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O Lord and head of the church, Lord Jesus Christ, we come to you and worship you. We 
thank you for being an anchor for our souls, for giving us an anchor that reaches into the  
very presence of God, for going for us, before us as our forerunner and ushering us into 
his presence by making full atonement for the sins of all your people, for reconciling us 
to God and for being our great high priest. Father, now as we study about your Son's 
church, as we study your will as it is revealed in Scripture, Father, make each of us 
teachable. Every one of us comes to this subject with traditions, traditional 
understandings, and the most deadly traditions are the ones we are unaware of so, 
Father, help us to be teachable before the text of Scripture and to be ready to be 
challenged and instructed and to let go of notions that don't stack up against your word. 
So Father, we thank you for this Bible portion of revelation and pray that you will grant 
us ears to hear and take it to heart. We pray in Jesus' name. Amen.

Perhaps you've heard of this chain letter that was sent around churches on the subject of 
the ideal pastor. What is an ideal pastor? Well, this chain letter answers that question. The 
ideal pastor preaches in depth sermons exactly 20 minutes long. He condemns sin and 
never offends anyone. He works from 8 AM to 10 PM, studies deeply, is church 
custodian, dates his wife regularly and takes his kids to all activities. He makes $40 a 
week and gives $30 of it to the church and wears nice clothes. He is 26 years old with 40 
years of experience. He's a strong leader who follows everyone's advice. He's tall, short, 
thin, heavyset, handsome and unglamorous with one brown eye and one blue eye and his 
hair parted exactly down the middle. I guess he has to have hair, so, oh well. He loves 
working with teenagers and spends all his time with older folks. He smiles all the time 
with a straight face because he has a sense of humor that keeps him serious about his 
work. He makes 15 calls a day on church members, spends all his time evangelizing and 
is never out of his office. Now, if your pastor does not measure up to these criteria, send 
this list to 6 other churches who are also dissatisfied with their pastor and then bundle up 
your pastor and send him to the church at the top of the list. In one week, you will receive 
1,643 pastors. Surely one of them will be perfect. Have faith in this letter. One church 
broke the chain and got its old pastor back in 3 months.

Well, as we a studying through Paul's letter to Titus who he left to set things in order in 
Crete, Paul is getting down to the nitty-gritty of what kind of men should lead the local 
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church and while he doesn't use the phrase "ideal pastor," he does tell us what God's heart 
is as to the sort of man who should be an elder; who should be a pastor; who should be an 
overseer, a steward in Christ's church. And the 2 amazing things about this section to me 
and its parallel in 1 Timothy 3, the 2 amazing things are how much Paul says and doesn't 
say about the pastor's qualification and his job and, secondly, how broadly ignored both 
those categories are.

So let's take a look together. First of all, we saw just in review, the task Paul set Titus in 
verse 5, "For this reason I left you behind in Crete that you might set straight the things 
remaining to be done and that you might install elders city by city as I myself directed 
you." So the impression this gives us is that some time after his release from Roman 
imprisonment, as we see in Acts, Paul had traveled to the isle of Crete. He'd already made 
a very brief stop there but we doubt that there was any real ministry there at that time so 
now he returned and did some evangelism and won some people to the Lord Jesus, but 
Paul had to move on so he left Titus in charge. He left him behind and we studied a bit 
about Titus and about Paul's relationship to him and he says expressly in this letter, 
"Here's why I did that." Remember, he's writing this to Titus to be read to the whole 
church as the last verse in this letter shows us. He says, "I left you behind in Crete that 
you might set straight the things remaining to be done." So he says this in front of 
everybody so that everybody in the churches of Crete hearing this will know that's why 
Titus is here and as Titus moves around putting things in order, they'll know that he's 
doing that because the apostle expressly left him there to do that. He has the blessing and 
direction of Christ's apostle.

"Set straight the things remaining to be done and that you might install elders city by city 
as I myself directed you." Now, of course, in the early church, there weren't as a rule 
many, many churches in each city. There was one church or perhaps a church meeting in 
various homes. Remember, they didn't have buildings and didn't have denominations, per 
se, so city by city, Paul says, not meaning necessarily all the cities on the isle of Crete but 
every city with a church. Every city with a church, it was Paul's will for Titus to establish 
elders in those churches. Now, there are people who press this too far and say that this 
means that every church must have multiple elders and they insist on this and I just have 
read the evidence and it doesn't convince me that every church has to have elders rather 
than just one, however, that was the norm and that should be the norm and I myself 
would never want to work in another situation but obviously, perhaps, when a church is 
young, when it's newly founded, there may be just one leader in that church. But Paul 
says the churches in Crete need to have elders installed. That's part of what a church 
needs to be a functioning, straightened out church of Christ.

So now having talked about the task that he set for Titus, number 2 in your outline, he 
talks about the men Titus must seek and this section spells out the qualifications for being 
a pastor, for being an elder, an overseer as we studied those terms and the whole concept 
of leadership last week. If you're not clear on that, I would really encourage you to get the 
sermon, either the CD or get it from our website, and listen to that as we studied what 
God says about leadership. So the first thing he says about the man, the kind of man that 
Titus must seek to be an elder is the sort of man with a particular kind of family life and 
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we'll just look at verse 6 this week. Paul writes and I have translated it for you there from 
Greek, Paul writes, "if someone is inculpable, husband of one wife, having faithful 
children who are not under an accusation of profligacy nor insubordinate." Now, that is 
actually kind of a broken off sentence and that is the way Paul wrote it. You may have a 
more paraphrased translation that turns it into a sentence, a man must be, or something 
like that that supplies a verb but there really isn't one. That's just the way Paul wrote. It's 
what is called in grammar an anacoluthon, it's just a broken off sentence. You have to 
mentally supply "if someone matches these qualifications, then appoint him as an elder." 
That's what you mentally supply.

