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The Office of the Pastor and the 
Problem of Ordination of 
Women Pastors 

I .  I ~ \ . ~ r , l : o l , u ~ ~ ~ o i \ l  

A S 1 1-1 ilV1: Plt E \ 7 1 0  LIS1,I' L'OIN'I'EII OLI'I', tlle 1)rol)Icm of the 
ordination of ~voi~ie l?  ])astors is of rather recent \:intagc in 1\7orltl 

I ,utheral~isn~.  It sprang U P  for the most part  in Europe aftcr the lvar 
ant1 tlie c:luscs for its introcl~~ction were marc political than theo- 
logical. \\illat is  mazing is tliat in the coursc of a generation 01- t\'iro, 
tllc practice is secliiingly I-ccognizctl as :~ccc.ptn\~le in   no st of \\.orltl 
I ,~~tllcranisli l  tocla!.. 

\ \ j i t l~ in  thc last few 111011ths, TI31E: inagnzine took time out 
from I-cporting 1-he Aiissouri S!.nocl scluabbles to tell tlic stories of 
two T-utlicri~n 1,astors of the Bavarian L~itl ieran State Church, one 
associated 11.ith Neucndet tclsa~r ,  a small town in s o ~ ~ t h e r n  German\. 
\.c,hcrc the Rlissouri S!/liocl can trace some of its roots. 'Tlicsc two 
pastors fel t  for reasons of conscience coml~elled to resigrl their pas- 
torates because certain woJneli theolooians were @\!en 1)astoral re- 

O. 
sp011sibilitic.s. Such ;~c t ions  were considerctl b!- tlic pastors to be 
illegal, i l l~inoral ,  and  u n  biblical. O n e  of the  pastors is seekilig rcfuge 
in tlic I loman Catholic. Churcli .  T o  ~vl i ich  ?'Ii\,lI: cclitori;~Jlv, ancl 
~naybc even ;~c .curn te l~ ,  remarltctl that even that final haven oi' male 
ecclcsiasticisni might Fall before the oiislaught of the inovelnent to 
ordain .ciTomen 1,astors. 'The recent 1973 autunln convention of the 
l'rotcstant El>iscopnl C h u r c h  ill I<cntucl<\~ also indicated that tliis 
issuc ivas still n li\-c one. 'The majority of the tlelcgates did favor 
ordaining women priests, 11~1t l~ecause of n syste~n of b l o ~ l i  voting that 
rcscmbles oLlr electoral college a t  the time of ilmcrican presidential 
elections, the  ~ n a t t e r  Ivas rcicctctl. I11 tliis prcscntatio~i T tlo not nlish 
mereltr to repcat ~ v h a t  has  alrcntl!! becil said, b u t  to go after tlic issue 
from the concept of thc pastnr ;~l  office. 

I can svc two definite reasons .tr-h\- perhaps n.e shoultl not evcn 
attempt to present this topic a t  tliis timr. These two reasons arc the 
unresol\~ccl, rcstless a n d  unstable situation i11 our synod ancl thc 
\\loliic~i'r liberation movcnlcnt in our countr!,. First, i t  ~vou ld  sccm 
to me tliat an!. resolution of current  difficulties in the Rllissouri Slcnod 
slloul(1 bc done alons tlicolooical lines. Secondly, the eclrlal rights 

i: amendment.  ( E R A )  niliich I S  nearing final ratification, :11id the 
political. a n d  social rnoven~ents  behind it, onlv fur ther  emotionally 
clouds tl~eological discussion. I see no necessakl connection 011 how 
one stands on this constitutional issue of ERA ancl onc's position on 
the ordinatiori of wolnen. O n e  is a political issue, t he  other theo- 
logical. Bu t  the history of a past generation has shown h o ~ v  a political 
~ ~ O S ~ L I I T  can  be theologicallv cleterminati\ie. I cannot agree with the 
concept of God's speaking to us in our culture. \IJc ivi11 sirnP1\ hnrx  
to wrestle with the problem and call "foul ball" i F  cul tural  'more! 
heconic theological determinative for the church and  h e r  ))I-acticcs 



J. ~ ioulc l  like to vcnturc i n  on the prohlen~ from (lit-cction 
tvliicll I have not 1,1-c\-jousl\ ii ndcrtalccn. \Vc can set- !11c l31'oblcm 

(1)  Docs t1-tc New Testanient recogrlize tlic officc o f  the 
l~~s t to r ;~ f  ~ninist-r!, as a sq?al-ate ancl distinct office j~lstitirtcc'l 
I)y Christ and the i~postlcs? 

( 2 )  If we answer this clu.cstion .in t-he nffin~iativc., is tl1cl.c anr: 
exegetical esidencc which is so co~npcl l ing tliat \vc can 61 
n o  way pc'riilit wolnen to cntc'r this of%cc a n ( ]  to  c:xel.cise 
its functions? 

