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Godly Men and Women, Pt 2 
November 6, 2022 
1 Timothy 2:8-15 
 Here we are, 1 Timothy 2:8-15. I know many of you are waiting 
with bated breath for what I am going to say. I announce to you that I 
intend to stick closely to the text: what does the text say. What does the 
text of 1 Timothy 2 say about the roles of men and women in the church? 
And I remind you that this is part 2 of this sermon on this text, with the 
same main point as last week: God desires godliness in how the men and 
women of His Church conduct themselves. That really is the main point. 
It is the same for men as it is for women. He wants godliness. And it is 
also clear that he targets his comments here in ways that could be 
applicable to all but tend to be more of an issue for one gender over the 
other, again as we said last week. In other words, just as it is wrong for 
men to blow up in church gatherings, so it is wrong for women to do so. 
He puts it in the context of men because temperament is a particularly 
common problem for men. The same for provocative dress. It is wrong 
for all to dress provocatively, but it is a particularly common problem for 
women. We covered all of that last week, for those who weren’t here. 
 And so, we pick up today with the issues of teaching, learning, and 
exercising authority. These are the subjects at hand in this portion of the 
text. And Paul here has instruction for the women of the church. There 
are ways in which these things are to be done in godliness, and there are 
ways these things are NOT to be done if godliness is a priority.  

But I acknowledge at the outset that these are the issues that tend to 
bring out the raised concerns and emotion among many, particularly in 
our day, as it seems demeaning, offensive, chauvinistic, misogynistic. It has 
led some to discount Paul altogether on this issue, or perhaps view this as 
a blind spot to be ignored. Many others simply view it as specific 
instructions given to a particular situation at a particular time and 
therefore having very limited application. In other words, some hold that 
Paul’s teaching here was addressing “the wild women of Ephesus” and not 
making sweeping statements to be applied by all for all time. 

But that is not how the text comes to us. It comes to us as the 
Word of God, profitable for teaching, for reproof, for correction, and for 
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training in righteousness as Paul writes later in his second letter to 
Timothy. And in this case, it is consistent with teaching elsewhere, it is 
reasoned from a broader context than just the situation in Ephesus, it fits 
how churches work, how men and women relate to each other. I see here 
no good reason to greatly limit the application of this text. 

So, let’s read the whole text and get started. READ 1 Timothy 2:8-
15. 
 
Main point: Men and women ought to display godliness in how they 
conduct themselves within the church. 
 
 The context is behavior and practices within the church, the 
concern is godliness, what is proper for those who profess godliness, the 
issue is problems commonly faced by men and commonly faced by 
women, and how they reflect on the church and its Lord. How we behave 
reflects on who we are, how we view Christ and His Church, and are 
therefore important to God. (2 parts) 
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I. God's women show godliness by not demanding power.  vv.11-14 
 Just as it is now, power, authority, strife among the sexes was an 
issue 2,000 years ago. It was an issue in the Roman empire. It was an issue 
in Timothy’s church in Ephesus. It was an issue in Corinth. It had to be 
addressed. Here, Paul's instructions about authority will likely bother the 
power hungry among us, just as it did in his day. And lest you think this 
is just an issue for women, just wait until we get to the section on how to 
treat pastors! There it applies to all in the pew! 
  

v.11- Let a woman learn quietly with all submissiveness.  
 

“let”- This is a term of exhortation, similar to “you must, or make 
sure”.  Two commands follow.  One in the positive, the other in the 
negative. 
 “learn quietly”--  Before we get to the point here, I hope you can 
see that Paul assumes that women will learn, that they are included in 
teaching sessions within the church. This itself would have been radical in 
the day, particularly in Jewish settings. So, the issue is not whether they 
ought to learn, but how. What should be their behavior while sitting 
under the teaching of the church: “quietly with all submissiveness.” What 
is the alternative?  To loudly resist or rebel against authority.  He 
admonishes women to resist the urge to rebel against authority, trying to 
show that you know more than the teacher does (also good advice for 
men but here especially for women). It would reflect ungodliness to 
publicly shame the male teachers of the church, as if you ought to be the 
one teaching, not them. Do not use your voice to rebel against your 
teachers. 
 “with all submissiveness"--IOW-with the attitude of a student who 
needs to learn rather than a frustrated teacher who wishes she was 
teaching. I am well aware that “submit” is a dirty word among many. It is 
used often in Scripture, in the context of our relationship with Christ as 
Lord, in our relationship to government, in our relationship in marriage, 
and here in the teaching ministry of the church. There is nothing wrong, 
or unseemly or repulsive about the word, “submit.” It simply means to 
place oneself under the authority of. You cannot see this word without 
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the context of authority. And yes, I know there are different words 
translated as submit, but the issue is the same. To submit is to place 
oneself under the authority of. As with the Roman soldier and his 
interaction with Jesus, submission to authority is a fact of life in this 
world. It is how things function without falling apart. Imagine a military 
where there was no submission. Imagine a society without submission. In 
the same way, imagine a church with no submission to the authorities 
placed by God over you. Submission to ruling authorities is a necessary 
component to a healthy church. As we will see in chapter 3, having godly 
leaders in authority is just as necessary to a healthy church. So, it goes 
both ways. But submission is NOT a bad thing. It is a necessary thing. 
Ours is an orderly God, a point Paul will make later in the chapter. 
 