So the first thing he says, "if someone is inculpable," he says. Inculpable, the Greek 
word, anegkletos. Now, there is a pendulum as in so many things in the Christian church 
in how we respond to Paul's call that an elder must be inculpable. On the one hand, some 
Christians aren't even aware that there is such a section as this in Scripture; aren't even 
aware that Scripture expressly says what sort of person should and should not be a pastor 
and expressly says what his job is and so we're free to make it up according to our own 
imagination or according to a denominational tradition or what have you. But Scripture 
expressly says, so with Scripture speaking, we shouldn't just ignore it. We shouldn't just 
shine it on and make it up ourselves. When God has spoken, then we are not free to make 
it up. We are not free to be creative when God has already expressed and declared 
himself. But on the other hand, the pendulum swings to those who read this as if it were a 
second Sinai; as if each of these was a category of law that a man must be flawless in 
each of these things. I'll just tell you candidly that if a man has to be flawless in all these 
categories in order to be a pastor, you've got the wrong one, but I'll also hurry to say 
every church has the wrong one because there is no man who perfectly does all these 
things. What these are, are things that God sets out specifically as areas in which a man's 
growth in character should be exemplary. We'll look at them more closely as we go 
along. We mustn't ignore them but, then again, we mustn't declare a sinless perfection 
that we certainly never hold ourselves to as Christians and church members.

So what does inculpable mean? Well, first, I often find it helpful to talk about what a 
word can't mean so in your outline what inculpable can't mean, it literally can't mean 
unaccused. That's the word that goes in the blank there. If you are lacking a pencil, I 
think there is one in the rack in front of you. As my mother-in-law says: the faintest 
pencil is stronger than the strongest memory. It cannot mean literally unaccused. Now, 
how can I say that? Well, I can just ask you one question: was Jesus accused? Thank you. 
Thank you, guess we're done here. Yes, he was accused. He was accused of being a 
drunkard. He was accused of being demon possessed. He was accused of being an 
apostate. He was accused of a whole lot of things. Was Paul himself ever accused? That's 
right, he was accused of being a megalomaniac and, on the other hand, he was accused of 
being indecisive. He was accused of being a phony. He had many, many slanderous 
accusations heaved against him.

So it can't mean that an elder cannot ever be accused. We need to have perspective on 
this. I would say that any leader of any worth will eventually be accused of something 
dire because any leader of any worth is going to make enemies. Maybe you've heard me 
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tell the story of J. Vernon McGee had a young pastor come and talk to him because he 
was frustrated he wasn't making more progress in his ministry so he wanted to talk to 
McGee about that and get some wisdom, get some counsel. So McGee asked him various 
probative questions, you know, he said, "Are you preaching the word?" Yes, I am. "Do 
you pray?" Yes. "Are you seeking to lead a holy life?" Yes. He went down these 
questions and yes, yes, yes was the answer to every question so he finally asked the 
young man, "Well, do you have any enemies?" And the young man said no. McGee said, 
"Oh well, go and get some." That was the problem, he wasn't making the sort of waves 
that he should have. Inevitably, invariably, leaders eventually do. You know, we have 
this saying: where there is smoke there is fire. Not necessarily. Sometimes where there's 
smoke there's just a heavy smoker and that's the case with slander and accusation as well. 
Sometimes when there's smoke there is fire, sometimes when there's smoke there's just 
somebody who's got a lot to smoke, a lot of smoke to cast. So it can't mean unaccused but 
God does mean still for these to be issues of testing, issues of evaluation.

Turn to 1 Timothy 3. We read verses 1 through 7. In 1 Timothy 3, Paul gives Timothy the 
qualifications of an elder and then the qualifications of a deacon. Now Bruce just read for 
us the qualifications of an elder and they are very similar to this passage in Titus, you 
may have noticed. Then he begins with deacons in verses 8 and 9 and he lists out some 
character traits by which a deacon should be evaluated. Then look at verse 10, that's what 
I want you to focus on. Paul says, speaking of deacons, "And let these also first be tested, 
then let them serve as deacons if they are beyond reproach." Now, when he says "let 
these also," also in addition to whom? Elders. So what he's saying here is, "Test the 
elders by the traits given in verses 1 through 7 and then here's the traits of the deacons 
and also test them," and then, this is very important, he says, "let them serve as deacons if 
they are beyond reproach," and he uses the same Greek word that we are seeing in Titus, 
anegkletos, if they are inculpable, meaning not that somebody can't accuse them but they 
can't be given an accusation that would stick. It's not 100% perfection but it is qualities in 
which they should be exemplary in their personal walk and their personal growth.

So these are the specific issues. What can't it mean? It can't mean unaccused. So what 
does it mean? What must it mean? It must mean that accusations can't stick and I would 
say just very simply they can't stick for one of 2 reasons: first of all, they can't stick 
because they are simply not true, of course, that's the simplest. If an accusation just is not 
true, then it should not stick. But secondly, given that we are talking about redeemed 
sinners, we are talking about people who are growing their way to heaven just like all the 
people they shepherd, the second thing is that when they do fail, they deal with that in an 
exemplary way. Do you see what I'm saying? In other words, either the elder is innocent 
of the accusation or he deals with these flaws in his life by repenting when he sins; by 
mortifying the sins in his life; by struggling to grow and striving to seek God's grace; to 
be on a steady learning curve. As Paul says to Timothy, he says, "let your progress be 
obvious to everybody." Progress. Paul expected Timothy, his own apprentice, to 
progress. He put him on a growth curve. Not already arrived, not already perfect but 
growing and so in this way the elder is an example in one of 2 ways. He's an example in 
terms of where he has grown to but he's also an example of how a Christian grows. It is 
unreasonable and unbiblical to expect that any man could stand up and never sin but the 
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issue is when he sins in an area of immaturity, what does he do about it? Is he seeking 
God's grace? Does he repent just like he teaches you to? Does he struggle over that just 
like he teaches you to? Does he mortify those sins just like he teaches you to? And is he 
seeking God's grace to grow just as he encourages you to do? Well, then that's what we're 
looking for in the life and the character of an elder.

