	law.		Paul	couldn't	
stand	for	this,	because	it	wasn't	the	truth.			
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For	by	the	works	of	the	law	no	one	will	be	justified:	Here,	Paul	emphasizes	the	
point	in	the	strongest	way	possible.		No	one—not	Gentile,	not	Jewish,	not	
anyone—will	be	considered	right	before	God	by	the	works	of	the	law.	

“	But	if	in	our	endeavor	to	be	justified	by	Christ,	we	ourselves	too	are	found	
sinners,	is	Christ	therefore	a	servant	of	sin?”		Now,	Paul	deals	with	an	objection	
that	certain	men	from	James	would	raise.		It's	important	to	remember	that	Paul	
made	this	statement	publicly,	with	the	concerned	parties’	right	in	front	of	him	
Christians	from	Jerusalem	who	don't	believe	that	the	Gentiles	in	the	church	at	
Antioch	are	really	saved	at	all.		In	a	real-life	setting	like	this,	Paul	can't	just	speak	
his	mind	without	answering	the	objections,	spoken	or	unspoken,	of	those	who	
disagree	with	him.	

As	the	men	from	Jerusalem	saw	it,	the	idea	that	we	are	made	right	before	God	by	
faith	in	Jesus	alone	wasn't	"real"	enough.		After	all,	Christians	still	struggled	with	
sin.		How	could	they	have	the	"accepted	by	God"	issue	settled	if	they	still	battled	
sin?		In	their	thinking,	this	made	Christ	…	a	minister	of	sin,	because	Jesus'	work	of	
making	them	right	with	God	apparently	didn't	make	them	right	enough!	

Paul's	answer	is	Certainly	not!		"To	give	a	short	definition	of	a	Christian:	A	
Christian	is	not	somebody	who	has	no	sin,	but	somebody	against	whom	God	no	
longer	chalks	sin,	because	of	his	faith	in	Christ.		This	doctrine	brings	comfort	to	
consciences	in	serious	trouble."	(Luther)	

“For	if	I	rebuild	what	I	tore	down	,	I	prove	myself	to	be	a	transgressor”	

These	certain	men	from	James	thought	they	had	to	hang	on	to	the	Law		for	
themselves	and	for	Gentiles	so	there	wouldn't	be	so	much	sin.		What	Paul	shows	
is	that	by	putting	themselves	under	the	law	again,	they	are	sinning	worse	than	
ever!	

How	is	it	a	sin	to	build	again	a	way	to	God	through	the	Law	of	Moses?	Perhaps	the	
greatest	way	is	that	it	looks	at	Jesus	hanging	on	the	cross,	taking	the	punishment	
we	deserved,	bearing	the	wrath	of	God	for	us,	and	says	to	Him,	"That's	all	very	
nice,	but	it	isn't	enough.		Your	work	on	the	cross	won't	be	good	enough	before	God	
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until	I'm	circumcised	and	eat	kosher."		What	an	insult	to	the	Son	of	God!	Then	
Paul	writes	one	of	the	most	quoted	verses	in	Galatians:	

"For	I	through	the	law	I	died	to	the	law	that	I	might	live	to	God.	I	have	
been	crucified	with	Christ;	it	is	no	longer	I	who	live,	but	Christ	lives	in	me;	
and	the	life	which	I	now	live	in	the	flesh	I	live	by	faith	in	the	Son	of	God,	
who	loved	me	and	gave	Himself	for	me."	

How	did	Paul	die	to	the	law?		I	through	the	law	died	to	the	law.		The	law	itself	
"killed"	Paul.		It	showed	him	that	he	never	could	live	up	to	the	law,	and	fulfill	its	
holy	standard.		For	a	long	time	before	Paul	knew	Jesus,	he	thought	God	would	
accept	him	because	of	his	law-keeping	but	when	he	came	to	the	point	where	he	
really	understood	the	law	in	the	way	Jesus	explained	it	in	the	Sermon	on	the	
Mount	(Matthew	5–7)	he	realized	that	the	law	made	him	guilty	before	God,	
not	justified.	This	sense	of	guilt	before	God	"killed"	Paul,	and	made	him	see	that	
keeping	the	law	wasn't	the	answer.	

	"To	die	to	the	law	is	to	renounce	it	and	to	be	freed	from	its	dominion,	so	
that	we	have	no	confidence	in	it	and	it	does	not	hold	us	captive	under	the	
yoke	of	slavery."	(Calvin)	

	The	problem	with	the	certain	men	with	James	was	that	they	were	not	thinking	
and	living	as	if	they	were	dead	to	the	law.	For	them,	they	were	still	alive	under	the	
law,	and	they	believed	keeping	the	law	would	make	them	accepted	by	God.		Not	
only	were	they	living	under	the	law,	but	they	wanted	the	Gentiles	to	live	under	
the	law	also!	

	"We	are	not	to	think	that	the	Law	is	wiped	out.	It	stays.		It	continues	to	
operate	in	the	wicked.		But	a	Christian	is	dead	to	the	Law.		For	example,	
Christ	by	His	resurrection	became	free	from	the	grave,	and	yet	the	grave	
remains.		Peter	was	delivered	from	prison,	yet	the	prison	remains.		The	Law	
is	abolished	as	far	as	I	am	concerned,	when	it	is	has	driven	me	into	the	arms	
of	Christ.		Yet	the	Law	continues	to	exist	and	to	function.	But	it	no	longer	
exists	for	me."	(Luther)	

https://www.biblegateway.com/passage/?search=Matthew+5%E2%80%937&version=NIV
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Last	week	we	saw	that	because	Paul’s	gospel	was	from	Jesus	himself,	it	produced	
in	him	and	in	those	who	received	it	the	power	and	the	authority	of	Christ.	Paul	
went	from	being	a	Pharisee	filled	with	passion	for	the	law	of	God	and	the	
traditions	of	the	Jewish	leaders	and	one	who	hated	all	those	who	he	perceived	in	
opposition	to	that,	to	someone	who	was	passionate	for	the	life	giving	gospel	of	
Jesus	Christ.	His	passion	for	the	true	gospel	brought	with	it	the	heart	of	Christ	and	
the	power	of	the	Holy	Spirit.	We	can	see	this	same	contrast	in	our	gospel	reading	
this	morning.		