III . 

Onc of thc major ar(~unlents  for the: j~ i .o l~one~i l s  of the ordi- P 
11;ltio~l of women pastors 1s their concept of 'niinistr):.' In  general 
tcrlns, this concel>t of the 'ministry' signifies a scrvicc which  each 
(:l~~:istia~i ])cl.f'on~ls to others within the Christian c o n l ~ n ~ i n i t \ ~ .  'l 'liere 
is c\~:rl  ;I '~ninistr); to the ~x~orlcl.' 'Ilflinistr)~' l~ecoines ~( lu iva len t  
ter111 t-o the pl~rasc 'thc priesthood of all hcl'icvcrs' anc'l b a p t i s ~ n  
:rss~~t.cs a110 rccluircs of  the recipient 'a m i ~ ~ i s t r y . '  

'I'his {vay of speaking has bccorne nlidesl3rcad i n  oui: circles 
i l l  ~.cccnt !'ears. Some of its slogans arc well l<nown. 'The  p;tstor is 
a 1.1ii1.1istct. to other ~~iinis ters . '  In this phrase, tlic fui ic t io~lal  trsc of 
thc t\.o~.(l 'nlinistcr' is stressecl to the climinutioii of the conccpt of 
'~ninistrt:' as a special ofice. T h e  pastor is sinlply one 'niinister' among 
man!; O ~ I I C I :  'ministe~:~.' Another phrase expressing tlie platfonu of 
a ~ ~ ~ o r c  gcncralizctl for111 of 'ministry' is that,  "The pastor's job i s  to 
\~o r l i  Ili~nself oiit of a job." Th i s  means tha t  the pastor's 'ministry' 
is tc, ~.aisc tlic ~ncmbcrs  of thu congregation to his Icve!. But  docs this 
nlcnn i n  1.cgiirt1 to intellect or faith? T do not l c n o ~ ~ ? .  'The second 
option i ~ o ~ ~ l i l  be crass Phariseeism. ?'he goal of the pastor for the 
c.ongrcg:ll-io~~i .is tliat.lnembers should o l~cra tc  or function a t  the same 
Ic.\>cl ; ~ t  i\:llic.l1 11e j s  functionii~g. He is thc 'cliief minister' 'minister- 
ing' to otl~ct: 'lninisters.' This  generalized concept of ' m i n i s t r ~ ~ '  has 
not 1)een dog~natically finalized, bu t  it IIW has wide ramifications 
even o n  the congregatjonal level and is treated as a faith s t a t e l ~ ~ e n t .  
\\;it11 this type of pkilosoph\: the pastor sees hiinself as a type of 
'en;lbler' within the congregational scene. O r  to use the  t e m ~ i n d o g y  
of tile business world, he becomes the  executive officer of the  church 
council ivhich i r i  turn is tlie 'hoard of directors' for the 'corpoate 
stocltllolders' assembled as a voters' asse~nbly . With  this att i tude, the 
pastor hecomes expe~~dab le  or at  least replnceable by others in  the 
body corporate. There are other officers who have a 'ministry' which 
can compensate individuall\! or corporately a n d  replace the pastoral 
officc for  a longer or short& period of time. 



.:\'ln~ry ~rri~ris tcrs  or nrirzistrf~ls in the chnrcjL 
111 T h e  I-uthcra~l  Churcll-hiljsso~lri Svo~)cI, i)roblelll llas 

b ~ c o ~ n c  Inorc accute bccausc of thc recent d i ~ c L r s s i o ~ ~ s  of the role 
p ~ ( ~ c I l i : ~ l  school teacher, both male tund fe~nc~le.  In  additioll to tllis 
tllcrc. arc the rolcs of the deaconess, the director of CllristiLln cdu- 
catjon, the \.out11 I I O S ~ C ~ ,  and the la! preacher. ' [here  js  c\icll sollle 
(liscossion r;f t h r  re\?ivnl of the office of the (lcacoll. T o  this list c an  
he added thc cntirc list of congregation;ll offices fi:onl co~jc,regational 

?' l)l:esidciit all tlic w a y  to  tcenagc llelpers in the Vacat:ion 131ble School 
;,ncl the  sexton. One 1~oint of view regards all of tilcsc as parts 3 
morc g~ncr;llire<l am[ far i:n~bracin(r conuc-.pt of: ministy\-, 11;ith the 

? l ' a~ to~; l l  of-Ticc relcgatetl to the pos~tion of c 1111n.ib-rl.s & l r r l r r .  'TIlc 
'~ninistr!- is tt~lclcrstoocl i\s sonlcthing likc the bod!; of C11j:ist i \ ; I ~ c ~ : ~  
the relationship of c i~ch  of the parts to the ot11cl-'is tlctcyn~ined 13.i; 
i i~nc t ion .  l?cccntl?; il teacher at ol)e of 0111: tcnninal schools c.xpresseiI 
this concept tluitc succinctlv : 

