
Why are models (especially biblical ones) important? 

See Psalm 127:1, Heb. Ex. 25:40, Heb. 8:5
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Antioch on the Orontes also Syrian Antioch) was an ancient city on the eastern side of the 
Orontes River. Its ruins lie near the modern city of Antakya, Turkey.
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http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Orontes_River
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Antakya
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Turkey


Paul began his first and second missionary journeys with Antioch as his base of operations. 
What modern application(s) can we learn from this?
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The Divisions of the Book of Acts reflect the shift of the church’s focus from Jerusalem to 
Antioch geographically,  from Peter to Paul, and from Jews to Gentles. What is the most 
important aspect of this shift?
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“The Antioch church is a model apostolic church. The church in Jerusalem was the first church governed by the 
Apostles. (As a result of persecution) The Holy Spirit’s emphasis shifted from Jerusalem to Antioch. From 
Antioch the ministries of Barnabas and Paul and later Silas and later Silas and Paul were released. The Antioch 
church became a spiritual hub to release apostolic teams that affected nations.” –John Eckhardt,  “Building 
Antioch Churches”

Initially, the Jewish Christians who left Jerusalem preached the gospel to Jews only. This was partly because 
of the prejudice towards non- Jews that still existed among the believers (see Acts 10-11:1-18). 
Gentile believers from Cyprus and Cyrene began to evangelize other Gentiles in Antioch, and a large number 
of Greeks turned to the Lord. 

It is interesting to note that the Jerusalem Jews preached only to Jews, yet the Jews from Cyprus and Cyrene 
evangelized Greeks. Observations…
(see Galatians 3:28)

Apostle John Eckhardt characterized these Christians as “breakthrough believers,” because they were not 
afraid to cross cultural barriers to spread the Gospel. 

Barnabus’ initial purpose for visiting Antioch was merely to obtain a report and carry it back to Jerusalem, but 
he ended up saying. What does this say about man’s purposes as opposed to God’s sending one on an 
apostolic assignment?

Barnabus understood the need to work in partnership with other gifted believers, and that no one person 
could do it alone. This is a far cry from the one-pastor led church system that is so prevalent today. This also 
illustrates that fact that Barnabas, although he was a leader himself, also understood his role as a supporter 
(“encourager”) of other leaders. His ministry was eventually surpassed by that of Paul, although he himself 
was the vessel that God used to launch Paul into his purpose and destiny. 
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The focus of the church has now shifted from Jerusalem (“past-focused”) to Antioch 
(“future-focused”). What was the importance of this shift, and why was it necessary?

Knowing your assignment- Do church-builders today look for location (building), or do they 
look for jurisdiction (assignment)?
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Do we see these same two church-types today? What are the pros and cons of both? Is it 
possible to have a mix of both mindsets? Why are they both necessary? 
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“Although the church at Antioch was not founded by apostles, these believers came from 
an apostolic community in Jerusalem. They carried an apostolic spirit and were able to 
pioneer and breakthrough in Antioch. ““Building Antioch Churches”- Article by Apostle 
John Eckhardt

Apostolic churches are willing to accept apostolic input.  Are we wiilling to share ministry 
with the gifts that are sent into our local houses, or do we treat them as “visitors,” and 
allow them to sit idly and observe the church service but not participate?

“Apostolic input is accomplished by the visit of apostolic and prophetic gifts as well as the 
visit of apostolic teams. These anointed gifts will strengthen, mature and release believers 
into a level of maturity necessary to have impact and influence in regions beyond.” –
Eckhardt

It took Saul and Barnabus to build up the church. What does this say about the necessity 
for team ministry (“The church can not be built by the gift of one single person. “ –
Eckhardt) as opposed to the one-man/woman pastoral system that we use today?
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Although the focus of the church was shifting north and east from Jerusalem to Antioch, it 
was evident that the Jerusalem church was integral to the new Antioch assembly in finding 
its purpose. 

