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We come to 'Troubling Text' number 4, chosen by Rossi.  Let me read the whole of verse 12 to you: “I do not permit a woman to teach or to have authority over a man; she must be silent”.  I'm not sure how troubling that text is to Rossi, because he did go on to say he thought it would be interesting to hear my thoughts on this subject.  Thanks Rossi!  If it isn't a 'Troubling Text' to you, it certainly is to me.  You try preaching on it!  It is a very contentious text; probably one of the most contentious texts in the whole of Scripture.  
I am reminded of what happened to my ethics lecturer at Oak Hill Theological College who told me of the occasion he was invited to lecture on a contentious Scriptures – Scriptures concerning homosexuality.  There were people attending the lecture who didn't like what the Bible taught on homosexuality and who certainly didn't agree with my lecturer's interpretation.  They made that abundantly clear by sitting in front of him, with their Bibles open, tearing out the pages from their Bibles every time he quoted a text that referred to the sin of homosexuality.  They then screwed them up and either threw them at him, or on the floor; I can't remember which.  Very intimidating for my gentle, gracious ethics lecturer.  That was back in the seventies, by the way.  Imagine what it would be like today!
That is generally what happens when people come across Scriptures they just cannot accept as being binding or relevant for the 21st century.  Not necessarily literally as in the example I have just shared with you, but they have to discount them, they have to dismiss them, they have to discredit them in some way to get rid of them – another way of 'tearing' unwanted, unacceptable texts to modern man, from the Bible.  That is certainly true of this 'Troubling Text' of this morning.  It really is quite extraordinary to see the lengths people will go to explain what this text is all about.  The lengths they will go to help us to know what Paul was really trying to say.  Let me give you one or two examples of what I'm talking about.
As far as some are concerned, Paul is seen as some sort of spiritual ogre.  They object to so much of his teaching. They are particularly hostile to his teaching about the role of women in the church.  They just see him as a man who obviously had a real problem with women.  In their eyes, he's just a male chauvinist pig!  They see him as a first century misogynist whose teaching is so hopelessly out of touch that it doesn't even deserve serious consideration. How can people today possibly submit to his outrageous views in our modern, diverse and inclusive society?  So they get rid of it.  They tear the pages out of Scripture, metaphorically speaking, They just discard everything that he has to say about the role of women.  They have no place for it and make no real attempt to get to grips with the text.  That's one way of getting rid of a 'Troubling Text'!
Then there are those who say Paul was only addressing a particular problem within the church at Ephesus.  In his Second letter to Timothy he talks of 'weak-willed women' (3v.6).  Certain women are unstable in the sense that they are vulnerable to false teachers.  They are unable to discern truth from error – 'always learning but never able to acknowledge the truth' (3v.7). There were women like that at the church in Ephesus.  So, the argument goes, Paul here is only prohibiting teaching by women not properly instructed and who were also behaving in a domineering manner.  They needed to 'learn in quietness and full submission'.  They simply needed to be taught properly and to learn not to act in a domineering manner over the men.  So because Paul is addressing a particular church with a particular problem, it doesn't apply universally.  Therefore it is not a rule for all churches for all times.   So that's another way of getting rid of this 'Troubling Text'!
Just one more example of the lengths some will go to to explain this text.  Others who find Paul's teaching difficult, even harsh, take steps to 'soften' it to make it more acceptable and appealing.  So, for example, where Paul says in verses 8', 'I want men everywhere to lift up holy hands in prayer...' and in verse 9, 'I want women to dress modestly...', what he is really expressing his own personal opinion. It doesn't come with any authority and we are therefore free to accept it or reject it.  Similarly, where Paul says 'I do not permit a woman to teach or to have authority over a man', permit is interpreted to mean, 'Personally I don't allow'.  We are therefore left with the impression that what Paul is really saying is, 'Look, I don't want to make an issue of this, I know it's very contentious.  I know not everybody will be able to accept my teaching. All I'm expressing is my personal opinion and what suits me.  It may not suit others, so let them work it out for themselves.  It's no big deal'.  That certainly softens it doesn't it?  That certainly makes it so much more acceptable!  Nobody can take offence at that approach!  Another way of handling this 'Troubling Text'!  
But is that interpretation correct?  Is that a justifiable explanation? Can that approach be supported by other Scriptures?  Without going into a lot of detail, suffice it to say that the Greek word for 'I want' when used by Paul in his Pastoral Epistles has the meaning of 'ordering by apostolic authority'.  Similarly, 'permit' when used by Paul in his first letter to the Corinthians identifies his permission as both the teaching 'of the law' and 'the Lord's command' (14:34 & 37).  So Paul is not advocating a kind of  'take it or leave it' of approach.  This comes with full apostolic authority.  We have to take seriously what Paul is teaching here.  We have to work hard to get to grips with what he's saying, even, and perhaps especially, when we find it difficult and unpalatable.
So there are just some of approaches that people use in an attempt to limit or explain away Paul's teaching.  None of them are convincing.  Take my word for it, or if you prefer, you are welcome to borrow my Commentary on 1Timothy written by John Stott who covers these approaches and many others in some detail.  But I don't think you want to hear how others try and explain this Scripture, I think you, or at least Rossi, wants to hear my view!