'T1.le conccpt of n~inis t l :~.  n ~ u s t  bc clarificcl ill t . 1 1 ~  cllurc11 
at large. ?'Ilel:c j s  U I I C  l.~iiniSf.r!- of \\iorO ;I 1 2 ~ 1  sacralnent, n11cI 
111an!: for111s of that illillistl-!:. I{vej:!; scrval-lt: of' t l ~ c  \\"orcl-- 
pastor, tcnclier, lily u.orl;er, clci~concss, yol~tll \~orlicr-is par t  
of thc public ministr!.. \\'c ncc'tl to cspand thc  officc to incluilc 
all ful-ictions of tlic ministry as equal co-pn~:tncl.s i l l  God's 
scrvicc. of \liar-d nntl sacranlent in t1.1~ cl-1~1:cli. ' 

ilccording to  tllis concept, thcre is onc 'n~inistr? '  1i.it.h n1a11): 
fornls. 'T'llc pastor alorlr: is 11ot cntitletl to thc t ide  "scrvant of the 

1 but 11c is to sharc t l~ i s  dcsig~~at ion wit11 o thr r s  as ccjllal co- 
13artllc.l-s. \\7e c a n  see hon- this t!:l>c of definition coultl ;1ll6w and 
c..clcn tlenlancl t1i;lt: xvolncn bc ;~llowetl into the office of tllc pastoral 
lllinistr\l. I~lstcail  of lool<ing for or tlctcl-mining suitabilit\~ for n 
special &ice of pastor, ~ v c  tletcrrnine suitability for a n o r e  hroadencd 
concept of "nlinistrv" wh ic l~  alreacly allows for ccjual ]?articipation hj. 
t.hc sexes. Since rai-ious aspects of the 'ministryi h:~\;c bcco~nc func-  
tions, thcsc functions can even be exchanged. O u r  samc source says, 
"nlc~i  ant1 women coultl sl>ccialize in  onc for111 of n~inistry l ~ u t  hnvc 
;lcccss to tIic other functions." T h l ~ s  the p;~sto~:c?l office is ipso fircto 
opened to \vomen. 

Perhaps, I could pro~lide the following as n helpful an:1logp. 
rl-llc ]]ewer concept: of ministrv could be comparcd to a meclical clinic 
rvhcrc all the physicians are recognized as qualified medical doctors 
~ v i t l : ~  each specializing in a fielcl of interest: or necd. In their basic 
trili17illg they h i~ve  all been adjudged capable in  the general field of 
mcclicinc and to maintain their comyetency, work in  individual iiclds 
of metlicine other than their p r t i cu l a r  specialty fl-on~ timc to timc. 
They exchange tasks; the pediatrician beconles n surgeon, etc. In 
this newer unclerstanding of minjstrr., the different 'ministers' could 
ant1 do exchange functions. 

Such an illustration might be a very a t t r a c t i ~ c  lllodcl to de- 
scl-ibe the church or  the cllurch's offices, but is i t  adequatc in hand-  



ling the Biblical data, especially on the pastoral office? Does the New 
'Testament really ]<now of a generali~et'l ofsce of ~n i~ l i s t ry  1s~jt11 Illany 
parts? An examination of the Hiblical data might suggest 2111 attitlrde 
or posture of nljnistry of servicc of all those in the liingdon-, or the 
chuch, but it in no wag allows us to col~lc to the conclusion that 
there is one general office of ministry' which in sonic: ivny is stinred 
bv all. 
4, Z)iakotlia, (liako~leilz, rlicrko~~os in the  N .'7-'. 

Basic to our ~rnderstandil~g of the 'ministryJ is n looli at the 
New 'Tcstalnent word diaholai.a, 'service' or 'ministry' and its cugilates, 
thc  \;let11 (lilzlzonein and noun (Zinlzo~z.os. To say that this ~vorcl as used 
in the New 'Sestalncnt must I~nve the same n~eaning or sensc in cvery 
usagc siiilply cannot be supported by the cvitlcncc. Each instance 
01: the word cannot 1)e applied without further ;.tdo to a ge~ l~rs l i zed  I concept of nlinistry. 

u )  I l /c  (.:uspels 
In the Gospels, the concept cf riinl:.uvzin as administering pl1 y si- 

cal aitl to those in tlistress seems to pretloil~inate. For example, the 
;111gcls "~ninister" to J ~ S I I S ,  w110 has been exhausted hy His encounter 
.tc-it11 Satan (hlt. 4 : 1 1 ). After she is healed, Peter's nlotlier-in-law 
' '~~l in is t~rs ' '  to Jesus. (R4t. 8 : 1 5) .  One group of women are spolcen 
of as h;\vi~lg "ministered" to Jcsus during his life of hun~ilintion (LIZ 
8 :  3; h,Jk 1 5  : 4 1 ) .  Thc use o f  dinkonin as helping those in  physical 
clistress js no better <'len~cinstrated than in the final juclgnient scene 
of: : I t  2 5 : 4 4 .  