We	have	talked	about	before	how	Luke	loves	to	draw	contrasts	between	two	
ways	of	seeing	things	in	order	to	teach	themes.	In	Luke	7	we	see	Jesus	having	a	
meal	at	the	home	of	a	Pharisee	and	while	he	is	reclining	at	the	table	a	woman	of	
poor	reputation	is	on	the	floor	at	his	feet.	She	is	washing	his	feet	with	her	tears	
and	wiping	them	dry	with	her	hair	and	then	anoints	his	feet	with	a	balm	that	she	
has	brought	with	her.	At	a	dinner	like	this	it	was	traditional	for	the	house	to	be	
open	and	bystanders	would	have	come	in	to	observe,	but	this	woman	would	not	
have	been	welcome	and	took	a	great	risk	by	coming	there.	The	Pharisee	would	
never	have	had	contact	with	a	woman	like	this	and	didn’t	believe	that	a	teacher	
like	Jesus	should	either.	There	was	no	place	in	the	life	or	heart	of	this	Jewish	
leader	for	a	sinner	like	this.	Jesus	knows	his	thoughts	and	basically	draws	the	
contrast	between	how	this	weeping	broken	sinful	woman	had	treated	him	with	
such	humble	affection	and	yet	the	Pharisee	had	not	even	shown	the	minimum	
amount	of	hospitality	by	offering	a	servant	to	wash	his	feet	that	would	be	normal	
in	that	culture.	The	Pharisee’	had	invited	Jesus	into	his	home	but	his	reception	of	
Jesus	revealed	that	his	intent	was	not	from	love	but	was	probably	an	investigation	
of	Jesus’	teaching.	His	heart	was	hard	and	unmoved	by	this	poor	woman’s	plight	
because	he	was	like	most	religious	leaders	of	his	day,	clean	on	the	outside	and	full	
of	corruption	on	the	inside.	In	Matthew	he	records	Jesus	confronting	the	
Pharisees;			

“Woe	to	you,	scribes	and	Pharisees,	hypocrites!	For	you	are	like	
whitewashed	tombs,	which	outwardly	appear	beautiful,	but	within	are	
full	of	dead	people's	bones	and	all	uncleanness.	28	So	you	also	outwardly	

https://www.biblegateway.com/passage/?search=Luke+7&version=NIV
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appear	righteous	to	others,	but	within	you	are	full	of	hypocrisy	and	
lawlessness.”	Matthew	23:27–28	

This	is	how	Paul	had	been	but	he	knew	how	the	gospel	of	Jesus	had	changed	him	
and	the	joy	of	knowing	Jesus	and	being	filled	with	the	Holy	Spirit	was	now	what	
he	lived	for.	Paul	could	more	easily	identify	with	the	woman	at	the	feet	of	Jesus	
now	than	of	his	former	life	as	a	Pharisee.	Dead	orthodoxy	was	just	that—dead.	He	
knew	that	to	return	to	the	law	for	salvation	was	not	only	deadly	and	foolish	but	
something	that	he	would	not	allow	to	happen	to	the	churches	who	had	received	
his	gospel.	He	was	ready	to	risk	losing	everything	in	order	to	gain	Christ	and	was	
willing	to	embarrass	Peter	and	anyone	else	who	lost	sight	of	this	truth.		

So	what	is	our	take	away	this	morning?	Are	there	any	parallels	between	us	today	
and	the	situation	in	the	early	church	in	Antioch?		I	think	there	are	two	areas	that	
we	at	Light	of	Christ	should	prayerfully	consider.		

1.	One	of	the	most	compelling	reasons	that	the	churches	in	the	province	of	
Galatia	would	have	fallen	for	the	arguments	or	teaching	of	the	Judaizers	is	that	
they	were	teaching	them	things	that	they	could	personally	achieve	that	would	
make	them	righteous	before	God.	Having	a	check	list	of	things	to	accomplish	is	
much	easier	than	inviting	God	to	deal	with	the	issues	of	the	heart	that	separate	us	
from	him.	Show	me	a	list	that	I	can	complete	then	I	can	look	at	it	and	prove	that	I	
am	righteous	even	when	my	heart	is	still	very	far	from	God.	I	believe	that	each	of	
us	should	ask	the	Lord	daily	to	expose	those	areas	that	keep	us	from	hearing	him,	
believing	in	his	love,	and	being	fully	used	of	him.	

2.	There	is	the	issue	of	truth	and	our	cultures	insistence	that	truth	is	relative.	If	we	
are	really	going	to	have	an	impact	on	our	culture	how	far	are	we	willing	to	go	to	
speak	the	truth	of	God	in	love?	Paul	took	the	risk	of	exposing	Peter	who	was	the	
head	of	the	church	in	Jerusalem.	Peter	could	have	had	Paul	banished	and	branded	
a	heretic	but	instead	he	repented	and	turned	back	to	faithful	service	to	the	
kingdom	of	God.	Did	Peter	and	Paul	still	wrestle	with	their	own	individual	issues	
just	like	us?	Count	on	it.		
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I	believe	that	God	is	calling	us	to	be	students	of	the	word	and	those	who	invite	the	
Holy	Spirit	to	use	that	word	to	both	inform	us	and	change	us	to	be	more	like	
Christ.	
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