
Questions & Answers 
9-12-10, Maury Hills Church 

 
Today we finally wrap up our “Women in the Church” series.  I know some of you were ready to 
stop talking about it after week two and some of you still need a few more weeks.  I promise 
you I have more material but it’s time to end.  I’ve read all kind of information on this topic and 
if you need more study I put a sheet in the lobby with some recommended resources.  Today 
we’re doing Q&A from the questions you’ve sent me over the past couple of weeks.  We’ll dive 
right in because we have a lot to cover. 

1. What prompted this?  Where did all of this come from?  Why now? I tried to answer part of 
that in the first message in the series.  Part of it’s a response to the changing culture, part of it’s 
a response to the diversity of this church and part of it’s just trying to be faithful to God’s Word.  
Going back to the Bible and asking if our practices line up with Scripture.  But it really all started 
in January of 2009.   

Every winter we have a leadership retreat with our shepherds and ministers and on Friday night 
of the retreat we pick out an issue to study together.  No outside books, no prep work, just our 
Bibles and an issue.  It’s always one that we feel like we’ll have to address in the next couple of 
years and we want to clarify our position on it.  In 2009, we chose the topic of women’s role.  
What we did before we began the study is we had one of those easel pads and said let’s write 
down every rule that we can think of (written or unwritten) that we grew up with in regards to 
women’s role.  We wrote all kinds of rules and we said if we feel it’s a Biblical rule then we’ll 
write it in black ink and if we feel like it’s not then we’ll write it in red ink.  We filled up four or 
five pages and hung them around the room and when we were done it kind of looked like we’d 
painted the walls red.  That little exercise highlighted to us that many of our rules in regards to 
women’s role were not based on our view of Scripture but on our traditions or upbringing.  It 
also highlighted some of our inconsistencies.  Things like “a woman can read Scripture in a 
classroom at 9:00 am but not in an auditorium at 10:00 am” or “she can give an announcement 
is she’s seated in a pew but not standing from the pulpit” or “she can teach males and females 
provided the males are under the age of 6th grade and not baptized (because apparently the act 
of immersion somehow makes a boy a man).”   

I’m sure you remember some of those rules.  If you live with inconsistency long enough it starts 
to feel natural and you don’t see any injustice in it, but when you step back and look at it 
objectively the disparity is obvious.  It was things like that which first got me thinking about 
what we do and why we do it. Why were we restricting the things we restrict and was that 
Biblical?  So we begin to study. It started in 2009 and I asked them to study it again in 2010 
because I still had a lot of unanswered questions.  Through that group study coupled with my 
own personal study I slowly begin to formulate my own position on the issue.  Something I 
hadn’t done up until this point.  I’d always questioned some of old rules, but I’d never really 
studied the issue for myself.   



Frankly I was a little surprised at where I came out.  I went into it thinking “I’ll probably be an 
egalitarian” but I wasn’t.  I’m a complementarian (I think there’re different roles for men and 
women in ministry) and that’s where our shepherds come out as well.  Our conclusion is that 
women are free to serve in any capacity in the church with the exception of an elder or senior 
minister.  And women were free to lead any activity in the assembly as long as it’s done in an 
orderly manner (1st Cor 14) and under the authority of the church’s leadership (1st Tim 2).  
That’s our position and we’re all in agreement on that.  We probably have some varying levels 
of comfort when it comes to our practices, but we’re agreement on what we believe the 
Scriptures say. 

2. So the next logical question is “What’s next?”  I got this one more than once, my favorite one 
was an email sitting in my inbox last Sunday right after church that said…”One question: 
When?”  What are you going to do and when are you going to do it?  I honestly don’t know.  I’m 
not trying to duck the question.  We entered his study with no agenda and we’ll end it that way.  
We simply wanted to have an open and honest study with no attached game plan.  I thought 
about getting the shepherds together last Wednesday night and hammering something out so I 
could give you a direct answer, but that’s not fair to them or you.  This is not a decision they 
need to rush into.  They need to spend time in prayer and discussion and carefully consider 
what we do next.  Do I think things will change?  Yes, I do.  What and when?  I don’t know. 

I can tell you what I’d like to see.  Fairly soon I’d like to see us begin allowing women to serve 
the Lord’s Supper.  Even if you take an ultra-conservative stance on the Scriptures I see no 
logical objections here.  It’s a silent activity, it’s clearly servant related.  I think all of us, 
regardless of where we come out on other issues, couldn’t object to a woman serving in that 
capacity.  I’d also like to see us begin allowing women to pray in the assembly or read Scripture 
in the assembly.  The New Testament acknowledges that women were publically participating 
in the assemblies of the early church (1st Cor 11).  I’d like to see us model those practices.  I 
know some of you are uncomfortable with that but do you know both of things have already 
happened here and nobody of you cared? 