71) i \c.ts a ~ c ~ l  the Epistles 
I'his ~tlca of tliaho~in as providing aid for thosc who are in 

sucl~ p l ~ )  sical distress that helping thenlsclves becomes iml>ossihle is 
carrjetl out in varioi~s parts of the New 'Testament to (Icscril~e thc 
\ituation of the early church. A group of seven men are cE~osen "to 
illinister on tables" (Acts 6 :  2 ) .  Mere reference is to elevating the 
physical tlistress of the Greek syeal<ing JCIYS who have returnetl to 
Jerusalem from thc diaspora and who have not been totally integrated 
with thc l';~lcstinian pop~~lation.  This idea of physical aid is used 
to dcscribc the monetary contribution of the Antiochians for the 
destitute situation in Jerusalem. A similar thought is expressed in 
Romans 1 5 : 25  where Paul travels to Jerusalem to help out in a bad 
situation. In I'hilippians 1 : 1 and 1 T m  3 : 8-1 3 a special office of 
rlinko~lov or 'n~inister' seems to have been established for handling 
thc problems of physical distress. It is not a divinely established or 
conlmended offcc in the sense that each church must havc it, but 
geclns to have been created for a situation of necessity. There are 
certain clualifications, ho~vcver, for the office wherever it happens to 
l ~ e  cstahlished. 

c) Jesus' nto~zcment as dinkonin 
There are uses of the word diakonos and its cognates which have 

deeper and more profound implications than providing physical aid. 
Jcsus describes his work of atonement as (linkonein and requires that 
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his disciples follow 3Iis esamplc by  bccolning dinko~ros "nlinisterfl 
anrl "dotllos," "slave" (h.1: 20: 26ff). I--Iere we see that 'ministerJ is 
used as a 1:efcrence to the attitude of one ~ v h o  llolds an office in the 
churcl~ anti not to any specific office. j e s ~ ~ s  has a particular office to 
carry out which He describes as "to give life as a rarrsolil for many," 
I n  1.10 \yay arc thc disciples given the task of surrendering their lives 
for anyone as a ransoni. In the act itself of atonenlent, no one can 
fo1lo.t~ Jesus. R u t  thev can follow the humble, servant-like attitude 
of Jesus in  performing the filnctions and ofices which God has given 
~1nic1~1cIv to them. Paul jn Philippians 2 :  7ff. urges Cliristians to as- 
some tl;c same posturc of humility as was evident in the God-Man 
cluring t h c  da).s in ~ i~ l l ich  He ivas abusecl. 

t i )  1)iakorzia a s  Attitz,~dc 
Dinkonin can be used not only of giving physical aid in a type 

of specialized way, but it can refer to the attitude in urhicl~ one 

I 
carries out the office wllicl~ God has given him. The conlnlon attitude 
of rIiako7zilr does not mean or even allow that offices or obligations 
are exchangeable. 'The offices are not even sub-categories under :I 

more general tvpe of office called rlbako~~in, '~rzi.rzistry.' The prophets 
have their specialized (liakonia of predicting the suffering and glory 
of Christ (I Peter 1 : 12) .  Christ has I-lis specialized (liahonia of 
offering His life as the ransom payment. The apostles are self-con- 
scious that their office of being apostles is their unique din7zo~zia. 
Peter says that Judas had a share in the dinhmzia of the apostleship 
(Acts 1 : 17)  ant1 pravs that God .tr:ould restme this gap in the 
dialcoorria of the apostl;ship. Paul calls his entire apostolic task a 
dinko~rin in his nddrcss to the I;phesinn pastors (Acts 20 :24) ,  (cf. I 
'Tim 1 :  12).  

L!) I s  ii: in thc best N.'7". ~lsnge to  Z,LSL' dinho~zia exclztsi~~ely of th.e 
pnstornl o f i c e ?  
Dinhol~i,a or diakolios can refer to a service or office holder with- 

out in any way suggesting that the services or office holders are inter- 
changeable or even for that matter necessarily interdependent. Christ 
is not a servant for sin (Gal 2 :  17)  and the emperor is God's servant 
in carrying out justice in the civil sphere (Km 13 : 1). 