Paul, in talking about this, lists out what he means by inculpable. Now, what I mean to 
say is we shouldn't say, "Oh, inculpable, okay, so that must mean this, this, this and this." 
No, he tells us what he means by inculpable. If you look back at Titus 1:6, notice that he 
says, "if someone is inculpable, husband of one wife, having faithful children not under 
an accusation of profligacy nor insubordinate." That is, those things define what he 
means by inculpable. Notice that he doesn't say inculpable and husband of one wife. He's 
not adding things to inculpable, he's explaining inculpable. Do you follow me? So he 
shows his inculpability by his marriage and by his family life. And then in verse 7, he 
says again, "for it is necessary for the overseer to be inculpable as God's steward, not 
self-pleasing, not prone to wrath, not addicted to wine, not a brawler, not given to 
shameful gain." Again, no and, no and. These are not qualities in addition to be 
inculpable, these are the qualities that embody what he means by inculpable. He explains 
himself so we should not free associate what we think inculpable means when God tells 
us what he means by inculpable through the apostle. So to be inculpable means to be a 
husband of one wife. To be inculpable means to be not self-willed and so forth.

Now, before we start looking at these specifics, I want to spend some time talking about 
what's not in your Bible. That's right, you can tell people that the pastor spent some time 
expounding the white spaces in between the verses. That's what I'm going to do. I'm 
going to talk to you about what's not in this list because it's actually important because we 
have, in effect, penned it into our Bibles. We've put things in our Bibles that aren't there 
by inspiration. Notice, for instance, that there is nothing here in either list that is overtly 
mystical or overtly supernatural. Do you notice that? Do you notice that Paul doesn't say 
it is necessary that the elders speak in tongues? He doesn't say it is necessary that the 
elder receive words of knowledge or wisdom from God. He doesn't say it is necessary 
that the elder manifest signs and wonders. Not a one of those things in any listing is one 
of the qualifications of being a pastor. 

On this many would agree but they wouldn't agree with the next thing I'm about to say 
but it's true. Notice, Paul does not say anything about the elder having a subjective 
leading or Titus having a subjective leading about the elder by which I mean, Paul doesn't 
say anything about a call to pastoral ministry. I'm tipping a sacred cow here because 
many, many people feel that this is essential, this is absolutely necessary, and I'm still 
looking for the verse that teaches it for a pastor. There was a call to ministry for an 
apostle, absolutely. He had to hear directly from Jesus Christ that God was making him 
an apostle but we believe apostles are foundation gifts. Nobody is old enough to be an 
apostle today because nobody living today saw Jesus rise from the dead so there are no 
apostles. There are pastors, elders, are they called? Well, not a verse in Scripture says 
that. In fact, I just read a widely respected Christian leader who wrote a whole article 
about this and he said and I quote, "God speaks to those persons he has called to serve as 
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pastors and ministers of his church." He's not talking about the Bible, he's talking about 
something God directly says to these men, extra biblical verbal revelation. God speaks to 
those persons he has called to serve as pastors but in his whole article he doesn't give one 
Bible verse that says anything like that though he says it with absolute conviction, 
absolutely uncategorical, unqualified statement of fact.

What I want you to see is that this notion, this unbiblical idea, necessarily elevates the 
pastor over the sheep in a way that has nothing to do with simple chain of command 
which is biblical. The chain of authority, as we talked about last week within a local 
church, that is a biblical teaching, but this doesn't simply do that. This elevates the pastor 
above normal, garden variety Christians, if you want to say it that way, because it says he 
has something you don't have. Does God speak directly to you apart from Scripture? No. 
Does God give verbal revelation to you apart from Scripture? No. But here this teaching 
and this man says that the pastor is different than you. Unlike all of you, God talks 
directly to him. You all have to just get it secondhand. He gets it firsthand. At the very 
start of his ministry, God talked to him but God doesn't talk to you. So that sets the stage 
for a potentially very abusive situation where the pastor sees himself and is seen by his 
flock as having something nobody else has, that he has access to revelation that nobody 
else has access to. I've said to you many times and God sparing me I will say to you 
many times, I don't have a lick of revelation that you don't have. I don't have access to 
one word from God that you don't have equal access to. I will never come into this pulpit 
and say to you, "God just gave me a word you don't have in your Bibles." If someone 
looking like me says that in this pulpit, then you've got a pod pastor. It's not me because 
that is a fundamental conviction. God, the Holy Spirit, has provided all of us with all the 
things we need for life and godliness. Yes, he gives an extra helping to the pastor. 