12 I do not permit a woman to teach or to exercise authority over a 
man; rather, she is to remain quiet.   

 
“I do not permit a woman to teach”-- Here it is.  The verse which 

has caused angst to so many of our day.  The language is clear and 
unambiguous.  Paul here instructs Timothy's church that women are not 
to teach or exercise authority over men. The problem is not so much the 
words, but the extent of the words or how to apply them. Is this absolute, 
normative, outdated, sexist, or limited?  

Let’s start with what is clear. Paul is clearly addressing women here, 
though in principle much of it applies to men as well. Men ought not 
usurp the authority of their teachers as well. Just as arguing ought not be 
in prayer meetings or worship services, so it ought not be in classrooms. 

Just as clearly, at least to me, the teaching here is a specific kind of 
teaching in specific settings. Paul will instruct in his letter to Titus that 
older women are to teach younger women. So, this is not a blanket 
statement against all teaching. It is also put in the context of the church 
and specifically the official teaching of the church. In other words, the 
overarching issue here is that false teaching has crept into the church at 
Ephesus, teaching contrary to the gospel and Scripture. This is what Paul 
is addressing. We will learn later in this book and then in the second 
letter that some of these false teachers had targeted women, filling them 
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with false teaching (chapter 5 and 2 Tim.3). It makes sense to me that 
such women were taking that false teaching into the teaching sessions of 
the church and causing a scene. They had been influenced by false 
teaching and were making their voices heard against the authoritative 
teachings of the church. Again, is this only an issue for women? Not at all. 
But respect, shame, challenging authority among the sexes does play into 
the situation. That is clear since Paul deals with it in this way. 

So here, he says that certain authoritative, biblical teaching ought to 
be reserved for the men of the church. He links it together with holding 
authority over men. Neither is permitted. The primary teaching, 
authoritative roles within the church are reserved for the men. Godly 
women will not rebel against that, they will remain quiet rather than insist 
on equality in roles. Again, the issue is not can they teach, can they have 
any authority. The issue is teaching men, authority over men, particularly 
the leaders of their church. This says nothing about teaching other 
women, teaching children, having authority structures to govern their 
ministries. The issue is how to behave in such a way that reflects 
godliness, to show a submission to Christ by submitting to the structures 
He set in place over His Church. And as I’ve already stated, we ALL are 
to be submissive to the LORD of the Church. Here is how it ought to 
work for women, particularly in their setting of mixed company, the local 
church. 
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II.   History shows what happens when we think we know better than 
God how things ought to operate. Vv.13-15 
 This is where Paul points to a pivotal time in human history to give 
credence to his instruction: creation and the fall. 
 

13 For Adam was formed first, then Eve; 
 
 This short verse is problematic for many. Paul appeals not to the 
curse, the result of the fall as if this was not the way God intended. No, 
Paul appeals to the order of creation before the fall, the way God DID 
intend it to be. Man was created first. And the text of Genesis 2 goes on 
to explain that the woman was created to complete, to assist, to help the 
man. The woman was created to address an issue that was “not good.” 
Paul uses God’s description of creation, and pronounces that there was 
purpose behind the description. There was significance to the creation 
order.  

Again, does this imply that men are in any way superior or more 
valuable to God simply because they were created first? ABSOLUTELY 
NOT! Scripture is clear, all Christians are equal, all are to be treated with 
honor, indeed women are to be treated as co-heirs of the grace of life as 
Peter puts it in 1 Peter 3. But there is order in the way God created 
things, us, and we ought not ignore that. We were meant to work 
together, with order, whether in society, in the home, or here in the 
church. So, why do women need to submit to godly male authority within 
the church? Because to rebel against that authority goes against God's 
created order and demonstrates the problem seen right from the first sin: 
when good men fail to lead, everything falls apart.  God's Word teaches 
it.  History supports it.  Nature demonstrates it.  It should not surprise 
us. 
 