Paul and Barnabas obviously had frequent interaction with Jerusalem, although they were 
now assigned to Antioch.
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“This is an impressive list for at least two reasons. First, God had truly made "two peoples into one" (Eph 
2:14, Col. 3:11). He united these people at several levels: (a) Those from different financial strata --assuming 
that Manaen, having been raised in Herod's household,1 was a wealthy aristocrat. (b) Those from different 
religious backgrounds--Hellenistic and Hebraic Jews as well as Greeks (cf. 11:19-20). (c) Those from different 
nationalities--African, Syrian, Cyprus, Palestinian. And (d) those of differing skin color--assuming that Niger, 
meaning black, was a description of Simeon. 

“Second, this list is impressive because it indicates the mobility of this church. Because their leaders 
represented such a broad array of people, the church could move evangelistically into any sector of this 
pluralistic city with a coherent voice for Christ. Simeon could speak to the blacks; Saul could debate in the 
synagogues; Manaen could deal with the wealthy politicians; Lucius could minister to the immigrants. 
Furthermore, because of the diversity represented in the leadership, this church would be more likely to 
avert the kind of racial division that impacted the young church of Jerusalem (Acts 6:1). 

In a time of rising racial tensions, the church today would be wise to raise up leaders from a variety of socio-
economic strata to evangelize and represent the diversity of people we find in our cities. If we fail in this, we 
may consign the next generation of Christians to churches that are myopic and schismatic, albeit 
homogenous and complacent.”

-LEADERS OF THE ANTIOCH CHURCH (Acts 13:1-3) By Mark Moore 

These “elders” were obviously raised up from among the general assembly of the church. How does this 
contrast with the traditional model of “hiring” pastors and ministry leaders that most mainline churches 
follow today?

“(There were) three essential ingredients of the character of these leaders: They were Sociologically Diverse, 
Spirit Led and Missions Oriented. If we can recapture these three characteristics in today's church leaders, we 
too can reroute our own culture.” -LEADERS OF THE ANTIOCH CHURCH (Acts 13:1-3) By Mark Moore 
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Discussion: Why only “prophets and teachers?” What was it about Antioch that 
necessitated the emergence of these two gifts primarily? 

Priesthood demonstrated by leadership. What does this say about our need to worship 
more, privately and publically, 
as we are elevated to positions of responsibility in the Kingdom?

The biblical implication is that the believers in Antioch gathered for the purpose of 
“ministering to the Lord,”  and not to “start a church,” in the sense that we do so today. 
Their primary motive was WORSHIP, and self-sacrifice. All other activities were the 
outgrowth of this God-centered lifestyle. 

Balancing biblical teaching with prophetic worship is essential to apostolic release. How 
can this principle be applied today?
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Notice that the ones doing the “sending” are not apostles, but rather “prophets and 
teachers.” 
This is not to say that apostles do not send forth other apostles, but it can be taken to 
mean that one does not become an “apostle” until one is sent. And that the “sending” can 
be done by whatever gifts are available in a particular house. The ideal is that ALL five 
ministry gifts be present in a local body, but under today’s church paradigm, that may not 
always be the case. 

12



The aim of every church should be to fulfill the Great Commission, becoming, like the 
Antioch church,  “a work center sending forth workers as the Holy Spirit commands.”
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Summing Up
Now, let's sum up what we have learned. The first Ekklesia, or Church, was brought forth in 
Jerusalem
and was Jewish in its mindset and had to deal with the traditions of the past. This was a transition
Church that was moving from its past traditions and mindsets toward the New Covenant 
understanding. The first real Church Model was Antioch.
1. Antioch was founded by average believers not apostles.
2. Antioch was primarily Greek believers and not Jewish believers.
3. Antioch believers were founded in their faith by Barnabas and Saul who taught them for over a
year.
4. Their teaching was effective to mature the Antioch Church to the point that the believers were
Christ-like enough that the people called them “Christians”.
5. There was little ongoing interaction between the Jerusalem Church and the Antioch Church.
6. The Lord raised up prophets and teachers in the Antioch Church.
7. In a gathering of Antioch prophets and teachers who were ministering to the Lord, the Holy
Spirit called and sent forth Barnabas and Saul.
8. The Antioch prophets and teachers confirmed Barnabas and Saul and sent them to do the work
prepared by the Holy Spirit.
9. After being sent forth, Barnabas and Saul (Paul), who were prophets and teachers, are then
called “apostles”, which means “one sent”.
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