1 am not here to defend the use of the word 'minister' as the'.:! 
exclusive prerogative of the pastors, though our confessions con- \ 
sistentlp use the word for pastors. Not limiting it to the pastoral 
ofice might be in the sense of the best Biblical usage. Where i t  has 
been used, i t  has been used as a convenient synonym for those who 
hold the pastoral ~ f f i c e . ~ / B u t  to work with a general concept of 
'ministry' and then to fit the office of pastor as sub-category under it 

: 

is simply not allowable by the Biblical data. I t  is not even suggested 
by the Lutheran Confessions. Those arguments for women pastors 1 
derived from such a generalized concept of 'ministry' must also prove 1 
to be totally false, because the basic presupposition cannot be sup- 
p o r t ~ d .  )' 

13. Does the N.T. know of specialized office of pastor? 
Since the office of the pastorate cannot be derived from the 



general concept of diakonciti, tvc must asli thc cl~rcstion if thc' New 
'Tcstament recogni~es a spccial office of pastor. If iiic call p~ovicle 
supportivc evidence Jncre, tllcn recognizing particular f'caturcs or 
cliaractcristic cjualilies of the pastoral officc hcconlcs casler. 

I .  '.I'hc preachirrg of Jesus 
In His earthly nlinistrv, Jesus approaches peoplc in tivo tliffererlt 

ivays. 'I'herc is the invitation . . to faith which is oft'cretl incliviilually 
and collectively. I11 acldition, there is thc invitation into a professional 
type of discjpleship or al~ostleship, as it Ivas later lanown. 'S-?ic r-equire- 
rncnts to tach group and the response of Jcs~ls  to c:!cll arc! clif-l:'crcnt. 

(I) J e s t ~ s  n ~ r d  bc1iel~cr.s 
I -  I T11c first: group is rccognizec'l as believers in ]csils. I'hc ce1.1tur- 

ion has a fxith unec(ua1ed in Israel (h4t 8 :  5-1 3) .  Thc  ,n70171an 1vitl1 
thc ~ S S L I C  of blooc'l evoltes a favorable response from Jcsrrs (R4t 
9 :  20E.) as does the Caananitc \voman ( 1  5 : 21-28) .  ':The cases of 
thc paralytic (9 :  1-8), 'Jairus 2nd his daughter (9 :  18-26), a ~ ~ r l  'blind 
nlcn ( 2 0 :  29734) coultl all be listed. They believe, are forgiven, and 
wl.latcvcr malady is thc center of the l~cricope is corrcctod. What  is 
lacl<il~g in these pericopcs is yerhalx just as important as what  is 
i~lclucled. Those who l~elicvc or who arc acted upon clo .not join the 
c,oml>an)i of 'Jesus on a pcnnanent or "professionalJJ basis, and  they 
arc not asl<ctl to. 117 SOIIIC C ~ S C S ,  they go home :111d stay there. l'licre 
is no intel-truption in their usual pattern of living. In the case of tlie 
l3o111a1i centurion, it is possil~le that 11c ncvcr met Jcs~is  face to face. 

,There is no call to 'niini.strgl in thc sense of thci~: h:lving been give1.1 
of6cc.s or f ~ ~ n c t i o n s  in  t11c church. 

'I'hcrc is o11 the other hand a group of men who Jesr~s Ooes 
pic1< O L I ~  tleIiboratel>. ant1 for a specialized task they receive the 
trai1.1ing ant1 instruction. 'This .group n7as recognized, and  recognjzed 
themselves as soniething special  both during the ministry of Jes~ls  
;nlcl aftcr I-lis resurrection ant1 ascension. 'This is not to sa!!' t h a t  their 
self-estimation and self-esteem were a t  all tjmes prol~erly sclf-compre- 
hentled, but i t  is to say  they held a special office of 1vhicl1 they were 
rightl!. sclf-conscjous. 'To the Jelvs in general, the command was to 
"llepent, for tllc kingdom of heaven is at  hand" (R4t. 4 : 1 7, 2 3 ) ,  Out 
only to certain illen He gave the command to "fol1oi.i:" Hi111 ( M t  4 : 18- 
22; 9 : 9 ) J ~ e s u s '  recruitment for the special office was recognized as 
different fro111 thc general call to fai thhand s o n ~ e  .cvould-bc applicants 
a l l p r o a c h o n c e r ~ i n ~  the matter and are rejected ( M t  8 :  18- 
22). Unlike believers in general, they are required to give up the 
ordinary pursuits of life, as Peter forsook fishing and  hlatthew tax 
collecting, and to devote their lives full t ime to the cause of Jesus. 
Thcirs is a profession or life-time vocation. Lul<e in Acts seems to 
concur in this observation as Pcter says that the rcplaceinent for 
ludas m~ls t  have accompanied Jesiis froin the time of His baptism 
to the ascension. There are several reasons for this. The apostles are 
thc official guarantors of Jesus' teaching and thus had to be instructed 
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by Him over a longer period of time. This is the message 
of Rllatthew. 'They also had to be witnesses of His resurrection as 
clescribcd in Acts, but ~vhich  is ei7e11 more basic to the arguments of 
John's Gospel ( 2 0 :  30f.).\Khe point here is that Jesus did Himself 