So where do I start?  First of all let me state where I'm coming from.  I believe the Bible is the Word of God.  That means I don't stand over the Word of God, I sit under the Word of God.  I submit to it. I submit to it even when I find it difficult to understand.  I submit to it when it challenges my thinking.  I submit to it when it goes against the culture I am part of.  I submit to it when it teaches things I don't like.  Now I'm not saying I do this perfectly, but my aim in all my teaching and preaching is make every effort to sit under the Word.  So, I don't accept so many of the approaches that others adopt.  We can't 'tear' pages out of the Bible. We can't just dismiss passages of Scripture we don't like.  We can't interpret Scripture in such a way to make it more acceptable to the sensitive ears of 21st century man.  We work hard to to get to grips with these Scriptures, rather than dismiss, discount or discredit them.
So, having been involved in the big debate on the ordination of women in the Church of England back in the 80's an 90's, having listened to the views of both those for and against, and having looked at the Scriptures for myself, here's the definitive answer to this 'Troubling Text'!! 

The first thing to note in chapter 2 is that Paul is giving instructions to Timothy on how the church should conduct itself in public worship.  In other words, what he has to say about men praying, how women should dress and who is permitted to teach applies, if you like, to the main worship service, a service, no doubt, which we have to assume would include both believers and unbelievers, or at least non-Christian enquirers.  I will come back to this later in the sermon.  So what he has to say about not allowing women to teach and not allowing them to have authority over a man, applies only in this context – public worship.

We note elsewhere that he says that the older women are to teach and train the younger women (Titus 2:4).  We note too, that in Acts 18, when a Jew named Apollos came to Ephesus, we are told, 'he was a learned man, with a thorough knowledge of the Scriptures' (v.24) but that 'he knew only the baptism of John' (v.25).  He knew about Jesus and he 'taught about Jesus accurately (v.25), but the baptism of John tells us that the baptism he had experienced was a baptism of repentance, rather than a baptism of  faith in the finished work of Christ.  He had to be taught about the cross and all that Jesus achieved through his death and resurrection.  Who taught him?  Priscilla and Aquinas.  A husband and wife team.  They invited him into their home and 'explained to him the way of God more adequately' (v.26).  So Paul is not saying there is no place for the teaching ministry of women.  But he is saying that is not to be the case in public worship.  He does not permit a woman to teach or have authority over a man – in public worship.
So a woman is to learn, not teach; a woman is to obey not rule; a woman is to follow not lead.  The big question that inevitably follows is this:  Why on earth does he take that position?  Why does he say such things?  Surely he must have realised how contentious this teaching was and how it would be open to misunderstanding and misinterpretation?  Why does he emphasise the importance of women being in submission?  Perhaps he did just have a problem with women after all.
It isn't that at all.  We note elsewhere in 1Cor.14:34, that Paul says women should be in submission “as the law says”.  So Paul is saying, 'it's not that I don't permit this because it is my personal preference. I don't permit it because the law, the Word of God, does not permit it'. In other words, Paul is seeking to be obedient to the revealed will of God.  He is submitting to the Scriptures – to the law. That's where he's  coming from. That is his starting point.
Then he goes on to explain what the Scriptures teach.  He starts with, “For...” in verse 13.  Here comes the reason –  and he goes right back to creation and the Fall.  So by grounding what he is saying about the role of women in the church in the creation and the Fall he's saying, “You want to know why a woman should learn in full submission?  You want to know why I don't permit a woman to teach or have authority over a man?  Because that is the created order.  That's the way God in his wisdom ordained it”

So what he is saying isn't cultural.  He's not addressing a particular cultural situation or condition in Ephesus or Corinth or wherever. What he's saying is not based on temporary conditions or circumstances.  What he's saying to is based on the Word of God and is grounded in the created order.   He's emphasising that this is the original order for men and women in the wisdom of God in the very beginning, and then he goes on to show how the Fall then turned that order on its head.   

