Jeremiah 23:36

 36And the burden of the LORD shall ye mention no more: for every man's word shall be his burden; for ye have perverted the words of the living God, of the LORD of hosts our God.


Matthew 22:29

29Jesus answered and said unto them, Ye do err, not knowing the scriptures, nor the power of God.


Original Word: διάκονος, οῦ, ὁ, ἡ
Part of Speech: Noun, Feminine; Noun, Masculine
Transliteration: diakonos
Phonetic Spelling: (dee-ak'-on-os)
Short Definition: a waiter, servant, administrator
Definition: a waiter, servant; then of any one who performs any service, an administrator.

We have to understand something in Holy Scripture.  It cannot go against itself, Holy Scripture, the Holy Bible, cannot contradict itself.  It is perfect, clean, whole, and complete, written by God Himself, God the Holy Spirit.  The word diakonos, Deacon, means several things.  The Greek word can mean someone who serves, but it can also mean more specifically an Administrator, or one who holds an Office of Deacon.  Not all who serve hold that Office.  Men alone, where called to hold the Office of Deacon.  If we apply this to women, then we have a problem.  There are specific Commands given by the Apostle Paul that women CANNOT be over men, or usurp the Authority given to these men and their Office.  If the word is incorrectly used, then women are both restricted from the Office and at the same time given the Office of Deacon.  Now, we have confusion.  God is NOT a God of confusion, and His Word is clear when understood as Truth.  When it is false, the clarity disappears, and we have conflict, confusion.

Phoebe was a Christian woman, described in Romans 16:1 as a "servant" in the Church of Cenchreae.  Still newer "bibles" refer to Phoebe as a "deaconess."  One translation is correct, and the other incorrect.  One is the Truth of God, His Gospel message, the other is a counterfeit, one used to sow confusion.  Therefore, let's study this a bit to see what the Apostle Paul declared concerning women and their position in the Christian Church.  Did the Apostle Paul restrict their position to be a servant, someone who is a waiter, that is one who performs any service asked, or was the Apostle Paul changing what he Commanded previously and now was giving this specific woman the Office of Deacon.


The Apostle Paul restricted the Office of Deacon to men.

The Greek word diakonos, used to describe Phoebe in Romans 16:1, is the masculine form of the noun, which translated into English as the word deacon or servant. The Greek of Romans 16:2 uses the term prostatis which may indicate that she was Paul's patroness (Patroness -- a woman who is a patron:  a wealthy or influential supporter of an artist or writer.  One that uses wealth or influence to help an individual, an institution, or a cause).  The Biblical text suggest, that Phoebe was responsible for delivering the Apostle Paul's Epistle to the Roman Christian Church.

Phoebe was a person of quality and estate, who had business which called her to Rome, where she was a stranger; and therefore the Apostle Paul recommends her to the acquaintance of the Christians there: an expression of his true friendship to her. The Apostle Paul was as well skilled in the art of obliging as most men. True religion, rightly received, never made any man uncivil. Courtesy and Christianity agree well together. It is not in compliment to her, but in sincerity, that,  1. He gives a very good character of her. (2) As a sister to Paul: Phebe our sister; not in nature, but in Grace; not in affinity or consanguinity, but in pure Christianity: his own sister in the faith of Christ Jesus, loving the Apostle Paul in Christian love, and beloved of him, with a pure and chaste and spiritual love, as a sister; for there is neither male nor female, but all are one in Christ Jesus.  Galatians 3:28. Both the Lord Jesus Christ and His Apostles had some of their best friends among the devout (and upon that account honorable) women. (3.) As a servant to the Church at Cenchrea: a servant of the Church, not to Preach the Word (that was forbidden to women), not as a Deacon to hold that Office, that too was restricted to a man, but in acts of charity and hospitality. Some think she was one of the widows that ministered to the sick and were taken into the Church's number, 1 Timothy 5:9. However, those that were under the Church's care were True Widows, were old and poor without support, whereas Phebe seems to have been a person of some account and wealth; and yet it was no disparagement to her to be a servant to the Church. 

Phoebe was a Christian woman, described in Romans 16:1 as either a "deacon" or "servant" in the Church of Cenchreae.  Phoebe was a "servant," here the King James Version using a general word, rather than specific word of Deacon to describe a man who held the Office of Deacon. Still newer "bibles" refer to Phoebe as a "deaconess."

What was the intention of the word used to refer to Phoebe?
The Apostle Paul restricted the Office of Deacon to men.

The Greek word diakonos, used to describe Phoebe in Romans 16:1, is the masculine form of the noun, which could be translated into English as deacon rather than deaconess, or a servant.  Diakonos is translated in other portions of the New Testament as servant, it is also translated as deacon in still other passages.

Phoebe was a servant of the Church in Cenchrae.  When one compares the description of Phoebe in Romans 16:1 to other texts, it is discovered that a few people are both associated with a particular Church and are called by the same term.  Note, for example, Epaphras, a man associated with the Church in Colossians. Epaphras is called a DIAKONOS, one who is a servant -- yet no translation (that I know of, except one out of 25 English translations of the Holy Bible) regards him as holding the Office of Deacon, but instead calls him a minister (a servant,) a servant (rather a slave,) or co-worker.  Only one, calls him Deacon, out of all the translations and that is The God's Word Translation (GW) is an English translation of the Bible translated by the God's Word to the Nations Society.  Although many of its board members were affiliated with the Lutheran Church – Missouri Synod (LCMS), the Society, however, has no official ties to this specific Christian denomination.  

GW uses a dynamic equivalence translation methodology it calls "Closest Natural Equivalence".  Critics argue that the dynamic equivalence translation method forfeits translation in favor of interpretation and commentary, separating the reader from the actual words of the biblical author.

Bible language researcher Michael Marlowe is critical of the translation techniques used in the GW, and feels it takes too much liberty in simplifying the original Greek and Hebrew texts. In so doing, argues Marlowe, the translators have deviated from the original emphasis of scripture. They argue there is a place for translations that can simplify these terms.

Marlowe more generally questions translation methods such as Closest Natural Equivalence when he writes:

"[The methodology's] pretensions to 'scientific' principles of linguistics are dubious, as has been pointed out by numerous linguists and biblical scholars. It results in a simplification of the text in which important features of the Bible are erased".

Colossians 1:7
 7As ye also learned of Epaphras our dear fellowservant, who is for you a faithful minister of Christ; 

 8Who also declared unto us your love in the Spirit.


Fellowservant:  properly, a fellow bond-servant (slave), belonging to the same master.



Epaphras obviously was not a Deacon, but a servant of the Church.  Not one who held the Official Office of Deacon. So, why then should we call Phoebe a ‘deacon’? The term is rather flexible between these words, but it seems quite gratuitous to call Phoebe a Deacon in Romans 16:1.


In 1 Timothy 4:6 the Apostle Paul calls Timothy a DIAKONOS (again, this word has several meaning, one of which is an Administrator, which Timothy as an Bishop or Elder was, that is an Administrator)—and Timothy was associated with the Church at Corinth. 

Note:  All Elders are also Deacons in the sense they are, too, are (Administrators).  Although Deacons can Preach, that is NOT their Calling, as their Calling in their Office is to be a waiter, a servant.

Philippians 1:1
1Paul and Timotheus, the servants of Jesus Christ, to all the saints in Christ Jesus which are at Philippi, with the bishops and deacons:
1 Timothy 3:8
8Likewise must the deacons be grave, not doubletongued, not given to much wine, not greedy of filthy lucre;
1 Timothy 3:10
10And let these also first be proved; then let them use the office of a deacon, being found blameless.
1 Timothy 3:12
12Let the deacons be the husbands of one wife, ruling their children and their own houses well.
1 Timothy 3:13
13For they that have used the office of a deacon well purchase to themselves a good degree, and great boldness in the faith which is in Christ Jesus.

1 Timothy 3: 1-13

 1This is a true saying, if a man desire the office of a bishop, he desireth a good work. 

 2A bishop then must be blameless, the husband of one wife, vigilant, sober, of good behaviour, given to hospitality, apt to teach; 

 3Not given to wine, no striker, not greedy of filthy lucre; but patient, not a brawler, not covetous; 

 4One that ruleth well his own house, having his children in subjection with all gravity; 

 5(For if a man know not how to rule his own house, how shall he take care of the church of God?) 

 6Not a novice, lest being lifted up with pride he fall into the condemnation of the devil. 

