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Task of the Church/Discipline of the Unruly    Jose Francis Martinez                                                 Lecture 8
Title: Expositions of the Key Biblical Texts – 1Tim 1 & 5, Tit 3, 2Jn 1, 3Jn 9-11
Purpose: To expound the rest of the key texts on church discipline – 1Tim 1 &5, Tit 3, 2Jn 1, 3Jn 9-11
Introduction

1. In our studies of biblical church discipline, we have already considered Introductory Perspectives, and we are currently considering Part 1: Expositions of the Key Biblical Texts on Church Discipline. In our previous lectures, we have considered Mat 18, Rom 16, 1Cor 5, 2Cor 2, Gal 2 and Gal 6, 2Thes 3. Now, we move to consider the remaining key biblical texts.

2. And we take them here in one lecture because our expositions of them will be brief.
I.
1Tim 1:18-20 (READ) 
A.
Hymenaeus and Alexander are two examples of men who did not keep faith or keep the faith and a good conscience. And because of that, they made shipwreck of the faith. Like Timothy, they once were ministers of God’s word, but because they did not keep faith or keep the faith and a good conscience, they have apostatized. Once they were preachers of the faith, but then they became blasphemers of it. They speak evil against it. 
B.
So what did Paul do to them? V 20 “whom I have handed over to Satan, so that they will be taught not to blaspheme.” 
1. 
The expression “handed over to Satan” is the same as the one we found in 1Cor 5:5. And as we have seen in our expositions of 1Cor 5, it refers to expulsion from the church (or excommunication), thrusting a person back into the world on his own, of which the the devil is the ruler, apart from the care and support of the church, and apart from God’s promised special protection and care for His people. The devil can do with that person as he pleases.
2. 
The fact that Paul speaks here of him doing it, does not necessarily mean that he did it by himself, and that the church where these men belong had no involvement. We have seen in our expositions of 1Cor 5:5 that excommunication involved both apostolic warrant and congregational involvement.
3.
And I want you to note that just like in 1Cor 5, the purpose of this act of church’s discipline is still remedial. Hendriksen: “However, even when this extreme measure was resorted to, its purpose was remedial. Not damnation but reclamation was the object, ‘in order that they may be disciplined not to blaspheme’. ...The apostle is earnestly desirous that the discipline imposed may have a salutary effect on Hymenaeus and Alexander. He is hoping and praying that by means of this dire affliction these false teachers [or heretics -JFM] may come to see themselves as grievous sinners and may be brought to genuine repentance, so that they will no longer rail at the truth and thereby revile its Author.”
 II.
1Tim 5: 19-21 (READ)
A.
Note the word of prohibition in v 19 (READ). 
1. Hendriksen: “An accusation against an elder must be upon – that is, must be based upon the oral testimony of –two or three witnesses. Note that though of old any Israelite was safeguarded against indictment and sentencing unless two or three reliable witnesses testified against him ( Cf Deut. 17:6), here presbyters (or elders) are safeguarded against having to answer a charge, unless it be at once supported by two or three witnesses. Lacking such support, the accusation must not be taken up or entertained. The reputation of the elder must not be unnecessarily damaged, and his work must not suffer unnecessary interruption.”
2. So if a person accuses an elder of wrong doing, then you will have to say to that person, that unless  two or three reliable witnesses can back up that charge, then you are not even to entertain that charge, the elder accused does not even have to answer the charges.  
3.
So assumed here is that their should be this basic trust upon elders. If an elder has been examined and duly recognized by the congregations as one who is biblically qualified for the office according 1Tim. 3 and Tit. 1, then there must be this basic trust. If someone brings to your ears an accusation against an elder, you are not even to entertain such accusation, you are not to give weight to it, unless that accusation can be at once supported by two or three witnesses. 
4.
And why should elders be given this protection? What should elders not even have to answer a charge unless the one accusing can produce two or three reliable witnesses? And the fact that elders exercise oversight and rule over the church makes them very vulnerable to false accusations. There will be those who would dislike what they are doing, and therefore, would want to destroy their good reputation. If their reputation, therefore, are quickly put into question by mere accusation, and they will have to answer a church even when such accusation cannot be supported by two or three reliable witnesees, then their effectiveness will be greatly hindered, and their work unnecessarily interrupted. Thus elders are afforded this protection.
B.
Nevertheless, at times a charge against an elder will have sufficient support to be entertained, and will afterward even be sustained by the facts. What then? V 20 (READ) – “Those who continue in sin” or “Those who do wrong...” [present part.]. 
1.
There is a question here as to who the “all” and the “rest” refer to. Does it refer to all the elders? Or does it refer to all members of the church? That is not so clear in the passage and the opinion of commentators vary. But I think the safest and soundest rule to follow is that “all” here refers to all who know about the wrong that the elder did. If all the church know about it or have come to know about it, then the elder must be rebuked in the presence of all the members.
2.
And why? ‘So that the rest might be fearful of sinning?”
3.
So clear from this is that elders who walk in sinful ways must not be spared. In fact, their sin must be punished even more severely than that of others. Since they are in position of leadership and influence, then they must be held accountable for their wrong doings.