That's very important so this idea of a call sets up a man as being a cut above everyone 
else in an essential way that you will never have and that's just not a biblical teaching. It's 
an enormously popular teaching but I think it's a pernicious teaching. It is so popular that 
in some ordination boards that's one of the questions for your qualification. You have to 
tell about your call to ministry and if you can't answer that question, in some places, they 
won't ordain you. They won't let you be a pastor if you can't explain how God called you 
by a sort of a semi-direct revelation. The fact is, if you read 1 Timothy 3 in any decent 
translation or Greek, if you read Titus 1 in any decent translation or Greek, you will see a 
catalog of required characteristics for a pastor and you won't see one thing about a 
subjective call. Wouldn't you think in a place where Paul is saying twice a pastor must 
be, an elder must be, that if that were important wouldn't he say that in one of them? 
Wouldn't he explain that? And wouldn't he tell Timothy or Titus, for that matter, if they 
had to feel that a man was led? If they had to get a revelation as to whether a man has a 
call? Paul would explain how important that was and how to get that but he doesn't. In 
fact, the things that he lays out, they are fairly pedestrian qualities. They are just, for the 
most part, qualities that every Christian, as Bruce said earlier, every Christian should be 
striving for. Nothing particularly mystical. Nothing particularly revelatory. It's just 
another cherished tradition that we have in Christian churches that we should give a 
perfectly decent trial followed by a perfectly decent hanging. You know, we should just 
get rid of it because it is not biblical. Have I been plain about that? Alrighty then. What 

Page 6 of 15



stands out about these is it's as if Paul says to Timothy, says to Titus, something just this 
brass tacked, "If you find a guy like this, make him an elder." It's not very mystical and 
it's not very supernatural and some people don't like that but there you go, it's Bible. 

So there is one quality that is a personal quality that Paul mentions in 1 Timothy 3:1 
which is that he has to want to do it. First, it is characteristic of a man who is gifted as an 
elder that, Paul says and Bruce read in 1 Timothy 3:1, he should long for it; he should 
desire it strongly. He uses 2 different Greek verbs that mean that he should really want to 
do it and it is hard work. It can be thankless work. It's always not as much of a joy as it 
has been for me to be your pastor but joy or not, the work is the work. A man really has 
to want to do it. But notice that's not enough. That's the first verse. All the rest of this 
section is what the qualifications are so I would say this: not just any idiot can be an 
elder, it takes a special kind of idiot. A very special, particular kind of idiot to be an elder 
and Paul tells us what kind.

So, firstly, he must be inculpable as to his morality. That's number 2 there. He must be 
inculpable as to his morality. That's the word that goes in that blank, as to his morality. 
Very literally, Paul says he must be a man of one woman. A man of one woman. What 
does that mean? Well, let's talk about what Paul likely doesn't mean when he says that a 
pastor must be a man of one woman. You could say it's not meant to set a minimum or a 
maximum. That's not his point. That is to say, he's not saying that he's got to be married. 
There are a number of very clear ways he could have said that in Greek and he doesn't 
say it. Notice, he doesn't say he must be a man with a wife but a man of one wife so he 
means something specific about that other than saying that he must be married. 

It would be odd for Paul to say it, wouldn't it? You know what I'm going to say: Paul 
wasn't married so it would be odd for him to say it. Jesus wasn't married. There have been 
great Christian leaders throughout church history who began their ministry unmarried 
like Charles Spurgeon or never married, like John Stott. So this is not what he's talking 
about and it wouldn't make much sense, would it, for Paul to say in 1 Corinthians 7 that 
singleness can be a gift of God and that there are advantages to being single? It wouldn't 
make much sense for him to say that and then say an elder has to be married. That's not 
what he's saying. On the one hand you've got a man like Charles Spurgeon who started a 
very fruitful ministry though he was not married. On the other hand, I would say there is 
me. I started pastoral ministry unmarried. I look back and I have so many regrets. There 
are so many things that I only learned after I got married and I look back at the way I did 
it the first time with great regrets that things...now I'm much harder headed than 
Spurgeon. I'm a much slower goer than Spurgeon and others. I'm not saying everybody 
but I'm sure saying me, that God did some things in my life through marriage that he had 
not yet done when I was a single man. 

So he's not excluding bachelors and his point isn't about polygamy, although that, of 
course, would be excluded but it just wasn't very common in Paul's day and there are 
ways that he could have said that very expressly in Greek. He could have said very 
expressly not a polygamist but he doesn't so it's not about that.
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Thirdly, and perhaps a bit more controversially, sorry, he's not about excluding remarried 
widowers and he's not about excluding remarried divorcees or men who are married to a 
divorcee. That's not what he's talking about. There were clear ways to say every one of 
those ideas in Greek. He could have said that a man has to be monogamous, married just 
once or not married twice. There are many Greek ways he could have said that. It's an 
odd thing to me, I'll never understand it but this position was popular in the early church 
and some still hold it that he can't be a remarried widower. I just don't get that. Scripture 
is very express about the fact that if one is married and then is widowed he's no longer 
married to the person who is deceased. He is free to remarry. Scripture is very express 
about that so I don't know why anybody imagined that that was a qualification that Paul 
would put on pastors that no other Christian would be held to.

Then some people, as I say, this is more controversial but to say that he can himself never 
be a divorced man. He cannot be a man who is divorced. Now, once again, there are ways 
Paul could have said that more clearly in Greek and Scripture does talk about 
circumstances under which God permits, never requires but permits, divorce so why 
would God permit it in some circumstances but bar a man from pastoral ministry if he did 
the same thing that the people he is serving could do? Well, some people say and I've 
read this, "Well, that's because whenever there is a divorce, that means that both parties 
have sinned necessarily; it means that both are guilty." I'd say honestly your Bible doesn't 
have a category for people who are wronged? Your Bible says that everybody who has ill 
done to him deserves what he gets? Is that what you'd say to a rapist? Really? Is that what 
you'd say to everybody who gets mugged and beaten up or robbed or defrauded? You'd 
say he deserved it, he had it coming to him? If not there, then why here? What makes this 
different from every other category? People get deserted. People get cheated on. People 
get betrayed in fundamental ways that Scripture talks about or sketches out so I don't see 
the way that Paul could be talking about that and saying that that excludes somebody 
from pastoral ministry. So particularly in the case of widows, he says widows should 
remarry. He says that expressly in 1 Corinthians 7, 1 Timothy 5? Why would a man not 
be able to remarry after being widowed?