 7Moreover he must have a good report of them which are without; lest he fall into reproach and the snare of the devil. 
 8Likewise must the deacons be grave, not doubletongued, not given to much wine, not greedy of filthy lucre;

Note:  Likewise the Deacons must be grave (serious) - Men of a grave, decent, venerable behavior. Where are the presbyters? Were this order essentially distinct from that of Bishops and Deacons, could the Apostle Paul have passed it over in silence? (Presbyters:  a member of the order of priests in churches having episcopal hierarchies that include bishops, priests, and deacons.  Presbyter is the Greek word for Elder, and is NOT a distinct “ADDED” Office in a Christian Church separate from Bishop.  There are ONLY two Office in a Christian Church, both held by men.  Office of Bishop, held by a man called an Elder.  The Office of Deacon, also held by a man.  The other "office" of "priests" also held by a man was in the Old Testament, with the Judaizers  (Judaizers, Galatians 2:1-14, false converts to Christianity who came in as spies Galatians 2:4 (spies come in be stealth, they hide, they sneak in to overthrow, take over.  God, too, had his spies:  Numbers 13:16, Numbers 13:17, Joshua 2:1, Judges 18:2, Judges 18:17, 1 Chronicles 19:3).  We hear of these Judaizers, these spies, who came into the early Church and they sought to destroy the faith of the early Christians, so that the Apostles and Elders met at Jerusalem, to discuss the problems that the Judaizers (Judaizers -- those looking to drag the Old Testament into the New Testament, who caused such a problem declaring Circumcision necessary for the Gentile Converts to Christianity.  Acts 15:5 ) had brought into the Church.  What happen to these Judaizers?  Did they disappear after this one battle?  No.  They took over the Christian Church -- becoming the Roman Catholic "church" and they drug the Old Testament, along with their "priesthood" into the New Testament Church.
 9Holding the mystery of the faith in a pure conscience. 

 10And let these also first be proved; then let them use the office of a deacon, being found blameless. 
 11Even so must their wives be grave, not slanderers, sober, faithful in all things. 
 12Let the deacons be the husbands of one wife, ruling their children and their own houses well. 

 13For they that have used the office of a deacon well purchase to themselves a good degree, and great boldness in the faith which is in Christ Jesus.


Deacons should have a good character, because they were assistants to the Pastor (Elder), and appear and act publicly, and have a great trust reposed in them, having authority over – but not as Lords over, the flock to assist the Pastor in teaching/taking care of the flock.  This verse about ‘the women or wives’ stands in the middle of a whole section addressing the men.  Some instead of "wives" decide it should read "women," and understand them of Deaconesses, but it is better to understand the word not merely women (in and of themselves assigned to the Office of Deacon) but of wives of the Deacons, who must be as their husbands who hold (the Office of Deacon), "grave" in speech, gesture, and dress, of an honest report, a good behavior, and chaste conversation; which will reflect honor and credit to their husbands, and speak well of him in his Ministry as holding the Office of Deacon:  their wives were not  to be slanderers (1 Timothy 3:11; or accusers, and so act like devils (demons) as it is the Greek word diabolos, as the word is sometimes rendered as a devil, i.e.:  slanderous, the Slanderer, the Devil:  a false accuser; unjustly criticizing to hurt (malign,) as a "backbiter," i.e. an accuser, calumniator (slanderer).  (diábolos) is literally someone who "casts through," i.e. making charges that bring down (destroy)).; for should they act such a part, and accuse either the poor, or any of the members of the Church wrongfully, or on any trifling occasion, as persons addicted to this vice are wont to do, it would be of bad consequence: and they also should be as their husbands:  sober, temperate, not given to much wine, since excessive drinking is very scandalous in the female sex; and is the rather mentioned here, because women in the eastern countries were too frequently addicted to it:  their wives were to be faithful in all things; as in the marriage bed, so with whatsoever else they are entrusted with in the family, and civil concerns of their husbands; and this is the rather observed, because the wives of Deacons may be sometimes called upon by their Husbands (those who hold the Office of Deacon) with the Church's stock to deliver it in their husband's absence, to impart to the poor.  The duties of women here are not spoken of outside that of their husbands who were the Elders and Deacons (Office holders). Either deaconesses (female Deacons, those who hold the Office of Deacon) are meant, or the wives of Bishops, held by a man called an Elder and the wives of Deacons, held by a man who held the Office of Deacon.  The latter is the Truth, and does not cause confusion.  The former, causes conflict and confusion.  God is not a God of confusion (or disorder), 1 Corinthians 14:33.
Second, 1 Timothy 3:11: This text does not even mention the word DIAKONOS or Deacon, much less Deaconess.  Rather, it used the word ‘women’ (or ‘wives’) Noun, Feminine Transliteration: guné. It is wedged in the middle of a discussion of the qualifications for Deacons (verse 8-13). The argument that it refers to women Deacons is precisely wrong, for a "female Deacon," one who would hold the Office of Deacon cannot be the husband of one wife.  Therefore, to use the word for a female holding the Office of Deacon is deceptive, non-Scriptural, AND causes confusion, 1 Corinthians 14:33.
In response are five arguments: (1) If women deacons are in view in v. 11, it seems rather strange that they would be discussed right in the middle of the qualifications for male deacons, rather than by themselves; (2) The Apostle Paul indeed seems to go out of his way to indicate that women are NOT deacons in the very next verse, for he says “Deacons must be husbands of one wife”; (3) as to why he didn’t mention wives directly as he did for the Deacon in the section on Elders, there are one of two possibilities that come to mind: (a) since the Apostle Paul was addressing some real problems at the Church in Ephesus, it may well be that the Deacons’ wives had been a major concern; (b) concomitantly, since Deacons’ duties involved taking care of physical needs, the Deacons would have been in control of the Mercy funds in the Church—and, if so, it would be imperative for their wives to be ‘dignified, not scandalmongers, but sober, and trustworthy in everything’ (not gossipers or those who could not keep their mouths shut concerning delicate matters entrusted to their husbands, the Deacons. One can readily see the psychological realities of such instructions to Deacons’ wives: they must be tight-lipped when it came to discussing the very personal needs of the Body of Christ. (4) Again, if v. 11 is addressed to "women Deacons", that is those who hold the Office of Deacon,) why are most of the qualifications not listed—that is, the only qualifications that pertain to the women would be the four items listed in this verse. In other words, would they be allowed to be addicted to strong drink? Wouldn’t they have to prove themselves blameless before serving as Deacons? Wouldn’t they have to hold fast to the mystery of the faith in a good conscience? The very fact that all these requirements seem so universal and yet are given specifically only to the men as Deacons (those holding the Office of Deacon) seems to argue against women Deacons being in view in v. 11. (5) Finally, the original manuscripts of the New Testament were not divided by chapters and verses. Sometimes our divisions get in the way of seeing the Truth of the overall context. There seems to be an unnatural break between chapters 2 and 3—or, at least, one that is too abrupt. 1 Timothy 2:8 through 1 Timothy 3:16 are all addressing conduct in the Church. The issues revolve around men and women throughout these two chapters. The very fact that the Apostle Paul says in 1 Timothy 2:12 that women were not to teach or exercise authority over men governs what he says in Chapter 3 as well. Thus, as Deacons are in a role of exercising authority, then I would argue that the Apostle Paul implicitly restricts such a role to ONLY men. As the Holy Bible is read in the Authorized Version, the King James Version, I do see the Deacons (men who hold that Office, the Office of Deacon) functioning in an authoritative capacity. Therefore, then the only way for one to see (women Deacons, (that is one who would hold the Office of Deacon) in 1 Timothy 3:11 is either to (a) divorce this verse from the overarching Principle and Commands of an Apostle stated in 1 Timothy 2:12 or (b) "reinterpret 1 Timothy 2:12 by changing the clear meaning in Holy Scripture, the Holy Bible into another Gospel, which is not another, but a perverted Gospel" to mean something other than an abiding Principle for Church life, Galatians 1:6-9.


A bishop then must be blameless. None must be appointed because they simply desire to hold that Office. None are eligible unless they fill the following qualifications. Blameless. Not under charges; of good repute. The husband of one wife. A married man, and having only one wife. In those loose times of divorce, men might be converted who had successively several wives at once, as did the Jews, or divorced not according to God's Law.  Divorce for unscriptural reasons would not free a man from his first, lawful wife.  Deuteronomy 24:1-4  Hence the limitation to those who had only one living wife. There is no reference to re-marriage after the death of a wife. Vigilant. Temperate. Sober.  Sedate. Given to hospitality. Often Saints by persecution were made homeless. The Bishops must set the example of receiving such. Apt to teach. Men who have the knowledge and discretion which fit them to teach the flock. 3. Not given to wine. Not a drunken brawler, is the idea of the Greek. We must always bear in mind that the church had been formed of Gentiles whose morals had been at a very low standard. 4. One that ruleth well his own house. This implies that he must be a man of family. Having his children. He must be a father with obedient children. 5. For if a man know not. The order of his own house will show whether he is fit to have a charge in the house of God. The sins of Eli's sons showed that Eli, though a good man, was unfitted to rule. 6. Not a novice. One recently converted, who had not proven himself faithful over a period of time. Those chosen for Bishops must be older (normally over 30 years of age) and tried. The Apostles Paul and Barnabas did not ordain Elders until their second visit to the churches (Acts 14:23). Not lifted up with pride. A novice, suddenly exalted, was in danger of undue elation  -- prideful. 7. Moreover, he must have a good report of them which are without. Have an established character which speaks well for the Church among the unconverted. Lest he fall into reproach. Into some snare of satan, the devil, through some improper conduct, which will bring reproach on the Church. 
8-10. Likewise must the deacons. The ancient Church understood that the seven men appointed by the Apostles were the first Deacons. 

