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“15 Moreover if thy brother shall trespass agai nst
thee, go and tell himhis fault between thee and hi m al one:
if he shall hear thee, thou hast gained thy brother.

“16 But if he will not hear thee, then take with t hee
one or two nore, that in the mouth of two or three w tnesses
every word may be establi shed.

“17 And if he shall neglect to hear them tell it unto
the church: but if he neglect to hear the church, |et himbe
unto thee as an heathen nman and a publi can.

“18 Verily | say unto you, \Watsoever ye shall bind on
earth shall be bound in heaven: and what soever ye shal
| oose on earth shall be | oosed in heaven.

“19 Again | say unto you, That if tw of you shal
agree on earth as touching any thing that they shall ask, it
shall be done for them of ny Father which is in heaven.

“20 For where two or three are gathered together in ny
name, there aml in the mdst of them” [Mtthew 18: 15-20]

| contend that this Scripture passage teaches dispute
resolution that can be used for disagreenents over issues of
doctri ne.

The exanple fromthis day and age woul d i nclude the disputes
| had with ny sister over doctrine. She went to one Christian
church and I went to another. Her faith was nore in line with
Cal vini st teaching while | |eaned to a nore Baptist and
Charismati c.

My current understanding of this dispute resolution would be
that as we could not work out our differences even with the
assi stance of others, we should have presented our case to the
Church to let the Church decide. Then when we had the ruling of
t he Church we woul d each have the option of submtting or
separating fromthe Church

Let’s look at the history of the Church as narrated in
Scri pture:



“1l And certain nmen which came down from Judaea taught
the brethren, and said, Except ye be circuntised after the
manner of Mdses, ye cannot be saved.

“2 When therefore Paul and Barnabas had no smal
di ssension and disputation with them they determ ned that
Paul and Barnabas, and certain other of them should go up
to Jerusalemunto the apostles and el ders about this
guestion.” [Acts 15:1, 2]

Here the Apostle Paul was not able to resolve the dispute
over doctrine even though he personally failed to work it out
even when nultiple individuals were involved. They tried the
formul a of Matthew 18 of first confront one on one and then the
second of working with a small group.

Here is the key issue; step three, tell it to the church.

Let’s go back a little in the book of Acts to where Paul was
sent out by the Church:

“1l Now there were in the church that was at Antioch
certain prophets and teachers; as Barnabas, and Sineon that
was called N ger, and Lucius of Cyrene, and Manaen, which
had been brought up with Herod the tetrarch, and Saul .

“2 As they mnistered to the Lord, and fasted, the Holy
Ghost said, Separate ne Barnabas and Saul [Paul] for the
wor k whereunto | have called them

“3 And when they had fasted and prayed, and laid their
hands on them they sent them away.

“4 So they, being sent forth by the Holy Ghost,
departed unto Sel eucia; and fromthence they sailed to
Cyprus.” [Acts 13:1-4]

Pl ease note that it was “church that was at Antioch” that
sent out Paul on his mssionary mnistry. Wen Paul decided to
“tell it to the church”, why did he not just tell it to the
“church that was at Antioch” as that was the church that “sent
t hem away” ?

Apparently, Paul interpreted the procedure step from Matt hew
18 to “tell it to the church” meant nore than submtting it to
just the local church. Wat was done in Acts 15 was that they
woul d go “unto the apostles and el ders about this question”.



Now go back to ny sister and I. W each held to the
teachings of different churches. W were working that a church
was sinply and assenbly of believers using the Scripture: “20 For
where two or three are gathered together in ny nanme, there am|
in the mdst of them”™ [Matthew 18: 20]

So if we were correct in our interpretation of what “tell it
to the church” we would each be telling it to different churches
and then get different answers as both ny sister and | held views
consistent with our respective church.

But Paul did not submt the issue to his local church but to
the church consisting of the apostles and elders. And it was not
just Paul that submtted the issue but also those who he was
di sputing wth.

“4 And when they were cone to Jerusalem they were
recei ved of the church, and of the apostles and el ders, and
they declared all things that God had done with them

“5 But there rose up certain of the sect of the
Phari sees whi ch believed, saying, That it was needful to
circunctise them and to command themto keep the | aw of
Moses.

“6 And the apostles and elders canme together for to
consider of this matter.” [Acts 15:4-6]

Note that in verses 4 and 5 the church at Jerusalemis
involved with the presentation of both sides of the issue and yet
inverse 6 it is just the “apostles and el ders” that “cane
together for to consider of this matter”.

Now maybe you coul d make the case that the church is just
the assenbly of any group of Christians but you can not say the
sane concerning the “apostles and elders”. W can go back to
Acts 2 to find the make up of the church:

“38 Then Peter said unto them Repent, and be baptized
every one of you in the nanme of Jesus Christ for the
rem ssion of sins, and ye shall receive the gift of the Holy
Ghost .

“39 For the promise is unto you, and to your children
and to all that are afar off, even as many as the LORD our
God shal |l call

“40 And with many other words did he testify and



exhort, saying, Save yourselves fromthis untoward
generati on.

“41 Then they that gladly received his word were
bapti zed: and the sanme day there were added unto them about
t hree thousand soul s.

“42 And they continued stedfastly in the apostles
doctrine and fellowship, and in breaking of bread, and in
prayers.” [Acts 2:38-]

It is very clear that in verse 41 that those that believed
and baptized were “added” into the church.

But there is a great leap to say that the final decision
maki ng was thus |left unto those sinply added to the church. The
Apostl e Paul did not see it that way. He presented his case to
the “apostles and el ders”.