So what does Paul mean? Those are the things that he doesn't mean. What does he mean? 
Paul means what we mean when we say that this guy is a one-woman man. What do we 
mean when we say this guy is a one-woman man? We mean that if he is single, he is 
sexually pure. If he is married, then he is faithful and devoted to his wife. That's what he's 
talking about. This is a shorthand expression by which Paul means that he submits to 
God's standards for sexuality. He submits to God's standards of sexuality. The New 
International Version, I'll say something nice about it because I'm going to beat it up a 
little bit later so I'll start with something nice. If you've got a New International Version, I 
know a number of you do, it says "faithful to his wife." That's a paraphrase but I think 
that that's the idea of the Greek, that he's devoted to his wife. If he's married and it's 
assumed, most men in that society did get married by adulthood and so in our society 
most men still do get married eventually when they become adults so if he's married, he's 
faithful to his wife. Notice that, we read from Colossians 3 earlier and in Colossians 3, 
that was our responsive reading, Paul said to put off these vices and a number of them 
were sexual vices: immorality, impurity and so forth. But if you look at the list of pastoral 
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traits, none of them relates like that. You don't see he must not be immoral. You don't see 
he must not be impure. You don't see those things. Why? Because it doesn't matter for a 
pastor? No, the reason why is because that's what this means. Do you see what I'm 
saying? When he says he must be a one-woman man, he's talking about his sexual 
morality, that he must be a man who embraces God's will for his life in terms of 
sexuality. It takes in he must not be immoral or impure or these other things that were 
driven by unclean or unnatural desires but that he must embrace God's will for his sexual 
life, for his sexuality. That's what this stands for.

So why does he start here? Well, sadly, if any of you are old enough, you probably don't 
need me to tell you, you've probably seen or read about a number of shipwrecks that men 
have made because they have fallen into such sexual immorality and their ministries have 
been ruined and lost because they were not or they did not walk with God in this area 
because they fell to temptation. The pastor is in a position where he is likely to be subject 
to temptation. Not just handsome pastors, but homely pastors. Not just young ones, but 
old ones, are subject to sexual temptation. Sooner or later there is opportunity there for a 
man whose heart is not in the right place to be vulnerable to that and from the statement's 
perspective, of course, you know, my son loves tactics and he would tell you about the 
tactics in any military maneuver, that you try to take out the high interest targets, to the 
one that will do the most damage to the other side. Here's the guy who stands up in front 
of everybody and tells everybody to live holy lives and if Satan can bring him down in 
flames, score from his perspective. It's a great hit. It's a telling blow.

Another reason, a third reason is because, I'm convinced certainly in my case, marriage is 
both a training ground and a testing ground for Christian character, that in marriage the 
things that you talk about and embrace as theories are life and death. You can talk about 
the things that are important for human relations, talk about all the one another's the Bible 
says but at the end of the day you can go home and sleep in your bed alone and there is 
nobody you have to be getting along with day after day, it's a different game than when 
there's somebody who is right there in your face that you need to love and that you need 
to be forbearing with and that you need to be gracious to and need a lot of grace from. 
Marriage teaches you things that just can't be learned on other grounds, I think, in the 
same way.

But perhaps even more importantly than all of those because marriage is a poignant and 
pointed and powerful sermon all in itself, Ephesians 5 says, "Husbands love your wives," 
what? "As Christ loved the church and gave himself for her." So this man who is going to 
get up and talk about knowing the love of Christ and he's going to talk about showing the 
love of Christ, does he do that himself to his wife? He's going to tell you all about how 
much Jesus loves his church but does he show how much Jesus loves his church by 
loving his wife like that? I tremble saying that because who is worthy of that but that is 
an important testing point for a pastor. If he's going to talk to you about Christ's love for 
his church which is the model for the husband's love for his wife, you should be able to 
see whether he loves his wife look like that. You should be able to see. I think it's a 
troubling thing when you go to a church for some time and you still don't know who the 
pastor's wife is or when you go to a church for some time and you don't really know how 
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the pastor feels about his wife. You don't know whether he really loves her; whether he 
really treasures her; whether he cherishes her; whether he adores her or not; whether he's 
devoted to her or not or whether she's just one of the girls in the church. These are 
important things. This is a poignant and potent sermon all in itself. You want a man who 
doesn't just talk about Christ's love but shows Christ's love and shows it in his marriage.

Then finally, it's important because the pastor aims at what every Christian man should 
aim at and so every Christian man, you know, again, I kind of wish I could have someone 
else preach this because it feels like, don't be thinking I'm saying that I'm perfect in this 
area. I am not but every Christian man in the congregation with a troubled marriage, with 
a marriage that is growing, should be able to take some instruction from the example that 
the pastor shows in his love for his wife. He should be able to look there and find some 
encouragement, find some of the truth of Scripture put into shoe leather and lived out so 
that he could see what it looks like.

But as I say in giving this qualification for a pastor, this is not something that God says a 
pastor should do but the rest of you, whatever because you're not pastors. If you're a 
married man and you're sitting out there thinking, "Boy, I'm glad I'm not held to that 
standard." Wrong. Wrong. This is not just a pastoral standard. He wants all Christian men 
to be this way but the thing is the pastor needs to be able to be an example. An example 
that men can learn from in this way. So he must be inculpable as to his sexuality and if 
married, he must be a devoted man, a devoted man who loves his wife as Christ loves the 
church in a way you can see.