The created order is that 'Adam was formed first, then Eve' (v.13).  The Genesis account tells us that Eve was formed from Adam and for the sake of Adam, to be his helper. That is the created order, ordained by God. That is the way God, in his wisdom planned it.  'It is not good for man to be alone.  I will make a helper suitable for him' (Gen. 2:18).  That's how and why Eve was created.  But make sure you take this on board too.  Neither is complete without the other.  There is a beautiful  inter- dependence here.  Listen to how Paul puts it in 1Cor. 11: 11-12: “In the Lord, however, woman is not independent of man, nor is man independent of woman.  For as woman came from man, so also man is born of woman.  But everything comes from God”. In the plan and purposes of God, man without woman cannot reach his full potential, nor can woman without man reach hers.
Even that doesn't make it easy to accept for some.  A lot of people struggle with Paul's teaching today, just as they did in Paul's day.  It's interesting to note that Paul didn't try and justify what he was saying... he doesn't try and defend his position... he just says it has it is.  He grounds what he teaches on the created order.  We either accept it, or reject it.  We either submit to it, or rebel against it.  We either follow the order, or we reverse it. 
But Paul hasn't finished yet. He then moves on to the by Fall – the entrance of sin into the world.  Verse 14, “And Adam was not the one deceived; it was the woman who was deceived and became a sinner”.  Now, hang on a minute!  It seems like Adam is being exonerated from all blame.  It's all Eve's fault.  She's the one to blame!  Yes, Eve was deceived.  She was deceived by Satan himself.  Adam was simply deceived by – his wife!  Eve doesn't come out of this well, but Adam certainly doesn't come out of it too well, does he?!  It took the father of lies to deceive Eve.  Adam tamely accepts what Eve reports to him.
But Paul does say that it was Eve who was the one deceived.  “Adam was not the one deceived; it was the woman who was deceived and became a sinner” (v.14). Now how and why does he say that?  Is he trying to defend Adam and put all the blame on Eve, or is he saying something more profound than that?  
I think what he is saying is that Adam was not deceived in the same manner that Eve was deceived.  She listened directly to Satan; Adam did not.  She sinned before Adam did.  She was the leader; Adam was the follower.   In other words, she decided to take the lead.  She took the initiative.  She led when she should have followed.  She led in the way of sin usurping the authority that was given to Adam.  She stepped out from the created order.  She chose the path of disobedience.  She chose to rule Adam.  She took upon herself the role God had given to Adam.  The created order was turned on its head and Adam and Eve, and indeed the whole of humanity, have been living with the consequences of that ever since. 
So the summary of Paul's teaching on the role of women in public worship is that she should learn and not teach; she should obey and not rule; she should follow and not lead.  Why? Because that is the plan and purpose given in the created order, but which was turned on its head by the Fall.
I think what Paul is saying is that the church is to be different will from the world.  The church is called to express and demonstrate the will of God and to obey the principles given to us to express that will in a world where the word 'submission' is not even tolerated.  We are to be different.  The church is just one expression of the Kingdom of God.  As Christians belonging to the church we want to live by our Kings commands and learn from him.  We are to be a people who submit to the rule of our God and King.
Do you remember what happened to the people of God in the Old Testament?  There came a point, recorded in the first book of Samuel, when they came to Samuel and said, 'We want a king'.   Let me read 1Sam.8:4-5: “So all the elders of Israel gathered together and came to Samuel at Ramah.  They said to him,'You are old, and your sons do not walk in your ways; now appoint a king to lead us, such as all the other nations have.'”   What they were basically saying was, “We want to be like the other nations.... we don't want to be different... we don't want to stand out. We want to be just like everybody else.... just like all the other nations, so give us a king.”  Now this, we are told, 'displeased Samuel, so he prayed to the Lord' (v.6).  The answer that he got was, “Listen to all the people are saying to you; it is not you they have rejected, but they have rejected me as their king” (v.7).  That's what they had always done ever since the Lord “brought them up our of Egypt” (v. ?).  'OK, you don't want to submit to my rule.... you don't want to obey me... you want to be just like the other nations, but let me tell you what will happen to you.... let me tell you what this king will do to you.... let me tell you how this king will rule you.'  There then follows a whole catalogue of difficulties and oppression they will have to face ending with “...you yourselves will become his slaves” (8:17).  Then they are told that “When that day comes you will cry out for relief from the king you have chosen, and the Lord will not answer you in that day” (v.18).
So they were warned of the consequences in no uncertain terms.  They were given one last chance to reconsider.  And what do they do? “But the people refused to listen to Samuel. 'No!' they said. 'We want a king over us.  Then we shall be like all the other nations...”'.  Tragic.  How sad.
I was reminded of that story as I was reflecting on all this.  The church, the people of God today, are no different from the people of God in the Old Testament.  Many in the mainline denominations are saying, “We don't want to be different.  We don't want to stand out. We want to be like the world in which we live and we want to be liked by the world in which we live.  We want to be seen as all inclusive.... we want to be seen as embracing those of other faiths and none... we want to affirm people in whatever lifestyle they choose.  But we can't be like that if we obey your laws.  We can't do those things by submitting to your rule.  We want another king.... we want another ruler so we can be like those around us”.  So what happens is the Word of God is rejected.... God's word is sacrificed on the altar of political correctness... of diversity.... of inclusivity.  The church has rejected the Lord as their King.  And my church in particular, the Church of England, is paying a terrible price.... is being torn apart.... is becoming enslaved to a liberal ideology.  There are  many warning voices, but they refuse to listen.... they stubbornly follow their own agenda.... they submit to their own laws.  Will they cry out eventually?  Will they repent?  I certainly hope and pray so, because, unless they do, “The Lord will not answer... in that day”.
Let me close with an example of what I have just been saying.  I saw on television a few years ago as the C of E was debating in Synod  whether or not to approve the appointment of Women bishops.  The motion was passed and one supporter of female bishops (a woman herself) was interviewed afterwards and, with tears in her eyes, said, “Now the world will sit up and take notice of the church”.  I haven't seen any evidence of that.  The more the church becomes like the world, the more irrelevant it becomes.  That's why I believe that the church must resist the pressure to compromise and stand firm – even on something as contentious as the troubling text we have considered today.  We submit to his rule and his order given to us in creation. 