a distinctior~ betkveen believers in general and church lead- 
ers. '']This clifference was one of instruction and training and not 
lleccssarily faith. On  the contrary, if the selection to the apostleship 
had been on the basis of faith alone, all of the apostles would have 
to have heen replaced by the vvomen, Gentile centurions, and others. 
But thc f a c ~  is they were nqt replaced, except i11 the case of ludas 
1~110 usec'l E-lis office to clestroy the ltingcioil~ with wl~ich E-le becn 

i< cntruste;l. 'The question of great faith" docs not play a role of 
J4ntthias. 

2. '1Th.e Early C h r ~ r c I ~  
I f  tl.lere is a distinction bet~veen the apostles and believers in 

general during the ministry of Jesus, inay it not safely bc assumed 
that this type of distinction was maintained in the early chul-ch? 

'The iiominnnce of the apostolic office is eviclent. 'They ate the 
church's leaders. 'They are the instructors. They conduct missions. 
'They are aware that their ,apostolic office has two parts: witness:ing 
to the life, death and resurrection of Jesus and pastoral care of con- 
gregations., Being aware of their o ~ v n  mortality, they preserve the life 
and message of Jesus in th.c Gospels. They apply that message jn the 
epistles. Being aware of their own mortality, they also n~al<c certain 
that their pastoral duties, which also belo~iged to the office of the 
apostle are preserved in the church after their death by appointing 
pastors. The  Pastoral Letters arc directed to this problem. The Ne~v 
Testament writings do recognize one special office, established by 
Christ and the Apostles, with general supervision of the congregation 
in regard to the preservation o t  the truth and the proclamation of the 
Gospel. This office which is called by Paul in Ephesians ( 4 :  11) the 
office of "pastors and teachers" and was exercised by Jesus Himself 
i11 His lnessianic office and by the Twelve in their apostolic. office. 

~/'T'Ilei-e is to be no homogenization between the. office of Christ, 
apostle, and pastor today, because the first of these two offices is 
distinct and absolutely non-repeatable. Jesus was the atoner. This 
was not the apostolic task. The  apostles were the eye witnesses of 
the resurrection. This 'once and for all' historical observation cannot 
be passed along or even be repeated by faith. There can be 110 apos- 
tolic succession in this sense. -&ut there is n succcssio~~ from Jesus,y 
through the apostles to pasto~:s today ancl this succession is one of 
shepherding and teaching. 

h.) The ofice of congregational care as held by Christ, the Apostles, 
and Pastors. 

To sketch this line of pastors and teaching from jesus to pastors 
is hardly difficult. In fact, if needed, it can he traced to the Old 
Testament where Ezekiel inveighs against the false shepherds. For 
our purposes it is sufficient to confine ourselves to the Ncw Testa- 



~ ~ l e n t .  John ntt~:ihutes pastor211 clualities to bot-11 J'esus ant1 the: ;tl)ostlcs. 
Ch;lpter 10 presents Jesus as tile sheplicrtl \vho vicnriouslv gi\.cs His 
life for the shccp (I?. 11) .  Three times l'etcr is given the specific 
responsibilit!. of feeding the sheep of the Gooil Sl~cpl.lcrc'l ( 2  1 : 15l-f.). 
h4a\.he it is not ncccssary to note that "shepherd" in ]ohn and "~; Is~oL. ) '  
in fi,pl~esiia~~s both translate the samc Creek rvortl, poinzcu.. r l q  claim 
that the thougl~t of Jesus as shcpS.iert1 ant1 pastor as only 21 1.atc1: the- 
ological co~~tr ibut io~i  the church fountl in John docs not ii~cas~ll-c. 
up to thc c\~iclence nvailablc in the Synopt-ics. John's treatment of the 
pastoral ofice of Jesus js itlorc lengthy but  not ~icccssarily niorc 
pl-ofo~~~lt l  than R~latt11ci.c:'~. Jcsus cyuotes Zcchariali 1 3  : 7 in applica- 
tion to I-lin~sclf, " 1  \r:ill strilw the shcpherc'l ant1 thc sheep of thk flock 
\\:ill Ilc sc;~ttcrec'l (26 : 3 I ) . "  