Then number 3: he must be inculpable as to his children. Paul says, "if someone is 
incculpable, husband of one wife, having faithful children who are not under an 
accusation of profligacy nor insubordinate." Now first, let's talk at the outset about what 
Paul doesn't say and what Paul doesn't mean. First of all, he's not saying that an elder has 
to have children. Now, it's different in our church, if you want to be an elder in our 
church, you've got to have 4 children. If you just noticed that that's, of course, not true but 
all of us elders do happen to have 4 children. But no, that's not a requirement. He's not 
saying that an elder has to have children any more than he's saying that an elder has to 
have a wife. But notice that he says "having faithful children." So what he means, I think, 
is the idea not particularly have children who are grown and out of the house but the 
children who are still under the roof having certain kind of children. Still under the roof, 
still under his care, they should be this kind of children. 

So he's not saying, first of all, the elder must have children, and he's not saying, second of 
all, that the children that he has must be perfect or sinless. My boys heave a sigh of relief 
here. But he's not saying that they must be perfect because how could they be? Their 
parents aren't. Their parents certainly aren't. He's not saying that children should be 
perfect or sinless any more than you expect that of any church member. Many preacher's 
kids, PK's they're called, many preacher's kids carry a lot of bitterness and resentment 
toward the church into their adult life because of unrealistic pressure put on them because 
they live in a goldfish bowl and everybody looks and they eventually hear, "You do that 
and you are a preacher's kid? You're that way and you are a preacher's kid?" And so they 
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feel like they get penalized from the other kids in the church who can get away with stuff 
but they can't because they are preacher's kids and they're expected to be perfect. I'm just 
going to tell you straight out that's unbiblical. It's uncharitable. The church should love 
the preacher's kids just as they love any other children of the church. They are children in 
need of cherishing and encouragement and fellowship and help just like any other child 
of the church, right? They're not in a separate category that way. They didn't ask to have a 
preacher for a father so they shouldn't be penalized because that's what he is. But having 
said that, it simply is true that they are higher visibility; that the pastor's family is higher 
visibility and therefore higher impact. And while no more should be expected of them 
than any other child in the church, the same should be expected of them as of any other 
child in the church because they are high visibility and that's something that the elder has 
to take seriously. We'll say more about that in just a moment.

So does he say that they have to be saved, though? Is that what he's saying when he says 
"faithful"? Let's talk about what Paul does say. He says generally that they must be 
faithful. That's his first statement. They must be faithful. Now, that Greek word, pistos, 
that word can mean faithful or believing. In other words: trustworthy, reliable, obedient 
or having saving faith. It can mean either of those things. Translations that take it to mean 
faithful include the King James, the New King James, the Holman Christian Standard 
Bible, the NET Bible and me, last but least, take it as meaning faithful. Many others 
translate it as believing or something to that effect like the NIV, NRSV, ESV, the New 
Living Translation or even the NASB take it as being believing. However, the fact is that 
Paul when he uses that word, more often uses it to mean faithful and he uses it 2 other 
times in this letter and both of those times it means faithful. You look at verse 9, he says, 
"holding fast the faithful word." The same word. He doesn't mean the believing word, he 
means the reliable word. Or in chapter 3, verse 8, he says, "this is a trustworthy 
statement." Trustworthy, same word. He doesn't mean it's a believing statement, he 
means it's a statement you can believe, you can rely on. It's trustworthy.

Just think about it: if Paul means that an elder's children must be believers, in other 
words, they've got to be born again, how does he do that? I mean, that's holding him to be 
responsible for something he himself doesn't control. We believe what Scripture says, 
right? God makes children. God gives new birth. God saves. The father doesn't have it in 
his power to save his children and make them citizens of the kingdom of heaven so how 
can it be a qualification of an elder that his children be something that he has no part in 
making them be? He preaches the Gospel to them, of course, but he can't make them 
believe any more than he can make anyone else believe that he talks to or any more than 
you can make anyone believe. What if you say, "Well, okay, but I think that's how God 
shows that a man should be an elder." Well, what if you make him an elder when his kids 
are 2 and 3 years old and then when they are 12 or 13 years old they renounce the faith? 
Did God change his mind about this guy? So Paul is not talking about whether they 
should be believers, he's talking about that they should be faithful and what he means by 
that is they should be submissive. They should be obedient. You look at the context. He's 
talking about behavior, not about what they believe in their hearts or their spiritual status. 
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He goes on to say "not accused of profligacy nor insubordinate." Those are issues of 
behavior, not of personal belief. And notice one other thing and here's the part where I'm 
going to beat up on the New International Version, notice that Paul does not say that the 
elder must be one having faithful children and not under an accusation of profligacy or 
insubordinate. If you're holding a NIV, you say, "Well actually, yeah, Paul does say that 
because the NIV says 'a man whose children believe and are not open to the charge of 
being wild and disobedient.'" Well, that's actually wrong in 2 different ways. There is no 
"and" in the Greek text and that takes us to just a brief word about why a version like the 
NIV can be not as helpful as it wants to be. I don't say nobody should own an NIV and I 
certainly am not going to check everybody's Bible when you walk in every Sunday and 
confiscate it if it's an NIV but here's my reservation about it: they have a philosophy of 
translation that puts smoothness above word-for-word, literal rendering and you have to 
do that. Greek and Hebrew are different than English. You have to smooth it out some or 
it will be unreadable but the trouble is you want to try to avoid injecting interpretation as 
much as you can. When I translate, I like you to see what the options are the same way I 
see them and if I make the decision for you and I translate it a certain way, you don't even 
know that you could go 2 different ways there. 