C.
Then Paul enforces this instruction in v 21 (READ). 
III.
Titus 1:10-14 (READ)

A.
Note verse 13 say, “reproved them severely that they might become sound in the faith”. 
B.
Now this severe reproving is not the general tenor of reproof. Gal 6:1 – “in the spirit of meekness”. And meekness does carry the idea of gentleness, although it is not limited to it.

C.
However, in certain cases, severe reproof is necessary. And what is the guiding principle here? It is indicated in the text that the sins Paul wanted Titus to deal with had to do with cultural sins, sins that particularly is predominant in a particular culture. Since that sin is very common in a society, people guilty of it tend not to see the seriousness of it. Therefore, a mild or gentle reproof is not enough.

IV.
Titus 3:8-11 (READ)
A. Note that Paul exhorts Timothy to avoid "foolish" or senseless inquiries, involving speculations about the OT genealogies, and resulted in sharp dissensions and open quarrels. All teachings that fit that category Titus must avoid “because they are unprofitable and useless." They produce no spiritual benefits and lead to no constructive results.” Questions like: “Who was the wife of Cain? How many devils can occupy the point of a needle?”
B. But then Paul passages from such foolish inquiries to perverted advocates of them – v 10 (READ). Notice here that pastoral warning or admonition should go before the act of rejecting or turning away.  God’s servants are to warn divisive persons once and then twice. But if they persist in their divisive behavior then they are to be marked and avoided.
C. And why turn away after two admonitions? V 11 “knowing that such a man is perverted and is sinning, being self condemned.” If a person persist in his divisive attitude even after a 1st and 2nd admonition, then that indicates that he is spiritually twisted and is sinning. And although his conscience will attest to him that he is wrong, he still continues in his divisive attitude.
V.
2Jn 1:7-11 (READ)
A.
Here John is clearly speaking of persistent heretics. Those who deny the apostolic testimony concerning Christ, and particularly, those who deny the humanity of Christ (v 7). They are further described as those who go too far or go beyond and does not abide in the teaching of Christ (v 9). God revelation given in His Son is God’s ultimate and final revelation to men. If you go beyond that teaching, then no longer are continuing in that teaching. 

B.
Now, John warns the Christians, beware of such men less they suffer harm (v 8). Moreover, John says that Christians are not to help such men in their work or even give them distinct Christian greetings – “call them brothers or sisters” (v 10). And why? V 11 (READ) you will become an accomplish of his evil deed.
VI.
3John 9-11 (READ)

A.
Here is a clear case of abuse in church’s disciple. Here is the very first pope – Diotrephes. He is described as one “who loves to be first among them” (v. 9) – he loves to be mister number one. And this man does not even submit to apostolic authority - “[he] does not what we [the apostles] say”. In fact, he even bad mouths the apostles (v 10). Not content with that, he will not even receive the brethren who recognized and submit to apostolic authority (v 10). And any member of the church who would accept these, he would put out of the church (v 10). Now that is an abuse of authority. That evidently is a wicked man.
B.
And what does John says he, as an apostle, will do to him? V 10 (READ) “For this reason, if I come, I will call attention to his deeds which he does....” John, as an apostle of Jesus, and therefore, as one having oversight and authority not just of one church but all the churches, will call attention to this man’s conduct before the church. John will himself, as an apostle, help God’ people in the proceedings necessary to deal with this man. His gross abuse of pastoral authority makes him liable to church’s discipline.
C.
Now, we have now, no more living apostles, but we still have their apostolic letters. And the point to remember here is that when you have a church officer who obviously disqualified himself from office, you cannot sweep it under the rug. It is a type of thing that you cannot just ignore and pretend it did not happen. Open, faithful dealing with officers who violate their trust requires punitive and corrective discipline. 