Acts 6:1-6

 1And in those days, when the number of the disciples was multiplied, there arose a murmuring of the Grecians against the Hebrews, because their widows were neglected in the daily ministration. 

 2Then the twelve called the multitude of the disciples unto them, and said, It is not reason that we should leave the word of God, and serve tables. 
 3Wherefore, brethren, look ye out among you seven men of honest report, full of the Holy Ghost and wisdom, whom we may appoint over this business. 

 4But we will give ourselves continually to prayer, and to the ministry of the word. 

 5And the saying pleased the whole multitude: and they chose Stephen, a man full of faith and of the Holy Ghost, and Philip, and Prochorus, and Nicanor, and Timon, and Parmenas, and Nicolas a proselyte of Antioch: 

 6Whom they set before the apostles: and when they had prayed, they laid their hands on them.


In Philippians 1:1-2 we find Deacons existing. Their Office seemed to have been to look after the temporal matters of the Church, and especially to care for the poor and the widows. Not double-tongued. Not saying one thing to one man, and another thing to others. Not greedy of filthy lucre. Men who are covetous and unscrupulous as to modes of getting money are not to be Chosen. 9. Holding the mystery of the faith. The Gospel, God's revealed mystery (His Truth) to all Born again Believers. 10. Let these also first be proved. Not novices, but men fully tested. Before they use the Office of a Deacon, their character must be thoroughly examined, and they must be found blameless.  11. Even so must their wives. The word in the Greek may mean women or wives, a woman; specially, a wife --  or a newly wed wife, woman.  It is rendered wife, not women, as they are those who have children by their marriage, in verse 12.


According to the Apostle Paul's Epistle to Titus, women could have a teaching position within the Church in that he permits them to teach other women.  Why would the Apostle Paul qualify, that is specifically add that women are to teach other women, if women could teach anybody, both male and female?:
Titus 2:1-5

 1But speak thou the things which become sound doctrine: 
 2That the aged men be sober, grave, temperate, sound in faith, in charity, in patience. 

 3The aged women likewise, that they be in behaviour as becometh holiness, not false accusers, not given to much wine, teachers of good things; 
 4That they may teach the young women to be sober, to love their husbands, to love their children, 
 5To be discreet, chaste, keepers at home, good, obedient to their own husbands, that the word of God be not blasphemed.
1 Corinthians 11:1-5

 1Be ye followers of me, even as I also am of Christ. 

 2Now I praise you, brethren, that ye remember me in all things, and keep the ordinances, as I delivered them to you. 
 3But I would have you know, that the head of every man is Christ; and the head of the woman is the man; and the head of Christ is God. 

 4Every man praying or prophesying, having his head covered, dishonoureth his head.

 5But every woman that prayeth or prophesieth with her head uncovered dishonoureth her head: for that is even all one as if she were shaven.


We should, even in our dress and habit, avoid every thing that may dishonors the Lord Jesus Christ. The woman was made subject to man, because she was made for his help and comfort. She, therefore, should do nothing, in Christian assemblies, which looked like a claim of being equal.  Although equal spiritually before God, as God is not a respecter of persons, God has assigned roles to the sexes, and headship from God the Father on down to the woman.  The woman being made last, for a help meet for man.  Certainly, a non-Christian woman today would not accept any of this, and even some Christian women struggle with it "in a world society that 'preaches' equality to women, even in the spiritual realm".  
Head means:  Ruler or Lord

If, with all the Apostle Paul's teachings on the matter of the woman placed under the man, if we now have a woman Deaconess, this brings this teaching into conflict, and her house in conflict.  This changes the meaning of Head:  Ruler or Lord.  Certainly, part of a Deacon's position is to Administer, rule over others by Administering or choosing.  Now, if we had a Deaconess, then the one that ruled over would be a woman ruling over her own husband, if he was not in a Church Office.  You've thus, by having a woman Deaconess, changed the meaning of Ruler or Lord, and she then does not submit to her own husband, but he would need to submit to her position within the Church.  In this way, she would be dishonoring her Head -- her husband, by not submitting to him.

With her head uncovered, dishonoureth her head - That is, with the veil removed which she usually wore. It would seem from this that the women removed their veils, and wore their hair disheveled, as certain women in the Corinthian Church pretended to be under the influence of "divine inspiration" did. This was the case with the pagan priestesses; and in so doing, the Christian women imitated them. On this account, if on no other, the Apostle Paul declares the impropriety of this conduct. It was, besides, a custom among ancient females, and one that was strictly enjoined by the traditional Laws of the Jews, that a woman should not appear in public unless she were veiled.  Dishonoureth her head - Shows a lack of proper respect to man, to her husband, to her father, to the sex in general. The veil is a token of modesty and of subordinaion. It is regarded among Jews, and everywhere, as an emblem of her sense of inferiority of rank and station. It is the customary mark of her sex, and that by which she evinces her modesty and sense of subordination. To remove that, is to remove the appropriate mark of such subordination, and is a public act by which she thus shows dishonor to the man.

Long hair is, by the custom of the times, and of nearly all countries, a mark of the sex, an ornament of the female, and judged to be beautiful and comely. To remove that is to appear, in this respect, like the other sex, and to lay aside the badge of her own. This, says Paul, all would judge to be improper. You yourselves would not allow it. And yet to lay aside the veil - the appropriate badge of the sex, and of her sense of subordination - would be an act of the same kind. It would indicate the same feeling, the same forgetfulness of the proper sense of subordination; and if that is laid aside, all the usual indications of modesty and subordination might be removed also. Not even under religious pretences, therefore, are the usual marks of sex, and of propriety of place and rank, to be laid aside. Due respect is to be shown, in dress, and speech, and deportment, to those whom God has placed above us; and neither in language, in attire nor in habit are we to depart from what all judge to he proprieties of life, or from what God has judged and ordained to be the proper indications of the regular gradations in society.

The only difference marked by the Apostle Paul was, the man had his head uncovered, because he was the representative of the Lord Jesus Christ; the woman had hers covered, because she was placed by the Command of God in a state of subjection to the man, and because it was a custom, both among the Greeks and Romans, and among the Jews an express Law, that no woman should be seen abroad without a veil. This was, and is, a common custom through all the east, and none but public prostitutes go without veils. If a woman should appear in public without a veil, she would dishonor her head - her husband. She must appear like to those women who had their hair shorn off as the punishment of whoredom, or adultery.  Note, how the woman is dishonored before all in verse 18 of Numbers 5:
Numbers 5:11-22

 11And the LORD spake unto Moses, saying, 

 12Speak unto the children of Israel, and say unto them, If any man's wife go aside, and commit a trespass against him, 

 13And a man lie with her carnally, and it be hid from the eyes of her husband, and be kept close, and she be defiled, and there be no witness against her, neither she be taken with the manner; 

 14And the spirit of jealousy come upon him, and he be jealous of his wife, and she be defiled: or if the spirit of jealousy come upon him, and he be jealous of his wife, and she be not defiled: 

 15Then shall the man bring his wife unto the priest, and he shall bring her offering for her, the tenth part of an ephah of barley meal; he shall pour no oil upon it, nor put frankincense thereon; for it is an offering of jealousy, an offering of memorial, bringing iniquity to remembrance. 

 16And the priest shall bring her near, and set her before the LORD: 

 17And the priest shall take holy water in an earthen vessel; and of the dust that is in the floor of the tabernacle the priest shall take, and put it into the water: 

 18And the priest shall set the woman before the LORD, and uncover the woman's head, and put the offering of memorial in her hands, which is the jealousy offering: and the priest shall have in his hand the bitter water that causeth the curse: 

 19And the priest shall charge her by an oath, and say unto the woman, If no man have lain with thee, and if thou hast not gone aside to uncleanness with another instead of thy husband, be thou free from this bitter water that causeth the curse: 

 20But if thou hast gone aside to another instead of thy husband, and if thou be defiled, and some man have lain with thee beside thine husband: 

 21Then the priest shall charge the woman with an oath of cursing, and the priest shall say unto the woman, The LORD make thee a curse and an oath among thy people, when the LORD doth make thy thigh to rot, and thy belly to swell; 

 22And this water that causeth the curse shall go into thy bowels, to make thy belly to swell, and thy thigh to rot: And the woman shall say, Amen, amen.