So the NIV, by putting in an "and" here where Paul didn't write "and," they make it 3 
qualifications that the children must be faithful and they must not be accused of wildness 
or rebellion. Three different things but that's not what Paul says in the Greek text. What 
he says is they must be faithful and then he explains what he means by faithful by those 2 
terms that follow. What does he mean by faithful? Well, first of all, they must not be 
under an accusation of profligacy and, secondly, they must not be insubordinate. Do you 
see that? So those are the explanations of what he means by faithful and if you've got an 
NIV, you can't be expected to see that there because they insert a word.

So Paul is defining faithful by they're not being accused of profligacy and they're not 
being insubordinate. If you think back to the list that Bruce read earlier, 1 Timothy 3:4 
and 5, Paul says the same thing. He kind of provides a commentary of what he means 
here when he talks about they're being faithful. I'll just read that to you but you can jot 
down 1 Timothy 3:4 and 5. "He must be one who manages his own household well, 
keeping his children under control with all dignity. But if a man does not know how to 
manage his own household, how will he take care of the church of God?" So you see, 
Paul doesn't say anything about their faith there, their lack of it, he stresses their behavior 
because that does have a bearing on the father and how he leads his family. So you see on 
the one hand, you can't demand that pastor's kids be perfect. On the other hand, you also 
don't expect the pastor to say, "Oh whatever, kids will be kids," and not care about his 
kids' behavior. They need to set an example in that and you need to take these things 
seriously, not perfection but growth, just as any other Christian father would care to do.

So let's talk about the 2 specifics about how Paul defines faithfulness in a pastor's kids. 
First of all, not accused of profligacy. Now, that's the children, not the elder. Of course, 
he shouldn't be either but he's talking about his children. They shouldn't be accused of 
profligacy. That word for profligacy, asotia, is used in a couple of other passages. Just 
note down and I'll tell you what they say and you can look them up later. Ephesians 5:18, 
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you know that verse, I bet many of you. Ephesians 5:18, "Do not get drunk with wine for 
that is dissipation," that's the same word, "but be filled with the Spirit." So drunkenness is 
profligacy; it's dissipation; it's a wild, out-of-control lifestyle. Or 1 Peter 4:3 and 4, just 
note that down. 1 Peter 4:3 and 4, "For the time already past is sufficient for you to have 
carried out the desire of the Gentiles, having pursued a course of sensuality, lust, 
drunkenness, carousing, drinking parties and abominable idolatries. In all this, they are 
surprised that you do not run with them into the same excesses of dissipation." You see, 
that's what he means by dissipation: drinking, sleeping around, that kind of a wasted 
lifestyle. 

We have a literary example of it in Jesus' story of the prodigal son. You know that story, 
this younger son goes to his father and asks for his inheritance early and he gets it. Let 
me read you what Jesus says in Luke 15:13 and 14, "Not many days later, the younger 
son gathered everything together and went on a journey into a distant country and there 
he squandered his estate with loose living," and that's that adverb of the same word that 
we've got here in Titus. Loose living is a form of that same word. "When he had spent 
everything, a famine came and he was impoverished." So he wasted, he squandered all 
his money. That's loose living. But the older brother gives us a little more insight in verse 
30 when he is objecting, you know, to the father welcoming him so lavishly and he says, 
"This son of yours came who has devoured your wealth with prostitutes." So that's the 
picture of what loose living is: it's wasting all your money; living high; immorality and so 
that's the picture here. Paul is saying that an elder's children should not be under 
accusation of a wasted, debauched, immoral lifestyle.

And in this, I'd like to highlight to you that Paul is calling for their children to be counter-
cultural. Never forget, verse 12, Titus 1:12, he says, "A prophet of the Cretans themselves 
had said, 'Cretans are always liars, evil beasts, lazy gluttons.'" That was that society and 
he's going to say that the false teachers there live in a dissipated way. So if it's an evil 
thing to expect elders' kids to be perfect, and it is an evil thing to expect that, it's no less 
of an error to accept that they'll be just like all the other kids in the lost, wasted, unsaved, 
damned, doomed, judged culture. They shouldn't be just like all other lost kids. They 
shouldn't be like all other kids who haven't heard the Gospel and haven't heard the word 
of God. So since the Gospel witness in Crete is going to be calling people to leave the 
debauched, debased culture that they were part of, well, the families of church leaders 
should set examples in this way of also not being caught up in the debauched, debased 
culture that they are trying to witness to and trying to call people from. 

So they must not be under an accusation of profligacy and then, secondly, they must not 
be insubordinate. Again, this is the children, not the elder. Insubordinate, a word that we 
see again in verse 10 where he says, "There are many who are even insubordinate, futile 
talkers and mind deceivers, especially those from the circumcision." Well, they weren't 
supposed to be like what the false teachers were, you see? The elders' kids weren't 
supposed to be like what the false teachers were. Insubordinate is somebody who rejects 
authority. That's what that word means. It means somebody who rejects authority. They 
reject the authority of the Gospel and the word of God and elders' children should not 
reject the authority of his mother and father. If they're insubordinate, then he's not 
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managing and leading his house and he's not ready to be, they're not ready to be, an 
exemplary family within the congregation.