 14 and Adam was not deceived, but the woman was deceived and 
became a transgressor 
 
 I want to be clear and a bit cautious here. Paul makes this statement 
but does not tell us what we are to take from his statement, just that this 
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is what happened. It could be that he is saying that women are more easily 
deceived. But I don’t think that is the point. It seems to me, Paul is 
buttressing his last point by saying, “look what happened when Eve 
usurped her husband’s role! She sinned and he stood and watched and 
then joined her in it.” God gave the charge to Adam not to eat of the tree. 
Eve was taught, but ignored that charge and ate, AS DID HER 
HUSBAND WHO WAS WITH HER! When she took leadership, how 
did that turn out? It is not necessarily that she was more easily deceived, 
but that Adam was supposed to lead and he did not, and ever since we 
have all suffered the consequences of their decision. The point seems to 
be that when Eve went against the order established by God, sin resulted. 
Elsewhere in Romans 5 we are taught that God holds Adam responsible 
for that first sin, not Eve. But here Paul uses this situation as an 
illustration of what happens when you think you know more about how 
things ought to operate than God does. You too fall into sin, you lead 
others into sin. Don’t be like that. Submit to God’s instructions. Be godly 
in how you behave in the church. 
 
 15 Yet she will be saved through childbearing—if they continue in 
faith and love and holiness, with self-control. 
 
 Next, Paul gives a corrective perspective lest his readers come to a 
wrong conclusion. He appeals to childbearing, or more precisely “THE” 
childbearing. Now, bearing children is no picnic. I haven’t experienced it, 
but I was there four times when my wife did, (full disclosure, with our 
first, I was there until I almost fainted after the baby was born and they 
sent me out of the room). Bearing children is a very difficult but 
honorable role.  Giving birth is a role which no man has ever fulfilled, not 
even in this era of “trans-genderism.” Men do not give birth. Women do. 
They can and are charged with doing something no man can do. In other 
words, no man can go, “this is not fair. I want to go through childbirth!” 
 So, this verse has generic application that is truthful. But hidden 
here is something that I think makes it even deeper. There is a definite 
article here that is often untranslated. Literally, the text says she will be 
saved through “THE” childbearing. And the issue brought up is salvation. 
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I think this is pointing to the fact that it is through the woman (as 
predicted in Gen. 3) that salvation has come when she bore the Christ 
child. Yes, women were given a role in God’s plan that no man could ever 
fulfill: giving birth to the Messiah. And all of us can share in the benefits 
of that role. All women can benefit from it if they embrace it for 
themselves and continue on in the faith. That is how I read v.15.   
 

So what do we do with these verses?  We could do as some have 
done and pretend they do not exist (don't look, don't tell).  We could do 
as others have done and claim they have only limited application to the 
extreme conditions (only if women get wildly out of hand like they did in 
Ephesus).  We could do as others have done and claim that they no 
longer apply (Paul's outdated hierarchical view of reality).  We could do 
as others have done and find new definitions to the terms used (this must 
refer to church business meetings, or that the submission of Scripture is 
mutual and both ways). 
 Or we could do as the church has faithfully done for 2,000 years 
and apply them to ourselves. That is the choice we face. 
 What's Paul's point?  His point is that godly women should 
demonstrate their godliness by not trying to usurp the authority given to 
godly men, here in the context of the church.  Their lives should 
demonstrate a respect for godly leadership by men.  Should we be 
surprised by this instruction?  Not at all.  Jesus had the highest respect for 
authority.  Look at His relationship with His Father.  “We are One,” He 
said, “and yet my mission is to do the will of Him who sent Me.”  Both 
are true at the same time.  He was equal with God, yet humbled himself, 
gaining a name which is above every name. 
 God knows men and women are different.  He knows the strengths 
and weaknesses of each one of us.  He knows how we tend to deal with 
issues and He has decreed that in His Church, men should lead. He can 
do that, He is Lord over the Church.  He even tells them how to lead: as 
servants.  There's the key.  Leadership, authority in God's kingdom 
involves service.  The whole plan working is dependent on leaders serving 
those they lead as we will begin to examine next week. Our problem with 
this issue is that we too often have the wrong view of leadership.  It is not 



Page 9 

a right to be lorded over those who do not have it.  It is a responsibility, 
never to be taken lightly, always exercised from a position of humility and 
servanthood. 
 Why are there such problems with this issue?  I can think of two 
basic reasons. First, there is a basic lack of understanding of the nature of 
the church as laid out in 1 Corinthians 12: a body made up of different 
parts, all important, all of equal value, but all different. The church 
functions best when arms are arms, legs are legs, lungs are lungs, and we 
are not complaining that we are not some other part of the body. It has to 
be okay that some have one role, some another. We always run into 
trouble when we compare roles and think we ought to be allowed to take 
on the role of another.  