"Women who were reduced to a state of servitude, or slavery, by the Romans had their hair cut off.  When she was sold for a slave, she dug in the ground, and her hair being shorn off, her head was deprived of its ornament".
The Corinthian Church was in in southern Greece.  The head-dress of Greek women consisted of nets, hair-bags, or kerchiefs, sometimes covering the whole head. A shawl which enveloped the body was also often thrown over the head, especially at marriages or funerals. This custom the Corinthian women had disused in the Christian Assemblies, perhaps as an assertion of the abolition of sexual distinctions, and the spiritual equality of the woman with the man in the presence of Christ. This abandoning of the Greek custom was looked with disfavor on by the Apostle Paul as striking at the Divinely Ordained subjection of the woman to the man. Among the Jews, in ancient times, both married and unmarried women appeared in public unveiled. Later Jewish authorities insisted on the use of the veil.  The Apostle Paul tells women, that going against the custom was to dishonor her head (her husband) like having her hair cut off.

Genesis 20:16

16And unto Sarah he said, Behold, I have given thy brother a thousand pieces of silver: behold, he is to thee a covering of the eyes, unto all that are with thee, and with all other: thus she was reproved.


Calling Abraham her brother, and not her husband, thereby putting her in mind and upbraiding her with her equivocation and dissimulation: behold, he is to thee a covering of the eyes, unto all that are with thee; a protection of her person and chastity: so as your husband, in our language, is said to be a cover to his wife, and she under a cover (submissive to her own husband): thus Abraham being now known to be the husband of Sarah, would for the future be a covering to her, that no one should look upon her, and desire her, and take her to be his wife; and he would also be a protection to her maidens that were with her, the wives of his servants, that these also might not be taken from him.
Genesis 24:60-67

60And they blessed Rebekah, and said unto her, Thou art our sister, be thou the mother of thousands of millions, and let thy seed possess the gate of those which hate them. 

 61And Rebekah arose, and her damsels, and they rode upon the camels, and followed the man: and the servant took Rebekah, and went his way. 

 62And Isaac came from the way of the well Lahairoi; for he dwelt in the south country. 

 63And Isaac went out to meditate in the field at the eventide: and he lifted up his eyes, and saw, and, behold, the camels were coming. 

 64And Rebekah lifted up her eyes, and when she saw Isaac, she lighted off the camel. 

 65For she had said unto the servant, What man is this that walketh in the field to meet us? And the servant had said, It is my master: therefore she took a vail, and covered herself. 
 66And the servant told Isaac all things that he had done. 

 67And Isaac brought her into his mother Sarah's tent, and took Rebekah, and she became his wife; and he loved her: and Isaac was comforted after his mother's death.

1 Peter 3:6

6Even as Sara obeyed Abraham, calling him lord: whose daughters ye are, as long as ye do well, and are not afraid with any amazement.

Whose daughters ye are - That is, you will be worthy to be regarded as her daughters, if you manifest the same spirit that she did, willingly calling her husband Lord or her Head, her protector.  " . . . as long as ye do well, and are not afraid with any amazement."  That firmness and intrepidity of character which would be necessary to support their religious independence and submit to their own husbands, even when united with pagan husbands, by maintain their Christian independence at the same time being under their husbands authority; meaning that they were not to be deterred from doing their Christian duty by any threats or terrors, either of their unbelieving husbands, or of their enemies and persecutors.  By Grace, and in a spiritual sense; just as those are the children of Abraham, who walk in the steps of his faith, whether they be Jews or Gentiles; so such are the daughters of Sarah, the children of the free woman, who imitate her in faith and obedience; that is, they appear, and are declared to be so:  as long as ye do well: do acts of beneficence and hospitality to strangers, and proper objects, as Sarah did, and all and every good work, according to the Will of God, from love, and in faith, and with a view to His Glory; and particularly obey and live in subjection to their own husbands, as she did: and are not afraid with any amazement; are not deterred from doing well, nor scared by the terrors and menaces of wicked men, either their own husbands, or others; or who with fortitude and intrepidity of mind continue in the discharge of their duty to God and men, and particularly to their husbands, following them, and obeying their Lawful commands, as Sarah did in Egypt, and in Gerar, though she exposed herself to great danger: this is said, because women are timorous (of a timid disposition) compared to a man, and apt to be fearful or frightened from the performance of their duty. 


Genesis 18:12

 12Therefore Sarah laughed within herself, saying, After I am waxed old shall I have pleasure, my lord being old also?

Sara acknowledged Abraham's superiority, and her own subjection (submission) to him, in the order of God, calling Abraham her Lord.

Even among the pagan Romans, it was quite common for wives to use the appellation lord, (dominus), when speaking of their husbands. The same custom also prevailed among the Greeks.  
Ephesians 5:22-23

 22Wives, submit yourselves unto your own husbands, as unto the Lord.

23For the husband is the head of the wife, even as Christ is the head of the church: and he is the saviour of the body.

The modern deaconess movement began in Germany in 1836 when Theodor Fliedner and his wife Friederike Münster opened the first deaconess motherhouse in Kaiserswerth on the Rhine. Fifty years later, there were over 5,000 deaconesses in Europe.  William Passavant is credited with bringing the first deaconesses to the United States. During a trip to Germany he came in contact with Pastor Theodor Fliedner, who had opened a hospital and training school for deaconesses in Kaiserswerth. At Passavant's request, in 1849 Fliedner brought four German deaconesses to Pittsburg, Pennsylvania (U.S.A.) to work in the Pittsburgh Infirmary (now Passavant Hospital).

In 1884, John Lankenau, a business owner, brought seven sisters from Germany to run the German hospital in Philadelphia. Other deaconesses soon followed and began ministries in several United States cities with large Lutheran populations. By the 1963 formation of the Lutheran Church in America, there were three main centers for deaconess work: Philadelphia, Baltimore, and Omaha. These three sisterhoods combined and form what became the Deaconess Community of the Evangelical Lutheran Church in America, or ELCA. The history of the office of Deaconess in the Lutheran Church Missouri Synod (LCMS) is thoroughly documented in the 2009 book 'In The Footsteps Of Phoebe'..  LCMS Deaconesses affectionately trace their roots back to Phoebe, a woman mentioned by the Apostle Paul in Romans 16.1 as a member of the church of Cenchrea (a Greek city near Corinth).


Sounds like another group that "affectionately trace their roots back" . . . to the Apostle Peter, and have made shipwreck the faith of many . . .
1 Timothy 1:18-20

18This charge I commit unto thee, son Timothy, according to the prophecies which went before on thee, that thou by them mightest war a good warfare; 

 19Holding faith, and a good conscience; which some having put away concerning faith have made shipwreck: 
 20Of whom is Hymenaeus and Alexander; whom I have delivered unto Satan, that they may learn not to blaspheme.
Denominations that now allow for Deaconess:
· Anglican
· Baptist
· Church of Christ (Holiness) U.S.A.
· Eastern Catholic Church
· Eastern Orthodox Church
· Greek Orthodox Church(the Synod of the Greek Orthodox Church voted in Athens on Oct 8, 2004 to explore the revival of deaconesses.[27])
· Lutheran
· Liberal Catholic Church
· Mennonite
· Methodist Church of Great Britain
· Oriental Orthodox Church
· Presbyterian
· Reformed Episcopal Church
· United Church of Christ
· United Methodist Church
· Waldensians 

2 Thessalonians 2

 1Now we beseech you, brethren, by the coming of our Lord Jesus Christ, and by our gathering together unto him, 

 2That ye be not soon shaken in mind, or be troubled, neither by spirit, nor by word, nor by letter as from us, as that the day of Christ is at hand. 

 3Let no man deceive you by any means: for that day shall not come, except there come a falling away first, and that man of sin be revealed, the son of perdition; 

 4Who opposeth and exalteth himself above all that is called God, or that is worshipped; so that he as God sitteth in the temple of God, shewing himself that he is God.

DEACONESSES?

        A. The Example Of Phoebe?  Was she a Deaconess or servant?

                1. The Greek word used in Romans 16:1 can be translated as "deaconess" or "servant."  Therefore, it is possible to 

                    understand its use in this passage in an "official" sense or in a more common way that does not refer to a Office.

                2. Therefore the example of Phoebe opens the possibility of "deaconesses" without proving their (women holding the Office of Deacon) existence in the 

                    primitive Church.

B. 1 Timothy 3:11  In this passage the word can be translated as "wife" or as "woman."  If the meaning is wife, the reference is to the wives of the deacons.  If the 

correct meaning is "woman," then the reference could be, but still not necessary understood then, of deaconesses if one was seeking to interject a woman Deacon 

in among these words when there clearly is not one to be seen without effort.

                
A True Christian Church, one sound in their Doctrine, only has males holding the Office of Deacon.  This should not keep the women from performing works of service, guided by the Elders and male Deacons.  Do we dare say from this one word that could either be servant or Deacon in 1 Timothy 3:11 that we are certain enough to declare it Sound Doctrine?  Does it cause confusion, and is there other Scripture that would prevent a female from holding such an Office as Deacon?