I ,  
:I;:VCII in iVlatthew, Jesus secs the pastoral offj.cc as so~iictlling 

\.i!Iiich .is carricil by others. In 9 :  3 5-3 8, t l ~ c  crowds arc ilescl:il)eil as 
"sheep ~vithout ;I shcl~hertl." 'This statement is .imn~c.<li;~tcl)- follon-etl 
11,. the lanlent that the I;~borers i n  t l ~ c  11;1~\'est ;ire ~CIT'. 1-lcrc ~ i : c  11a.c.c 
;111;11ogic.s o f  sllepherding anil har\?csting iii such closc proximitv that 
it s~~ggcsts that thc task of  SIC pas to^: o r  sI~1cp11erd is ;11so tl;;lt of 
\vorlii~~g i i ~  t'hc harvest. l";lul nloulil later LISC the term 'worlicr,' 
evgni.ns, for ;I pilstor ( I  Timothy 5 : 1 8) .  11s p r e \~ io~ i s l~ -  men tionccl, 
P c l e ~  is specifically given the pastoal functions cscl-cisec'l h\: Jcsus. 
I n  his i-irst epistle ( 5  : Iff.) ,  Peter aiitlrcsscs the pastors, l)res'bz.ltcr-oi, 
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in slwcial regard to their own pastoral f'unciions. I. hesc f i~nctions 
the!; arc to cvcrcise in the light of the cscatologicnl aplwnrancc of 
[lie 'Clsief S1-lcpl1erd,' nrchipoi1~ic7-10s. I can find 110 bcttcr l)l:~cc to 
s~lccinctly trace the .pastoral succession. I-Ic greets thc pastors as a 
sl)cci;ll ~ T O L I ~  of people. 1.Vitl1 the i\:ords 'felloiv pastur," s t ~ ~ k z p r e s h ~ ~ -  
tcros,  hc rcmincls t l~em that together they share tlle s a n e  rcsponsi- 
bilits of pastoral care and congrcgatio~lal s ~ ~ p e r i ~ i s i o ~ l .  J'cter r c s~ r \~c s  
for Ili~nself thc title of martzts, because hc as one of the 'Twelve, Ivns 
s13cc'ikicall!~ appointed to  hc legal witnesses of the T,ordJs suffering. 

c ' lh i s  is ;I i ~ n i q u e  function of the apostolic and not thc pnstor;~l office. 
i\s Jesus l~a(l once told l'etcr to feed J-Iis flock, so Peter entrusts this 

i. rcsponsihilitv to the pastors, r e n ~ i n d i ~ ~ g  then1 that the flocl< is not 
Peter's I I L I ~  Gotl's. ' I ' l~c~l are responsible to Jesus, the Chicf Shepherd. 
Paul i n  his fal-evvell to the Ephesian pastors admo11isl.les them about 
caring for thc sl~ecp ant1 feeding the church over ir711icl1 the I-Joly 
Spirit has appointed them overseers, episcopoi. 

Thc yasto~:al office involves the t ~ v o  functions of pastoring 
teaching.iBy teacher and pastor only ople office is intended. With 

liltlc tlifficulty a succession of teaching from Jesus, to the apostles, 
to pastors can be established. Jesus' preaching is really teaching. The 
conclusion to the sermon on the nlount settles the issues "For he 
taught them as one i.ciho had authority." (Matthew 8 : 2 9 ) .  It was 
&(j's own authority (2  1 ; 23-27; 28 : l d).< Jesus regarcled Himself 
;is il Teacher, as did His contemporaries. 

C: A brief digression here would be helpful. The term "teach," 
didaskein, in the New Testament does not  suggest teaching in the 





the apostles. 'The apostolic supervision was exercised througlr per- 
sollal irisits or through letters. Paul visits the Ephesian pastors (Acts 
20 : 1 7) .  Peter, as mel~tione(l, has special instructions for  pastors iri 
his first epistle. Most convincing is the existence of pastoral epistles 
\vhich are addressed to pastors jn their office. 1 am still of 
the opinion that they are to be attributed to Paul  and that these letters 
are preparing for that time when Paul knows that absence and death 
tx;ill make it impossible for him to esercise direct apostolic episcopal 
supefvisic)n. H e  is ]lot pcr~nitted to pass on his apostolic office in  its 
entirety, a thOLISht ]IF shares with Peter.qHis teaching obligations, 
the preservation of the teaching and the assurance that there bc a 
succession of teachers or pastors, rilust iernain in the church.  As 
I?eter called himself n fellow pastor among other pastors, so Paul 
calls hirnsclf a 'teacher,' I 'T'in~othy 2 :7 ,  2 Timothy 1: 11. Both 

{Tilnothy ;I*(] -S i t~~s  itre to 'teach' (1  Timothy 4 :  11;  'Titus 2:  1). 
\.\'llat they arc. to teach is the 'teaching' or the 'Ooctrine' didaskalin 
( 1 Ti~nothr  4 : 13; Titus 2 : 1 ). 'Timothy is give11 the task of preserv- 
ing tlle P;~stor;~l omce in the church (1 Timothv 5 : 22). Paul's in- 
str~~cti(ms to Timothy in the third cllapter of the first epistle certainly 
inc'licilto thi~t  'T'in~otliy is 11oiv to 1)e entrusted with the task of screen- 
ing nien for thc pastor:11 ofEce. After all isn't: that a purpose of the 
past:ornl Icttcrs! 