So how does one becone an “apostle”? W see clearly that
el ders are appointed by the apostles and those designated by the
apost | es.

“23 And when they [Paul] had ordained themelders in
every church, and had prayed with fasting, they comrended
themto the Lord, on whomthey believed.” [Acts 14: 23]

“5 For this cause left | [Paul] thee in Crete, that
t hou shoul dest set in order the things that are wanting, and
ordain elders in every city, as | had appointed thee:”
[ Titus 1:5]

There are only two exanpl es of making apostles recorded in
Scripture. The first is where Jesus nakes twelve of Hi's
di sciples to be Apostles:

“13 And when it was day, he called unto himhis
di sci pl es: and of them he chose twelve, whom al so he naned
apostles;” [Luke 6:13]

The second i s where apostolic succession is established:

“15 And in those days Peter stood up in the mdst of
the disciples, and said, (the nunber of nanmes together were
about an hundred and twenty,)

“16 Men and brethren, this scripture nust needs have
been fulfilled, which the Holy Ghost by the nouth of David



spake before concerning Judas, which was guide to themthat
t ook Jesus.

“17 For he was nunbered wth us, and had obtai ned part
of this mnistry.

“18 Now this man purchased a field wth the reward of
iniquity; and falling headl ong, he burst asunder in the
m dst, and all his bowels gushed out.

“19 And it was known unto all the dwellers at
Jerusal emy insonmuch as that field is called in their proper
tongue, Aceldama, that is to say, The field of bl ood.

“20 For it is witten in the book of Psalns, Let his
habi tati on be desolate, and |l et no man dwell therein: and
hi s bi shoprick | et another take.

“21 Wherefore of these nen which have conpanied wth us
all the tinme that the Lord Jesus went in and out anong us,

“22 Beginning fromthe baptismof John, unto that sane
day that he was taken up fromus, nust one be ordained to be
a wtness with us of his resurrection.

“23 And they appointed two, Joseph called Barsabas, who
was surnanmed Justus, and Matt hi as.

“24 And they prayed, and said, Thou, Lord, which
knowest the hearts of all nen, shew whether of these two
t hou hast chosen,

“25 That he may take part of this mnistry and
apost | eship, from which Judas by transgression fell, that he
m ght go to his own place.

“26 And they gave forth their lots; and the lot fel
upon Matthias; and he was nunbered with the el even
apostles.” [Acts 1:15-26]

The significant itemwe cannot dismss is that the rol e of
the other apostles was critical in the determ nation of a new
apost | e.

So while menbership in the church is open to all who
bel i eved and were baptized, the |eadership of the church is
limted to those appointed by the apostles along with the elders
who were appointed by the apostles or appointed by those



desi gnat ed by the apostl| es.

Let’s go back to our first Scripture passage and deal with
verse 18

“18 Verily | say unto you, \Watsoever ye shall bind on
earth shall be bound in heaven: and what soever ye shal
| oose on earth shall be | oosed in heaven.” [Matthew 20: 18]

Can you say this applies to anyone in the church? Does it
not specifically refer to the authority give by Jesus to those
first twelve apostles?

The authority of the church thus flows downward from Jesus
to the twelve apostles, their successors and those designated by
t hem

Thus we conclude that “tell it to the church” does not nean
to tell it to a grouping of church nenbers but to the |eadership
of the church that is directly connected to the | eadership of
that church established by Jesus when he appointed the twelve
apost | es.

But what about ny sister? She and | |ooked to different
| ocal churches that were not in fellowship with any common
| eadership. Since the Apostle Paul could not convince his
adversaries of Acts 15, how could anyone expect nme to convince ny
sister or ny sister to convince ne? If it took the Apostle Pau
appealing to the “apostles and elders” to resolve his dispute,
how could ny sister and | have resol ved our dispute w thout the
sane avenue of appeal ?

A few years ago, | sat down to breakfast with a | ocal
Baptist mnister. | was fromthe north so | really did not have
much understandi ng of the roots of the southern Baptist churches.
| asked hi mwhen his denom nation was founded. | was expecting a
response that focused on the need to separate because of the
civil war. | was literally shocked when he said his denom nation
started just two (2) years ago. He explained that there was a
di spute anong the churches of the previous denom nation and the
result was the formation of a new denom nati on

What he did not say was: “W were wong so we got together
with a few other churches that were also wong and forned our own
denom nation.”

What he also did not say in words but the inplication was
clearly: “W were nore spiritual so we got together with a few



ot her churches that were also nore spiritual and fornmed our own
denom nation.”

Now t hese were Bible believing Baptist who split. One group
did not just reject the Bible but it was nore of how one took the
Bible and put it into practice.

What really confused nme about this Baptist church is that |
woul d conme and visit when we living in New Jersey well before the
split. Everything seened fine to ne then and after the split,
every thing al so seened fine.

“Sonmething is rotten in Denmark”. That is a very fanous
guote. It applies here. The point is not just what is wong
just that sonmething is wong. The base problemis that the
“apostl es and el ders” that Paul appealed to were not appealed to
in order to resolve the dispute with the Baptist church nor with
t he di spute between ny sister and |

So who's fault is it? D d the apostles and elders all die
out? Did the procedure of apostolic succession described in Acts
1 stop being utilized? D d “the apostles and el ders” stop com ng
“together for to consider”?

There are sonme Christians who actually teach that if the
Bi bl e does not say sonmething, it just did not happen. They say
Peter did not go to Ronme because the Bible never said he did?
VWell the Bible never recorded the death of Peter so is he stil
alive?