1 Timothy 1:9-11

 9Knowing this, that the law is not made for a righteous man, but for the lawless and disobedient, for the ungodly and for sinners, for unholy and profane, for murderers of fathers and murderers of mothers, for manslayers, 

 10For whoremongers, for them that defile themselves with mankind, for menstealers, for liars, for perjured persons, and if there be any other thing that is contrary to sound doctrine; 
 11According to the glorious gospel of the blessed God, which was committed to my trust.
2 Timothy 4:1-4

 1I charge thee therefore before God, and the Lord Jesus Christ, who shall judge the quick and the dead at his appearing and his kingdom; 

 2Preach the word; be instant in season, out of season; reprove, rebuke, exhort with all long suffering and doctrine. 
 3For the time will come when they will not endure sound doctrine; but after their own lusts shall they heap to themselves teachers, having itching ears; 
 4And they shall turn away their ears from the truth, and shall be turned unto fables.
Titus 1:6-11

6If any be blameless, the husband of one wife, having faithful children not accused of riot or unruly. 

 7For a bishop must be blameless, as the steward of God; not selfwilled, not soon angry, not given to wine, no striker, not given to filthy lucre; 

 8But a lover of hospitality, a lover of good men, sober, just, holy, temperate; 

 9Holding fast the faithful word as he hath been taught, that he may be able by sound doctrine both to exhort and to convince the gainsayers. 
 10For there are many unruly and vain talkers and deceivers, specially they of the circumcision: 

 11Whose mouths must be stopped, who subvert whole houses, teaching things which they ought not, for filthy lucre's sake.
Titus 2:1-5

 1But speak thou the things which become sound doctrine: 
 2That the aged men be sober, grave, temperate, sound in faith, in charity, in patience. 

 3The aged women likewise, that they be in behaviour as becometh holiness, not false accusers, not given to much wine, teachers of good things; 
 4That they may teach the young women to be sober, to love their husbands, to love their children, 
 5To be discreet, chaste, keepers at home, good, obedient to their own husbands, that the word of God be not blasphemed.

Notice how the Apostle Paul compares and contrast, and separates specifically those things between both men and women.   The Apostle Paul, by the Holy Spirit, could have done the same with instructions to the Deacons, and I believe He did, clearly.  However, like in 1 Timothy 3: 1-13 below people would find some other verse to try and sneak in women in a place that is reserved for men.
1 Timothy 3:1-13

 1This is a true saying, if a man desire the office of a bishop, he desireth a good work. 

 2A bishop then must be blameless, the husband of one wife, vigilant, sober, of good behaviour, given to hospitality, apt to teach; 

 3Not given to wine, no striker, not greedy of filthy lucre; but patient, not a brawler, not covetous; 

 4One that ruleth well his own house, having his children in subjection with all gravity; 

 5(For if a man know not how to rule his own house, how shall he take care of the church of God?) 

 6Not a novice, lest being lifted up with pride he fall into the condemnation of the devil. 

 7Moreover he must have a good report of them which are without; lest he fall into reproach and the snare of the devil. 

 8Likewise must the deacons be grave, not doubletongued, not given to much wine, not greedy of filthy lucre;

Note:  Likewise in the Greek means:  in like manner, likewise, just so.  In other words, in the like manner as an Elder, Deacons, too, must be grave (serious) . . . must meet the same requirements set forth for the Elder, in addition, being more specific about certain items that the Deacons were to follow, who hold the Office of Deacon.
 9Holding the mystery of the faith in a pure conscience. 

 10And let these also first be proved; then let them use the office of a deacon, being found blameless. 

 11Even so must their wives be grave, not slanderers, sober, faithful in all things.
Note:  So, it would not make at all sense to use women, instead of wives in verse 11 above since the Apostle would be saying:  Likewise Deacons, even so must their women be grave . . .  If speaking of women, instead of wives, it would not make sense.  It would have been clear to say even female Deacons.  Below this, though, which cannot be separated out as it continues to talk about the Office of Deacon is verse 12, follows more that those who hold the Office of Deacon, have further requirements:  the husbands of one wife.  That doesn't at all sound that women are here included.  If I was writing about both, I would have made my writing much clearer by saying that if there were women Deacons (those who held the Office of Deacon) to say their requirements are same as the male, and that they, too, were to be the wife of one man.
 12Let the deacons be the husbands of one wife, ruling their children and their own houses well. 
 13For they that have used the office of a deacon well purchase to themselves a good degree, and great boldness in the faith which is in Christ Jesus.


Let's look at another verse in Timothy, where the Apostle Paul uses the same word (wife as opposed to simply woman, which would not make sense).
1 Timothy 5:9

 9Let not a widow be taken into the number under threescore years old, having been the wife of one man.


If the main use is woman, instead of a married woman, which the original Greek states could be either, then again a widow would then have meant just a woman of one man, not a married woman whose husband had died.  Here, the Apostle Paul is quite specific, and explains that they were to be the wife of one man.  Why, if in 1 Timothy 3:11, did he mention the Deacon to be the husband of one wife, ruling their children well, did he not also mention as he does here a female Deacon (if there was such an Office for a female), therefore must also have been the wife of one man?  The Apostle Paul did not, because there was not such an Office for a female.  Playing gymnastics with information NOT there, to try and prove why a female SHOULD hold the Office of Deacon is not sound Doctrine.

We have to look at the context to see if what is spoken is woman or wife.  I believe the King James Version is correctly stating when the word is woman and when it is wife, such as:
1 Corinthians 7:16

16For what knowest thou, O wife, whether thou shalt save thy husband? or how knowest thou, O man, whether thou shalt save thy wife?


Each time, the Apostle Paul writes, it is specific.  Not left up to a different "interpretation."  It cannot be replaced with woman and make since.  
Matthew 1:20

 20But while he thought on these things, behold, the angel of the LORD appeared unto him in a dream, saying, Joseph, thou son of David, fear not to take unto thee Mary thy wife: for that which is conceived in her is of the Holy Ghost.

Matthew 1:24-25

 24Then Joseph being raised from sleep did as the angel of the Lord had bidden him, and took unto him his wife: 

 25And knew her not till she had brought forth her firstborn son: and he called his name JESUS.


Again, used specifically to mean a wife, not just his woman, or one outside of marriage.  The Lord Jesus Christ would have been born a bastard, unless they were married.
Matthew 5:31-32

31It hath been said, Whosoever shall put away his wife, let him give her a writing of divorcement: 

 32But I say unto you, That whosoever shall put away his wife, saving for the cause of fornication, causeth her to commit adultery: and whosoever shall marry her that is divorced committeth adultery.


Each time, the King James version uses the correct word, in context, to show whether the word is woman or wife.  Let's look all the times that wives are used, which means a married woman, as opposed to just a woman, and let's look at the context to see if wives should be replaced with just woman . . .

Matthew 19:8
8He saith unto them, Moses because of the hardness of your hearts suffered you to put away your wives: but from the beginning it was not so.
Luke 17:27
27They did eat, they drank, they married wives, they were given in marriage, until the day that Noah entered into the ark, and the flood came, and destroyed them all.

Acts 21:5
5And when we had accomplished those days, we departed and went our way; and they all brought us on our way, with wives and children, till we were out of the city: and we kneeled down on the shore, and prayed.

1 Corinthians 7:29
29But this I say, brethren, the time is short: it remaineth, that both they that have wives be as though they had none;

Ephesians 5:22
22Wives, submit yourselves unto your own husbands, as unto the Lord.

Ephesians 5:24
24Therefore as the church is subject unto Christ, so let the wives be to their own husbands in every thing.

Ephesians 5:25
25Husbands, love your wives, even as Christ also loved the church, and gave himself for it;

Ephesians 5:28
28So ought men to love their wives as their own bodies. He that loveth his wife loveth himself.

Colossians 3:18
18Wives, submit yourselves unto your own husbands, as it is fit in the Lord.

Colossians 3:19
19Husbands, love your wives, and be not bitter against them.

1 Timothy 3:11
11Even so must their wives be grave, not slanderers, sober, faithful in all things.

1 Timothy 4:7
7But refuse profane and old wives' fables, and exercise thyself rather unto godliness.

1 Peter 3:1
1Likewise, ye wives, be in subjection to your own husbands; that, if any obey not the word, they also may without the word be won by the conversation of the wives;


Let's see how the Holy Spirit, through the Apostle Paul uses "of one" to show the choice made:

1 Timothy 3:2
2A bishop then must be blameless, the husband of one wife, vigilant, sober, of good behaviour, given to hospitality, apt to teach;
1 Timothy 3:12
12Let the deacons be the husbands of one wife, ruling their children and their own houses well.