The second reason relates to the first. Too often there is a lack of 
honor shown to those who faithfully do as God has charged. 1 Cor. 12 
makes clear that we ought to lift up in special honor those whose roles 
might seem dishonorable. We are not only to honor the highest, but 
honor the lowest. That is how the body of Christ was designed to 
function. In this case, men too often do not adequately honor godly 
women.  Too often, men of the church do as the Gentiles do, they lord it 
over them.  They take their position of authority and use it to control 
others, treating them like dirt, like second-class citizens, like slaves or 
animals or trophies.  Lording control is a wicked, evil thing.  Too often 
women have been treated in such ways. That is especially disgusting when 
it happens in the church.   I am convinced that if women were given the 
place of honor which God intends for them, they would gladly follow the 
leadership of men.  They would bask in the place of privilege reserved for 
them.  They would join men in serving our Lord, working tirelessly for 
His Kingdom.  It is true in the family, it is true in the church. If only men 
would show them honor!  Am I right, women? 
 Now I know there are many out there today who feel it is beneath a 
woman to lower herself to the place of following the leadership of men. 
They have been gifted by God and they ought to be able to use those gifts 
to their fullest extent.  My answer to them is that there is nothing too low 
for a Christian.  It is warped worldly thinking to believe that women must 
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have equal power to have equal status and value, and self-esteem, just as it 
is warped worldly thinking for men to think some roles are beneath them. 
 
 So what does this passage teach us?  First of all, here are some 
things this passage does not teach us. 
 --It does not say women should be trampled underfoot.  That is 
sinful. 
 --It does not say that women are in any way second-class or less 
vital or less than equal partners. That too is sinful. 
 --It does not say women should never speak in church.  Silent here 
does not mean mute. It means to behave in a way that does not challenge 
godly male leadership. 
 --It does not teach that women should have no insights into 
spiritual matters. 
 --It does not teach that women should never expect to receive or use 
gifts of teaching or discernment or administration. 
 --It does not teach that women should have no role in the worship 
service, or business meetings or Bible studies. 
  Then what does it teach? 
 --It teaches that some roles within the church are reserved for men: 
those roles at the highest levels of teaching and leadership responsibilities. 
 --It teaches that women are to resist the urge to publicly obstruct 
the teaching and authority of men. 
 --It teaches that men are to take seriously their responsibility to 
lead. 
 --It teaches that receptive hearts are key to godly character. 
 --It teaches that there are profound and important differences 
between men and women and these differences are to be respected and 
cherished, not downplayed and destroyed. 
 --It teaches that on this issue, we as the church of Jesus Christ must 
not reflect the prevailing winds of our society. 
 How do we apply what is taught?  What positions are open or 
closed to women? 
 I very much appreciate an article written by Dr. Wayne Grudem, 
one of my professors.  Instead of viewing the restrictions on teaching and 
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authority as all-or-none, he puts them on a scale from smallest to greatest 
authority or teaching.  Then he asks us to determine where our line would 
be between never, undesirable, allowable, or encouraged.  This has been 
quite helpful for me.  The issue is not whether women are allowed to 
serve or use their gifts.  The issue is how they can fully utilize them 
without usurping the God-given role of leadership for men.  
 The bottom line is that we must work together, utilizing all of our 
gifts, but at the same time, use them in a way which honors God.  For 
women this will present certain challenges and rewards.  For men it will 
present other challenges and rewards. 
 Let us not fight over who has the positions of leadership.  Such 
fighting is beneath Christians.  Instead, let us strive in out-serving each 
other.  God will bless us if we do.  
 Women, if you are resisting the limitations of Scripture, you need 
to check your heart.  If you find yourself trying to come up with an escape 
hatch, you need to open yourself to God's teaching.  It is completely 
consistent with Scripture to believe in total equality, yet still have 
distinction and order in responsibilities. 
 Men, if you are content to sit back like Adam and watch as others 
lead in your place, you need to check your heart.  Or if you are in 
leadership and you find it difficult to be a servant as a leader, instead 
seeing your position as one of power to be used to lord it over others, 
then you need to change or get out of leadership.  Now.  If you find it 
easier to criticize others for failing to live up to your expectations than it 
is to ask others how you can serve them, then you need to open yourself 
up to God.  If you have not shown honor to those who are following you, 
then you need to change.  This passage is applied to the church, but there 
are parallel passages expressing the same sentiments about the home.  
There is no place for lording leaders in the church of Jesus Christ. 