On July 4th we had our Family Worship and we asked the fathers who are taking part in the 
service to include their children.  I envisioned that Dad would do the work and the kids would 
just tag along but that’s not what some of the Dad’s envisioned.  Baylee Baxter served me 
communion to me that morning.  I didn’t think a thing about it.  In the first service, Kevin Miller 
handed the mic to his daughter Bella and she led the congregation in prayer.  I didn’t get a 
single phone call or email fussing about that.  You know why?  She’s 5.  If she’d been 10 years 
older it would have really bothered some folks.  That’s because we’re just not used to it and 
we’ve been conditioned to think it’s wrong.  I don’t think it is. 

There are some other areas in which I think we’ll move a little more slowly.  Things like teaching 
or preaching.  There are some legitimate interpretative differences there and that should give 
us reason for pause.  I don’t think it’s forbidden in Scripture but we’ll probably have to move 
with a little more caution in that area.  But again, that’s just my opinion and I’ll yield to the 



wisdom of our leadership and I’m confident that whatever they change will be communicated 
to you in an upfront and honest way.  

3. But why not treat it like music?  Someone sent me this email… 

 
“Why will the lessons learned in the women’s series necessarily prompt any major 
changes?  How does this issue differ from the lessons learned about the use of musical 
instruments?  Maury Hills has realized and openly admitted from it’s inception that the 
Bible does not condemn the use of musical instruments.  But, because of the emotional 
aspect of the issue, has refrained from using them so far on Sunday mornings.” 

 
I’ll tell you the first thing that popped into my mind was “Good point. We need to add music!”  
I’m sure that wasn’t their intention.  But I don’t like being inconsistent.  I got to thinking about 
this point.  I think we’re dealing with two very different issues here so I don’t think you can 
apply the same principle.  With music it’s a question of how do we handle the silence of 
Scripture but with women’s role the Scriptures aren’t silent.  There are numerous examples of 
women participating in ministry.  We can’t ignore those.  Also with music you’re not excluding 
anyone from participation in the assembly but with women’s role we’re excluding an entire 
gender from leading our thoughts in prayer and worship.  I think that has consequences.  Not 
only are we missing an important voice of faith in our assembly but we’re also influencing our 
sons and daughters for years to come.  I want my daughters to see examples of godly women 
leading in this church and I want our sons to see examples of godly women.  Nancy Beach, one 
of the teaching pastors at Willow Creek, said that she believes encouraging more participation 
of women in our assemblies is more important to our sons than our daughters.  We’ve 
unintentionally shaped the way our sons view women and they need to learn not to see them 
as inferior or less qualified or less spiritual than men.   
 

4. One of my favorite emails… 

“I admit to you that I was physically sick at my stomach when you announced the series, 
and it got worse as the study got nearer and nearer, as it did this morning when you said 
that you would probably upset some of us.  I have studied right along with you and as of 
today, like you, find myself being a Complementarian.  And like you, after study, I am 
drawing the same conclusions.  That being said, this is where I am today.  My head tells 
me that the conclusions I have drawn are practical, logical and based on Scripture.  Call 
it spiritual immaturity or downright hypocrisy, but this is how I feel…  My heart just will 
not let me accept them, not yet, and I have to admit maybe never.  Does that make me a 
bad Christian, I certainly hope not.  Will my fellow Maury Hills family still love me, I 
certainly think so and hope so.  Will I ever have a calm stomach during worship again, 
who knows?”  

The way one small group leader described it is “We started swimming across the river with you 
and now we can’t scripturally or logically go back to the same shore but we’re still treading 
water.”  It’s a great analogy.  Neither person asked an actual question but what I hear here is 



what do I do with my doubts?  First, I would remind you that being right on this issue is not 
what makes us right with God.  If being right on women’s role is of eternal consequence then 
we ought to be a very nervous people, because there’s a lot of issues like that that we may have 
wrong.  Thankfully, our salvation is not based on being right but it’s based on blood of Christ.  
Second, I would remind that we’re all part of a larger body.  In a healthy church no one gets 
there way all of the time.  Our worship is a prime example of this.  We all have our likes and 
dislikes in regards to the types of songs we sing, the style, the way the praise team works, the 
length of the sermon, the content of the sermon, etc.  Women’s role is no different.  I’m sure 
that every one of us have some aspect of worship we’d like to see done a little differently but 
we’re willing to endure our dislikes for the sake of the body and for the sake of those aren’t yet 
a part of our body.  Finally, I would say “yes there is room for you at Maury Hills!”  You’re voice 
is valuable here.  Throughout the study we’ve welcomed doubts and questions because that’s 
how we learn.  It keeps us humble and keeps us going back to the Scriptures and digging for 
answers.   I know where you’re coming from. 