1 Timothy 5:9
9Let not a widow be taken into the number under threescore years old, having been the wife of one man.

Titus 1:6
6If any be blameless, the husband of one wife, having faithful children not accused of riot or unruly.

(Qualifications to hold the Office of Bishop, held by a man called an Elder):
Titus 1:5-9

 5For this cause left I thee in Crete, that thou shouldest set in order the things that are wanting, and ordain elders in every city, as I had appointed thee: 

 6If any be blameless, the husband of one wife, having faithful children not accused of riot or unruly. 
 7For a bishop must be blameless, as the steward of God; not selfwilled, not soon angry, not given to wine, no striker, not given to filthy lucre; 
 8But a lover of hospitality, a lover of good men, sober, just, holy, temperate; 
 9Holding fast the faithful word as he hath been taught, that he may be able by sound doctrine both to exhort and to convince the gainsayers.
1 Timothy 3:1-13

 1This is a true saying, if a man desire the office of a bishop, he desireth a good work. 

 2A bishop then must be blameless, the husband of one wife, vigilant, sober, of good behaviour, given to hospitality, apt to teach; 

 3Not given to wine, no striker, not greedy of filthy lucre; but patient, not a brawler, not covetous; 

 4One that ruleth well his own house, having his children in subjection with all gravity; 

 5(For if a man know not how to rule his own house, how shall he take care of the church of God?) 

 6Not a novice, lest being lifted up with pride he fall into the condemnation of the devil. 

 7Moreover he must have a good report of them which are without; lest he fall into reproach and the snare of the devil. 

 8Likewise must the deacons be grave, not doubletongued, not given to much wine, not greedy of filthy lucre;

Note:  Likewise in the Greek means:  in like manner, likewise, just so.  In other words, in the like manner as an Elder, Deacons, too, must also meet the same requirements set forth for the Elder, must be blameless, the husband of one wife . . . in addition, being more specific about certain items that the Deacons were to follow, that is the men who hold the Office of Deacon. 

 9Holding the mystery of the faith in a pure conscience. 

 10And let these also first be proved; then let them use the office of a deacon, being found blameless. 

 11Even so must their wives be grave, not slanderers, sober, faithful in all things.

Note:  So, it would not make at all sense to use the word women, instead of wives in verse 11 above since the Apostle Paul would be saying:  Likewise Deacons, even so must their women be grave . . .  (which leaves some to think their women, or woman Deacons are to be grave.  If speaking of women, instead of wives, it would not make sense to interject the women Deacons while speaking specifically of the male Deacons (one sentence out of contexts, which would open the door to much confusion if that word was used.  It would have been clear to say even female Deacons, or female Deacons also, etc . . ..  Below this, though, which cannot be separated out as it continues to talk about the Office of Deacon is verse 12, follows more that those who hold the Office of Deacon, are further requirements:  the husbands of one wife.  That doesn't at all sound that women are here included.  If I was writing about both, I would have made my writing much clearer by saying that if there were women Deacons (those who held the Office of Deacon) to say their requirements are same as the male, and that they, too, were to be the wife of one man.

 12Let the deacons be the husbands of one wife, ruling their children and their own houses well. 
 13For they that have used the office of a deacon well purchase to themselves a good degree, and great boldness in the faith which is in Christ Jesus. 

Deacons are Servants, one who "kicks up dust" those that hurry to do the work within the Church.   Deacons carry out many manual tasks that often imply even larger responsibilities.  In Acts 6, the Deacons had to Administer the situation to prevent further conflict.  Deacons are frequently the "human force" that accomplishes most of the work within the Church.  It is important to remember that one can be a Deacon, and still work in other areas distinct from what would be called Administration.  One can be a Deacon, for example, and actively participate In Evangelism at the same time. Such is the example left by the Deacon Stephen in Acts 6:8-15 ,7:1-60.


The difference between an Bishop (A man called an Elder Hold this Office of Bishop) and that of a Deacon (also held by a man who holds the Office of Deacon) is not in spiritual qualification, the difference is in function. The one function that a Bishop, Overseer, or Pastor has is that he is to be a skilled teacher and that is never said of a Deacon. The function of the Elder is uniquely the public Teaching of the Word of God and the function of the Deacon is different from that function.  Deacons may Teach, they may Teach very effectively, they may be on their way to becoming those Elder, or Pastors and Teachers, but the primary function that they serve is the carrying out, the application, the personal application of the teaching being done by the Elder, one who is the Pastor or Overseer (one who hold the Office of Bishop). The distinction is one by definition and description, an Elder is a Teaching function, the Deacon is a serving function in areas other than the public Teaching. The spiritual character is the same and both are leadership responsibilities. We could say that Elders major function is Teaching, and Deacons major function is Administration by carrying out the application of the teaching and meeting the personal needs of the flock. Skilled Teachers need to be free to pray and study, and so there are Servers men who hold the (Office of Deacon) who come along and enable them to do that.


Let's look at the earliest evidence of "Deaconess" outside of the one mention (wrongly used) of Phoebe, and those who mention women Deacons in their writings:
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Clement_of_Alexandria
Female Deacons, known as Deaconess is mentioned by early Christian writers such as Clement of Alexandria.  Clement of Alexandria, was a non-Christian considered to be one of the "fathers of the early Christian "church"".  Clement is best remembered as the teacher of Origen.  Like Origen, he arose from Alexandria's Catechetical School and was well versed in pagan literature.  Origen succeeded Clement as head of the school.  Alexandria had a major Christian community in early Christianity, noted for its scholarship and its high-quality copies of Scripture.  Clement is counted as one of the early Church Fathers. He advocated a vegetarian diet and claimed that the Apostles Peter, Matthew, and James the Just were vegetarians.  Clement united Greek philosophical traditions with Christian Doctrine.
What agreement does Light, God's Light, His Truth, have with Greek philosophical traditions?  None.

2 Corinthians 6:14-17

 14Be ye not unequally yoked together with unbelievers: for what fellowship hath righteousness with unrighteousness? and what communion hath light with darkness? 

 15And what concord hath Christ with Belial? or what part hath he that believeth with an infidel? 

 16And what agreement hath the temple of God with idols? for ye are the temple of the living God; as God hath said, I will dwell in them, and walk in them; and I will be their God, and they shall be my people. 

 17Wherefore come out from among them, and be ye separate, saith the Lord, and touch not the unclean thing; and I will receive you.

http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Origen
Origen (Greek: Ὠριγένης Ōrigénēs), or Origen Adamantius, 184/5–253/4, was an early Christian Alexandrian scholar and theologian, and one of the most distinguished writers of the early Church. As early as the fourth century, his orthodoxy was suspect, in part because he believed in the preexistence of souls. The works of such 20th-century scholars as Henri de Lubac, SJ, and Jean Danielou, SJ, have rehabilitated his reputation as a first-rate theologian. Today Origen is regarded as one of the Church Fathers.  As in the beginning all intelligent beings were united to God, Origen also held out the possibility, though he did not assert so definitively, that in the end all beings, perhaps even the devil himself, would be reconciled to God in what is called the apokatastasis ("restitution"). 
Fourth-century “Fathers” of the (Roman Catholic “church,” such as Epiphanius of Salamis, Basil of Caesarea, John Chrysostom, and Gregory of Nyssa were the first to accept the ministry of female deacons as a fact.

Epiphanius of Salamis lived as a monk in Egypt, where he was educated and came into contact with Valentinian groups.

Valentinus (also spelled Valentinius) (100 - c.160) was the best known and for a time most successful early Christian gnostic theologian. He founded his school in Rome. According to Tertullian, Valentinus was a candidate for Office of Bishop, but started his own group when another was chosen.

