DEVELOPING BIBLICAL LEADERSHIP
6. “Bible-Based Leadership Structure!”
Biblical Eldership:  by Alexander Strauch

Study: Ch. 6, Pgs. 101-117
Introduction:

As I write this Bible Study on chapter 6 of our book: Biblical Eldership, you need to know that I am not in total agreement with the author.  I do appreciate greatly his emphasis on the importance and qualifications of eldership to give leadership to the Christian church.  He has done an outstanding job demonstrating how the early church of 200-600 A.D. developed a church government that reflected the government of the Roman Empire.  The church was divided into clergy and laity, with the clergy having all the authority and power.
My problem with this chapter is the author’s insistence that the New Testament established the style, structure and mode of church government for all time.  On Page 103 the author acknowledges that “many contemporary scholars…conclude that no one can insist when a biblical model of church government for all churches because the Bible doesn’t”  The author concludes that this “simply does not fit the Biblical evidence.”
Having read the entire chapter, “The Church”, in his book A Theology of the New Testament, by Geldon Ladd,  Pp. 531-549, in contrast to Strauch, I lean to Ladd’s conclusion that there is no real teaching or informative Bible instruction of church government for the early church.  With Ladd I would agree that both elders and bishops engaged in ruling and teaching the church.  That the elders acted collectively is clear from I Timothy 4:14 as they laid hands on Timothy.  But to claim that the New Testament does not allow for a lead elder or pastor to exercise his fit of leadership in a church is straining the point.  As Paul writes to young Timothy, he addressed Timothy as having considerable influence and authority in the church in Ephesus.  Although no title is given him the tone of instruction from Paul shows that he occupied a place of authority more so as its pastor than Paul’s apostolic delegate.  This spirit of addressing a church lead elder or pastor can also be said about Titus.
The comments that the author makes on pg. 105 (bottom paragraph) also needs to be challenged.  He states that the “angels” of the seven churches in Revelation 1:20; 2:1,8, 10,18; 3:1,7,14 were not pastors, but actual angelic beings.  Is he saying that Jesus is referring to a hierarchy of angelic beings who are doing or not doing a good job in the churches for which they are responsible? That interpretation is totally unacceptable to me.
As you study this chapter, recognize the strong arguments the author derives from scripture as to the importance and function of the plurality of elder led churches.  Then, further, ask yourself why would it be inconsistent for a church government to also have a lead elder who has gifts of leadership and teaching and to exercise his gifts within the church?  If we want to follow a wooden literalism of the Bible, then, why not use Eph. 4:11 as the pattern for all church structure and government?  Along with elders and deacons we would need apostles, prophets, evangelists and pastor teachers.
1 What do you see is the strength and purpose of plurality of elders in the church? 
2 Having two perspectives of plurality of eldership, how do you know it?
3 What is the advantage of having one elder exercising gifts of leadership?

· What are the dangers?

     4   How has Rancho Community Church structured its church government that respects elder rule, yet recognizes the need for a gifted elder to express vision, leader ship and teaching?   I Tim 5:17-18 