I remember the first came to the conclusion that there was nothing wrong with music in 
worship.  I once thought there was but I changed my mind but you know what happened the 
first time I sat in a worship service that included music, it felt wrong.  I didn’t think it was 
wrong, but it felt wrong.  It took some time for my feelings to catch up with my intellect.  That’s 
why I generally think it’s better to base our decisions on reasoning rather than emotion.  I go to 
worship service now and don’t even think about it.  Whether you use an instrument or not, 
doesn’t matter.  It’s all about the heart.   

5. Lastly, I haven’t been specifically asked this question but know that it’s come up in small 
groups.  How do I handle my family?  I’m OK with this but how to I deal with family who aren’t?   
This is a tough issue.  Mike Cope shared a story about a friend who attended Highland Church 
of Christ back in 2005 when they made some changes with women’s role.  This friend went 
home for the holidays and his Dad accosted him about the changes.  He said they had a good 
long discussion about it and he spoke to three things: 1) He spoke about the idea of 
congregational autonomy.  How each church is independently governed and it’s natural for 
them to come to different conclusions about certain issues.  We should appreciate and value 
our autonomy.  We don’t all have to be alike.  2) He spoke to the idea that this is not a 
ridiculous reading of scripture.  You may disagree with the conclusions but there are other 
Christians who see these verses in the same way.  This is not a completely off-the-wall way of 
understanding women’s role.  3) They decided that they would have to agree to disagree.  He 
wasn’t going to convince his Dad and his Dad wasn’t going to convince him so they did what any 
healthy family does.  They agreed to disagree and still maintain respect and love for another.     
Regardless of where they came out on that issue, they were still family.  
 
That’s the way I feel about Maury Hills.  We’re still family.  I know we’re not all going to come to 
the same conclusions about this and we’re going to have to be patient with one another and 
respectful of one another views and we’ll have to yield to one another.  There will be things 
that happen in worship that I don’t always like but it’s not about me, it’s about us and more 
importantly it’s about Jesus.  He’s the basis for our unity. 



Let me close with a word from God…”Therefore if there is any encouragement in Christ, if 
there is any consolation of love, if there is any fellowship of the Spirit, if any affection and 
compassion,2  make my joy complete by being of the same mind, maintaining the same love, 
united in spirit, intent on one purpose” (Phil 2:1-2) 
 
 
 
End note: 
Two additional questions that didn’t make the sermon but are provided here in this form… 
 

1) Why did you include the senior minister position with the elders?  The reason I included 
this position as a restriction is because in many churches (including Maury Hills) the 
senior minister operates in a very similar capacity as an elder in that he provides 
authoritative teaching and oversees the affairs of the church.  In our context, the elders 
have delegated a good deal of authority to me in regards to preaching/teaching, leading 
the staff, overseeing the daily operations/ministry of the church, having a vote in key 
decisions, etc.  Since these functions are similar to that of an elder I don’t believe that a 
woman could serve in that capacity.  The same principle applies to deacons in some 
denominations.  We determined that within our context a woman could serve as a 
deacon because it’s a servant role, not a leadership role.  However, in some Baptist 
churches the Board of Deacons function like an eldership (providing governing authority 
for the church).  In those cases, we would determine that a woman couldn’t serve as a 
deacon.  It all comes down to what constitutes having “authority” over a man?  We’ve 
drawn the line at serving as an elder or senior minister.  
 

2) What about Galatians 3:28?  Doesn’t it teach full equality?  Let’s read it.  “There is 
neither Jew nor Greek, there is neither slave nor free man, there is neither male nor 
female; for you are all one in Christ Jesus.”  This passage has been referred to as the 
magna carta of the egalitarian perspective.   They say every other passage in the New 
Testament regarding women’s role must be read through this one.  The only problem I 
have with that statement is that I do not believe Paul is addressing roles with church 
and society here.  If you look at the context, he’s addressing the question of salvation.  
Can we be justified by faith alone or must we also adhere to the Jewish laws and 
traditions.  His conclusion is that faith alone is enough and therefore he’s teaching here 
that everyone (men/women, Jew/Gentile, slave/free) have equal access to salvation.  
Look at the immediate context.  “But now that faith has come, we are no longer under 
a tutor.  For you are all sons of God through faith in Christ Jesus.  For all of you who 
were baptized into Christ have clothed yourselves with Christ.” (Gal 3:25-27).  Paul’s 
point here is that through faith and baptism we are all one in Christ Jesus.  There is no 
male/female, but all have equal access to salvation.  The message here is about equality 
in salvation not about roles within church or society.  That’s why I’ve chosen not to 
address this text in this series.  I don’t think it speaks directly to the issue of women’s 
role.  However, I do think that the broader point here is supported in other places in 
New Testament.   