Valentinus "doctrine" is known to us only in the developed and modified form given to it by his disciples.  He taught that there were three kinds of people, the spiritual, psychical, and material; and that only those of a spiritual nature (his own followers) received the gnosis (knowledge) that allowed them to return to the divine Pleroma ( generally refers to the totality of divine powers.  Gnosticism holds that the world is controlled by archons (Archons:   servants of the Demiurge, the "creator god" that stood between the human race and a transcendent God that could only be reached through gnosis.  (Note:  The creator God is the Lord Jesus Christ of Nazareth.)  In this context they have the role of the angels and demons of the Old Testament. They give their name to the sect called Archontics.), among whom some versions of Gnosticism claim that the "transcendent God is the deity of the Old Testament, who held aspects of the human captive, either knowingly or accidentally.   So, in other words God held people captive, not knowing it or by accident), while those of a psychic nature (ordinary Christians) would attain a lesser form of salvation, and that those of a material nature (pagans and Jews) were doomed to perish.  Valentinus had a large following.  A characteristic feature of the Gnostic conception of the universe is the role played in almost all Gnostic systems by the seven world-creating archons, known as the Hebdomad (ἑβδομάς). There are indeed certain exceptions; for instance, Basilides taught the existence of a "great archon" called Abraxas who presided over 365 archons (Irenaeus, Adversus Haereses, i. 24); in the Valentinian system, the Seven are in a manner replaced by the Aeons. These Seven, then, are in most systems semi-hostile powers, and are reckoned as the last and lowest emanations of the Godhead; below them—and frequently considered as derived from them—comes the world of the actually devilish powers.
Genesis 1:1-2; John 1:1-5; Proverbs 8:1-36; 1 Corinthians 1:20-24; Job 38, 39, 40; Job 42:1-6; Isaiah 6:1-5; Revelation 19:1-16; Ephesians 3:9-12; Matthew 11:27; Luke 10:22; John 3:35; John 4:24-26; John 5:20; John 13:3; John 16:15; Ephesians 1:1-14; Colossians 1:12-20; Acts 17:24-31; 1 Corinthians 8:6; 1 Corinthians 13:4-8; Colossians 2:2-3, Romans 8:38-39; 2 John 1:3; Jude 1:21; 2 Corinthians 5:17-19; Hebrews 1:1-8; Hebrews 2:9-18; 1 Corinthians 15:20-28; Revelation 4:1-11; Revelation 15:1-8; Revelation 1:17-18; Revelation 1:8.
Isaiah 40:28-31

28 Hast thou not known? hast thou not heard, that the everlasting God, the Lord, the Creator of the ends of the earth, fainteth not, neither is weary? there is no searching of his understanding.

Note:  Who created the earth, the ends of the earth?  Answer:  The Creator God, The Lord Jesus Christ of Nazareth, created ALL things:  John 1.

29 He giveth power to the faint; and to them that have no might he increaseth strength.

30 Even the youths shall faint and be weary, and the young men shall utterly fall:

31 But they that wait upon the Lord shall renew their strength; they shall mount up with wings as eagles; they shall run, and not be weary; and they shall walk, and not faint.
Isaiah 9:6-7
6 For unto us a child is born, unto us a son is given: and the government shall be upon his shoulder: and his name shall be called Wonderful, Counsellor, The mighty God, The everlasting Father, The Prince of Peace.
7 Of the increase of his government and peace there shall be no end, upon the throne of David, and upon his kingdom, to order it, and to establish it with judgment and with justice from henceforth even for ever. The zeal of the Lord of hosts will perform this.


Romans 16:27

27 To God only wise, be glory through Jesus Christ for ever. Amen.
Epiphanius of Salamis returned to Palestine around 333, when he was still a young man, and he founded a monastery at Ad nearby.  So, Epiphanius of Salamis was a monk.  Right there shows his error from the beginning, and he followed the teachings of another in error Valentinus, who when not chosen to hold the Office of Bishop, started his own system.
There is no position of monk in the Christian Church.  Monks, separate themselves into their own groups and distance themselves from the world around them.  Christians are not to hide our light under a bushel (separate ourselves unto ourselves,) but are called to let our Light shine out into the world (satan's family).  Yes, separate thinking from the world, but not separated away from the world, or how else will the world (satan's family) see your good works, and glorify your Father which is in heaven?
Matthew 5:15-16
15Neither do men light a candle, and put it under a bushel, but on a candlestick; and it giveth light unto all that are in the house.
16Let your light so shine before men, that they may see your good works, and glorify your Father which is in heaven. 
Luke 8:16
16No man, when he hath lighted a candle, covereth it with a vessel, or putteth it under a bed; but setteth it on a candlestick, that they which enter in may see the light.

Luke 11:33
33No man, when he hath lighted a candle, putteth it in a secret place, neither under a bushel, but on a candlestick, that they which come in may see the light.

Basil of Caesarea, in his exergesis (Exergesis is a critical explanation or intepretation of a text, especially a religious text.) Basil was a great admirer of Origen (As in the beginning all intelligent beings were united to God, Origen also held out the possibility, though he did not assert so definitively, that in the end all beings, perhaps even the devil himself, would be reconciled to God in what is called the apokatastasis ("restitution").) and the need for the spiritual interpretation of Scripture, as his co-editorship of the Philokalia (The Philokalia (Gk. φιλοκαλία, "love of the beautiful") is a collection of texts written between the 4th and 15th centuries by "spiritual masters" of the Eastern Orthodox hesychast  tradition.   Hesychast:  Based on Christ's injunction in the Gospel of Matthew to "go into your closet to pray", hesychasm in tradition has been the process of retiring inward by ceasing to register the senses, in order to achieve "an experiential knowledge of God".  They were originally written for the guidance and instruction of monks in "the practice of the contemplative life") with Gregory of Nazianzen testifies, based on Aristotle's works.  Aristotle wrote, "The more humans engage in contemplation, the closer they are to their gods and the more perfect will be their happiness."

Basil of Caesarea ascetic tendencies are exhibited in the Moralia and Asketika (sometimes mistranslated as Rules of St. Basil), ethical manuals for use in the world and the cloister, respectively. Of the two works known as the Greater Asketikon and the Lesser Asketikon, the shorter is the one most probably his work
Ascetic:  Some forms of Christianity (see especially Monastic life) and the Indian religions (including yoga) teach salvation and liberation and involve a process of mind-body transformation effected by exercising restraint with respect to actions of body, speech, and mind.


John Chrysostom in his Divine Liturgy of St. John Chrysostom show his ascetic sensibilities.    

As he grew older, however, he became more deeply committed to Christianity and went on to study theology under Diodore of Tarsus (During his priesthood, Diodore founded a monastery and catechetical school near the city of Antioch). It was through this school that Diodore became the mentor of the controversial theologian and liturgist Theodore of Mopsuestia, but also of the legendary homileticist John Chrysostom.  This school would give rise to the unique Antiochene perspectives on both biblical interpretation and Christology known as the Antiochene School.  Ultimately, taken to the extreme, the perspective set out for this school by Diodore led to the teachings of Nestorius, which were first condemned at the First Council of Ephesus in 431). Diodore of Tarsus was the founder of the re-constituted School of Antioch. According to the Christian historian Sozomen, Libanius was supposed to have said on his deathbed that John Chrysostom would have been his successor "if the Christians had not taken him from  us".
John Chrysostom lived with extreme asceticism and became a hermit in about 375; he spent the next two years continually standing, scarcely sleeping, and committing the Bible to memory. As a consequence of these practices, his stomach and kidneys were permanently damaged and poor health forced him to return to Antioch.

Archbishop of Constantinople 

In 398, John Chrysostom was requested, against his will, to take the position of Archbishop of Constantinople. He deplored the fact that Imperial court protocol would now assign to him access to privileges greater than the highest state officials.  (So, againt his will, he because Archbishop of Constantinople).  (<:)

Gregory of Nyssa, historians say that Theosebia the "deaconess" was his wife, other hold that she, like Macrina the Younger, was actually a sister of Gregory and Basil.

Gregory made two major contributions to Christian theology. The first is his doctrine of the Trinity, a development of the theology of Basil and their mutual friend Gregory Nazianzus. The second is his spiritual theology, which posited God as infinite and salvation as potentially universal. The traditional 19th Century Western interpretation found in older sources such as Schaff-Herzog (the Universalist historian George T. Knight, 1912) and the Catholic Encyclopedia (Pierre Batiffol,1914) that Gregory of Nyssa taught universal salvation ( Universal Salvation is the doctrine that all immortal souls — because of the love and mercy of God, NOT THE SACRIFICE OF THE LORD JESUS CHRIST OF NAZARETH AT THE CROSS OF NAZARETH ALONE — will ultimately be 'reconciled' with God.  Universal salvation may be related to the perception of a problem of Hell, standing opposed to ideas such as everlasting torment in Hell, but may also include a period of finite punishment similar to a state of purgatory.  Those who believe in universal reconciliation may support the view that while there may be a real "Hell" of some kind, it is neither a place of endless suffering nor a place where the spirits of human beings are ultimately 'annihilated' after enduring the just amount of divine retribution.  Univeralists adhere to the view that salvation history concludes with the reconciliation of the entire human race to God called Universal Salvation, which affirms that all people would eventually come to salvation through Christ.  Gregory of Nyssa views on Universal Salvation, or if he meant this by his use of the Greek term apokatatasis, is disputed by Eastern Theologians as incorrect.  Gregory's views on this subject are being reassessed in the West. (Rome)
Fourth-century Fathers of the Church, such as Epiphanius of Salamis, Basil of Caesarea, John Chrysostom, and Gregory of Nyssa were the first to accept the ministry of female deacons as a fact.
This men were certainly a problem, and notice what time frame that come about . . . the Fourth Century, when the Roman Catholic system of error first comes into power.  It was in In 313 A.D., when the Edict of Milan (Edictum Mediolanense) was a letter signed by emperors Constantine Ist and Licinius proclaimed religious toleration in the Roman Empire.  Emperor Constantine Ist in 380 A.D. decreed that Christianity was a "state religion of the Roman Empire".