So like we did with the pastor, let's talk about why does this matter and really it's the 
same reason because his family is in a position, like it or not, is in a position of influence. 
It's in a high visibility position and a bad example can be harmful within a congregation 
within a community. I cast your mind back to Eli's sons in 1 Samuel 2. The priest, Eli, 
had 2 sons who served as priests and 1 Samuel 2:12, "Now the sons of Eli were worthless 
men. They did not know the Lord and the custom of the priest with the people." Verse 17 
says, "The sin of the young men was very great before the Lord. The men despised the 
offering of the Lord," and Eli heard all this and he heard that his sons were sleeping with 
the women who came to worship. They were having sexual relations with the women 
who came to church, as it were, to speak anachronistically. And what did Eli do? Well, he 
talked to them. He talked to them. That's all he did. Verse 23, "Why do you do such 
things, the evil things that I hear from all these people?" Did you catch that? He didn't 
even know it, he heard it. He heard it. Everybody knew it before he did apparently. 
Everybody knew that his kids were going in this horrible direction before he did. "No my 
sons, for the report is not good which I hear, the Lord's people circulating." Oh my, and 
then he just talks to them and the text says they wouldn't listen. But even more telling, 
God sends a prophet and he tells Eli that he honored his sons above God and then even 
more tellingly in chapter 3, verse 13, God says to Samuel about Eli, he says, "I told him 
that I'm about to judge his house forever for the iniquity which he knew because his sons 
brought a curse on themselves and he did not rebuke them." You say, "But he did rebuke 
them. He talked to them." So we read here that to God he didn't even do that because all 
he did was talk. He didn't say, "You are out of the priesthood." Or do something beyond 
talking. His failure infected the whole society.

So as with the marriage, this likely reveals the elder's priorities. Some famous men much 
blessed and used by God have children who flame out because of their masked priorities 
because they didn't realize that their first flock is their family and a man's first priority 
should be his wife and his children just like any other husband, father, in the 
congregation. An elder is not an exception. An elder's family does have to understand 
sometimes that he has to do things that take him away and sometimes at inconvenient 
hours. They understand that but he makes sure that he lets them know that they matter to 
him more than anybody else. It is in other things being equal norm that if a man is loving 
and teaching the children under his roof, he'll have taught them to respect their parents 
and God's law. A wise church knows the need for love and encourage the preacher's kids 
just as they do all the other kids in the church but this is no greater goal than that of every 
Christian father in the church. 

Now, some of you were surprised when we were out here candidating, my boys and 
Valerie and I were out here candidating, and we were told they you wanted to have some 
question and answer so I put up chairs for Josiah, Jonathan, Valerie and me and we all 
stood up there to answer your questions and I know that took some people by surprise but 
I figured, do you know what? It is a package deal so you should have a chance to ask us 
questions. You should have a chance to see how my wife and how my sons respond to get 
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a feel for them because that's who you are calling. Not just me but my family. We're all 
coming out and we're all being part of your life and I think as a result a lot of people were 
more excited about having them come out than me. But like I said, it's a package deal so 
if you want them, you have to get me. We were very glad that you do have us.

So in conclusion then from this verse, not just any idiot can be an elder, it takes a special 
kind of idiot. It takes one who is inculpable as to his moral life. It takes one whose 
children are obedient, not living wild and running wild. And in this way, remember the 
context of the letter, in this way he shows that sound doctrine has had an impact on his 
life; that sound doctrine has produced godly living in him. It isn't merely a theory and it's 
not something that he is going to be preaching as a theory saying, "Here are the principles 
of Christian living. You go out and do that and tell me how it works out." But it's 
something that he himself lives and that the church can see that it's something that he 
strives after, something that he's growing in, something that he is ready to set to the 
degree he can, an example to anyone who wants to walk with the Lord Jesus. You know 
that whatever spoonful of medicine he is holding out to you, he has taken it first and 
swallowed it.

Let's pray.

Heavenly Father, we thank you for your word and we thank you for the fact that it tells 
us truth we wouldn't make up or we wouldn't guess for ourselves, that you show us your 
design. And thank you for the grace with which you visit men and make them desirous of 
and ready to serve as pastors. Thank you for the way you have worked in this church and 
the faithful leadership you have given it over the years. I myself thank you so much for 
my fellow elders and for the way that they are examples to me and I know the way the 
church has seen them as exemplary Christian men, for the great grace you have given 
them and the great blessing that they are. So Father, we pray that you will bless and hold 
this church and keep us knit together in love and help us to more and more live together 
a credible witness to the world-changing Gospel of God to the effects of the truth of 
God's word in the lives of people who believe. In Jesus' name. Amen.
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The Leader’s Family Life 
Pastor Dan Phillips November 25, 2012 Copperfield Bible Church 

Series – Titus: Sound Doctrine, Sound Life (Part 9) 
 

Introduction 
 
 
II. Sound Doctrine and Church Leadership (1:5-16) 

A. Select Elders to Lead the Church (1:5-9) 

1. The task Paul set: install the right men (1:5) 
For this reason I left you behind in Crete: that yo u might set 
straight the things remaining to be done, and that you might 
install 1 elders city by city, as I myself directed you – (D JP) 

2. The men Titus must seek (1:6-9) 
a. Inculpable family life (1:6) 

if someone is inculpable, husband of one wife, having faithful2 children who are 
not under3 an accusation of profligacy nor insubordinate. (DJP) 

i. “Inculpable” 
(1) Pendulum 

 
(2) What “inculpable” can’t mean: literally ________________________ 

 
 
 

(3) What “inculpable” must mean 
(a) Generally 

 
 

(b) Specifically 
 
 
 

(c) Note what is missing 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

ii. “Inculpable” as to his ________________ 
(1) Literal translation: “a man of one woman” 

 
 

(2) What Paul likely doesn’t mean, and why 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

                                                 
1Or “appoint.” 
2Or “believing.” 
3Literally “in.” 



 2

(3) What Paul likely does mean, and why 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

iii.  “Inculpable” as to his children 
(1) What Paul doesn’t say or mean 

 
 
 
 
 
 

(2) What Paul does say 
(a) Generally: faithful 

 
 
 
 
 
 
  

(b)  Specifically:  
(i) Not under accusation of profligacy 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

(ii)  Insubordinate 