TII. 
I>olis ':l'HE NEW ' ~ E S ' . ~ A M E N T  EVIIjENCE PERMI?: U S  TO ,'\PPOIN'r 

IVOMEN I?/\STORS 

I Ilavc gone to great ,length to show that thc office of teaching 
; ~ x ~ c ' l  pastoring is established. by Jcsus and the apostles and was indeed 
escrcisctl by them. Thi.s oficc js given to --I+.----- s ecificallv clesig~~ite(], .j 

I( t-r~iincd - --- men. I t  is an o.%ce that is no wnv to e equated with the ( 
~~cnerXc;ltego:or\. of t h e _ p r i e ~ o o d ~ F ~ ~ ~ ~ e r s  or somF-gGG$- 3 --.--- . . -- - .. 
r~lizt'd . -. . . .. <:,OIKCP~_ .... oi:. t~?~dni,stryl) Having established this, then it wilI ; 
perlli~l).': I)c easicr to nccept thc qualif.ications and linlitatior~s con- i 
nectctl wit11 this office.~Not eilerjl male may assume the office. Jesus i 
(lid not give thc o&ce to ever): office seeker. Janies wants to turn : 
somc :~n;a);. l.'nul is cluite lengthy in laying o t ~ t  the qualifications. 

P:~id in 1 'Ti~notlry 2 : 12 clearl!? denies the pastoral office to 
women. "r  c'lo not permit women to teach." T h r o a h o ~ ~ t  h-x~msxal 

; c istles the te~111 ' t e a , c b s  used in the ~ e n s e - ~ e c e i i r & . ~ - ~ e s e r ~ ~  3--- an(- ~ X I S ~ I I ~  the (10ctrine. Paul's prohibition specificallyxrbids 
women run) ;~ssi~ming tKTffice. Yes, the Ncw Testament ltnows 
of l'riscilla giving instruction to Apollos (Acts 18 : 26) an.d women 
prophetesses'4)ut ncvcr does the NT ascribe to them the  activity of 
teaching, tlicinskein. In fact, it forbids them to do it .  

The Timothy passage is recognized as a commentary on the 
prohibition in I Corinthians 11: 34-36. Here the: word talk, 
and not di,(laskcin is used. The type of talking that is prohibited the 
women is not the mere use of the vocal cords. The Greek word for 
that is 1eg.o and not lalain. In the crucial passage in Matthew 28: 18, 
Jesus officially speaks to the111 as the 'teacher' so Mattllew uses the 
word Inlain. 



.If:' I,VC say  negativol! that wonlen are prohibteil f r o ~ x  this office, , 
the11 \vc say positively that thc office can only be given to 111cr1. This 
is cssel~tinifol. tlie ''pastori11 teaching" succession. l'etcr says that tile 
sllccessol: _I udas nlurst be 111ale, nlzcr, (Acts 1 : 2 1 ). So also :in 
1 'I'.imotl~.ly 3 : 2 aijcl Titus 1 : 6, the I~ishop must 11e an ruler, :I male. 

'T'l~ere ilrc inal ly problenis within the c l~urch which have focused 
on the issue of t l ~ c  ordinatiol~ of woinen pastors. 'l?herc is the issue 
of whether or not the Scriptures are culturally limited anti should we 
use the "eye" of tllc Gospel to pierce through these linlitations. 'T'llere 
is tlre iss1r.e of! whcti~.er or not thc I-loly Spirit is sl~ealting through 
the church totlay .i.c;ith the salne force as He  did through the apostles. 1 'T'liere is the issue of vvhethe~: tlic Scriptures are 1.1inding oi~ly in :j, 

regard to .~vllat is called the Gospel ant1 not the 'I:.n\v i i ~ d  other : 

~natters. 'Th.crc is also Paul's deliberate connection bet\veen his 
prohibition :~gnii~st  'cvou~en pastors 2nd tlic accounts o f  creation ancl 
the fall. In the h;Iisso~rri Syriod I see the matter of women pastors 
as intinlattrly con~lcctccl with our trnderstanding of tlle ofice of tlle 
pastor. If we itcccpt, 1-he Bil~lical cviclence that the ofice has been r 
~1ivin~l.y crcatcti wit11 sj~cci;ll ~:cquirements for entrance and special 
obligations, we must folloiv the tradition of oui: church, the c i ~ u ~ - c h  
thro~ig110~1t tlli' ages, thc cal-1). church, ant1 the apostolic c h ~ r c h  and 
con t i~ l i i~  to resist o ~ d a i n i n g  \Jiomen into the pastoral officc. 
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