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 Did not the apostle Paul instruct that an elder who is scripturally qualified will be "apt to 
teach" (1 Tim. 3:2)? But where in the Bible does Paul write that "an elder must be apt to retain 
members and their money?" It is in the verse Paul would have written had he been guided by the 
wisdom of men instead of the wisdom of the Holy Spirit. Why is it that so many men who serve 
as elders today give priority to this uninspired, man-made "qualification" and ignore the inspired 
qualifications given by the Holy Spirit? The answer is pressure and lack of respect for the Word 
of God! 

The name of the game today is people and programs. The more people and programs a 
congregation has the more successful it is in the eyes of the world (and in the eyes of many 
moderate church members as well). Such being the case, many elders find themselves under 
considerable pressure to retain every member of the flock regardless of the price that has to be 
paid to do so. It is a tragic shame and disgrace that many who profess to be elders fear people 
more than they do God. They need to take to heart the Lord's warning to His apostles: "And be 
not afraid of them that kill the body, but are not able to kill the soul: but rather fear him who is 
able to destroy both soul and body in hell" (Matt. 10:28). 

Before proceeding any further with this article, let me hasten to say that I am in no way 
opposed to godly elders shepherding and overseeing congregations of the Lord's people. Such is 
the Lord's plan (Titus 1:5), and every congregation should make every effort to select godly men 
who are scripturally qualified to pastor and oversee the flock. Godly elders are to be loved and 
appreciated, and those who "rule well" are "worthy of double honor" (1 Tim. 5:17). May their 
tribe increase, and may members respect and submit to them! 

So many congregations of the Lord's people today are facing a spiritual crisis. It grieves my 
heart that those who are supposed to be the shepherds guarding the flock are allowing and 
oftentimes encouraging the wolves to nurture the lambs. Farmers exhibit more wisdom in regard 
to their livestock than some elders exhibit with the souls of men. Wil l  a farmer willingly place a 
possum in his henhouse? Will he invite a coyote to move into a stall with a young calf? One 
does not have to be a farmer to know the answer to these questions. Why then will elders 
willingly place a "ravening wolf in the pulpit (cf. Matt. 5:17)? Why will elders allow teachers 
advocating uncertain sounds in a classroom with the young or the old? Oh, I almost forgot why - 
an elder must be apt to retain members and their money! 
Worthy of careful consideration at this point is the ideal that an elder cannot lead the flock if the 
flock refuses to follow, and thus the elder should resign. Did anyone ever stop to think that 
swallowing this ideal hook, line, and sinker is sure-fire way to remove godly elders so that 
liberal, worldly-minded brethren can take control? Just because a number  (even a large number) 
of brethren refuse to follow the lead of godly elders, does this mean that these godly men should step 
down as leaders? 

Perhaps an Old Testament incident from Exodus 32 will help us to clearly see the truth of this 
matter. Moses was God's appointed leader of the people of Israel. While Moses was on the mount 
receiving commandments from God, the people demanded that Aaron make "gods" for them. Aaron, 
desiring to retain the favor of all the people, acquiesced. Does God tell Moses that the people have 
decided to follow him no longer and that he ought to step down and allow Aaron to lead the 
people? No, God tells Moses to return quickly as the people have "corrupted themselves" (v. 7). 



Did Moses upon hearing the delighted crowd singing and dancing (vss. 18-19) decide that it might be 
best to not upset them? No, Moses destroyed the "god" they had made (v. 20) and called for all the 
people who were "on Jehovah's side" to come to him (v. 26). All the sons of Levi were willing to 
follow Moses and stood by him. What happened to those who were not content to follow their God-
given leader? Those who were willing to follow Moses were commanded to kill about three 
thousand people who rebelled at Moses' leadership (v. 28). 

Am I suggesting that today the faithful should slay their brethren who no longer desire to follow 
the leadership of godly elders? No, but there is a principle that must be grasped. Many elders 
today do not want to run the risk of losing only fifty people in order to keep the Lord's church pure. 
Elders who do not want to lose the presence and money of fifty rebellious brethren who balk at 
doing God's will need to realize that such a decision will be disastrous to the cause of Christ. A little 
bad leaven will ruin the entire lump (1 Cor. 5:6). Elders, God never intended for the tail to wag the 
dog! Do not succumb to pressure as Aaron did! 

(Part 2 next week) 
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