Two types of monastic women were typically consecrated to the female diaconate in the early and middle Byzantine period in the Roman Catholic "church," Abbesses and nuns. 

A deaconess is the female superior, or mother superior, of an abbey of nuns.  This is contrary to the teaching in the Holy Bible, that the women are to be under the man as there head, not under a woman, because here she isn't just teaching younger women but is their head as Administrator or Deacon over them.  The term "nun" is applicable to Catholic  – both eastern and western traditions – Orthodox Christians, Anglicans, Lutherans, Jains, Buddhists, and Taoists. While in common usage the terms nun and sister are often used interchangeably, in some cases they are differentiated, a nun being a religious woman who lives a contemplative cloistered life of prayer and meditation (Cloistered:  observe "papal enclosure" rules and their monasteries typically have walls separating the nuns from the outside world. The nuns rarely leave (except for medical necessity, or occasionally for purposes related to their contemplative life) though they may have visitors in specially built parlors, often with either a "grillwork" or half-wall separating the nuns' side from the visitors', that allow them to meet with outsiders,) while a sister, in "Christian denominations", lives an active vocation of prayer and service, often to the needy, sick, poor, and uneducated.  They are employed and provided for by their "church."  Nothing in Holy Scripture declares this to be so.  It is a made up "profession."  Only true widows that have no family, are provided for by the Church, according to Holy Scripture, the Holy Bible.  Nothing in the Holy Bible gives an example of a woman being employed by the Church, or taken care of by the Church outside the True Widows.

Romans 12:1-21

 1I beseech you therefore, brethren, by the mercies of God, that ye present your bodies a living sacrifice, holy, acceptable unto God, which is your reasonable service. 

 2And be not conformed to this world: but be ye transformed by the renewing of your mind, that ye may prove what is that good, and acceptable, and perfect, will of God. 

 3For I say, through the grace given unto me, to every man that is among you, not to think of himself more highly than he ought to think; but to think soberly, according as God hath dealt to every man the measure of faith. 
 4For as we have many members in one body, and all members have not the same office: 
 5So we, being many, are one body in Christ, and every one members one of another. 
 6Having then gifts differing according to the grace that is given to us, whether prophecy, let us prophesy according to the proportion of faith; 

 7Or ministry, let us wait on our ministering: or he that teacheth, on teaching; 

 8Or he that exhorteth, on exhortation: he that giveth, let him do it with simplicity; he that ruleth, with diligence; he that sheweth mercy, with cheerfulness. 

 9Let love be without dissimulation. Abhor that which is evil; cleave to that which is good. 

 10Be kindly affectioned one to another with brotherly love; in honour preferring one another; 

 11Not slothful in business; fervent in spirit; serving the Lord; 

 12Rejoicing in hope; patient in tribulation; continuing instant in prayer; 

 13Distributing to the necessity of saints; given to hospitality. 

 14Bless them which persecute you: bless, and curse not. 

 15Rejoice with them that do rejoice, and weep with them that weep. 

 16Be of the same mind one toward another. Mind not high things, but condescend to men of low estate. Be not wise in your own conceits. 

 17Recompense to no man evil for evil. Provide things honest in the sight of all men. 

 18If it be possible, as much as lieth in you, live peaceably with all men. 

 19Dearly beloved, avenge not yourselves, but rather give place unto wrath: for it is written, Vengeance is mine; I will repay, saith the Lord. 

 20Therefore if thine enemy hunger, feed him; if he thirst, give him drink: for in so doing thou shalt heap coals of fire on his head. 

 21Be not overcome of evil, but overcome evil with good.

1 Corinthians 14:34-35

 34Let your women keep silence in the churches: for it is not permitted unto them to speak; but they are commanded to be under obedience as also saith the law. 

 35And if they will learn any thing, let them ask their husbands at home: for it is a shame for women to speak in the church.

1 Timothy 2:11-12

 11Let the woman learn in silence with all subjection. 

 12But I suffer not a woman to teach, nor to usurp authority over the man, but to be in silence.

Acts 6, 7
The Deacon Stephen, a man full of faith, and of the Holy Ghost; he was a man eminent for his faith in the Lord Jesus Christ of Nazareth, and his faithfulness to Him, and in everything he was concerned, and for his courage and boldness in the cause of his Lord and King, the Lord Jesus Christ and for other gifts and graces of the Holy Spirit, with which he was filled; he was, it is very likely, the most eminent person of all the seven of the first Deacons (men who held the Office of Deacon), and is therefore named first; he is after wards taken notice of, and was the first that suffered martyrdom for the Lord Jesus Christ, with which he was crowned, answerable to his name, which signifies a crown.


Stephen, no doubt was diligent and faithful in the discharge of his Office as Deacon as distributor of the Church's charity, and laid out himself to put that affair in a good method, which he did to universal satisfaction; and though it appears here that he was a man of uncommon gifts, and even fitted for a higher station, yet, being called to the Office of Deacon, he did not think it below him to do the duty of it. Furthermore, being faithful in a little, he was entrusted with more; and, though we do not find him propagating the Gospel by Preaching and Baptizing, yet we find him here called out to very honorable services, and owned in them.

The Deacon Stephen proved the Truth of the Gospel, by working miracles in the Lord Jesus Christ's name, v. 8. 1. He was full of faith and power, that is, of a strong faith, by which he was enabled to do great things. Those that are full of faith are full of power of the Holy Spirit, because by faith the power of God is engaged for us. The Deacon Stephen had great faith.  His faith did so fill him that it left no room for unbelief and made room for the influences of God's Divine Grace, so that, as the Prophet Micah speaks, he was full of power by the Spirit of the Lord of hosts, Micah 3:8. By faith we are emptied of self, and so are filled with the power of the Lord Jesus Christ and His Spirit, who is the wisdom of God and the Power of God. 2. Being so, the Deacon Stephen did great wonders and miracles among the people, openly, and in the sight of all, for miracles by the Lord Jesus Christ and those He has Called feared not the strictest scrutiny. It is not strange that the Deacon Stephen, though he was not Called as a Preacher by Office, he did these great wonders, for we find that these were distinct gifts of the Holy Spirit, and divided severally, for to one was given the working of miracles, and to another prophecy, 1 Corinthians 12:10. These, as signs, followed not only those that Preached, but also those that believed. Mark 16:17-18

Acts 6, the Deacon Stephen pleaded the cause of Christianity against those that opposed it, and argued against it (v. 9, 10); he served the interests of religion as a disputant, in the high places of the field, while others were serving them as vinedressers and husbandmen.

1. We are here told who were his opponents, v. 9. They were Jews, but Hellenist (Greek) Jews, Jews of the dispersion, who seem to have been more zealous for their religion than the native Jews; it was with difficulty that they retained the practice and profession of it in the country where they lived, where they were as speckled birds, and not without great expense and toil that they kept up their attendance at Jerusalem, and this made them more active sticklers for Judaism than those were whose profession of their religion was cheap and easy. They were of the synagogue which is called the synagogue of the Libertines; the Romans called those Liberti, or Libertini, who either, being foreigners, were naturalized, or, being slaves by birth, were manumitted, or made freemen. Some think that these Libertines were such of the Jews as had obtained the Roman freedom, as Paul had (Acts 22:27, 28); and it is probable that he was the most forward man of this synagogue of the Libertines in disputing with the Deacon Stephen, and engaged others in the dispute, for we find him busy in the stoning of Stephen, and consenting to his death. There were others that belonged to the synagogue of the Cyrenians and Alexandrians, of which synagogue the Jewish writers speak; and others that belonged to their synagogue who were of Cilicia and Asia; and if Paul, as a freeman of Rome, did not belong to the synagogue of the Libertines, he belonged to this, as a native of Tarsus, a city of Cilicia: it is probable that he might be a member of both. The Jews that were born in other countries, and had concerns in them, had frequent occasion, not only to resort to, but to reside in, Jerusalem. Each nation had its synagogue, as in London there are French, and Dutch, and Danish churches: and those synagogues were the schools to which the Jews of those nations sent their youth to be educated in the Jewish learning. Now those that were tutors and professors in these synagogues, seeing the Gospel grow, and the rulers conniving at the growth of it, and fearing what would be the consequence of it to the Jewish religion, which they were jealous for, being confident of the goodness of their cause, and their own sufficiency to manage it, would undertake to run down Christianity by force of argument, or to enter into it (by deceit) to destroy it from within.  It was a fair and rational way of dealing with it, and what religion is always ready to admit.
Isaiah 41:21 21Produce your cause, saith the LORD; bring forth your strong reasons, saith the King of Jacob. Why did these dispute with Stephen? Why not with the Apostles themselves? (1.) Some think because they despised the Apostles as unlearned and ignorant men, whom they thought it below them to engage with; but the Deacon Stephen was bred a scholar, and they thought it their honor to meddle with their match. (2.) Others think it was exactly the opposite, in that they stood in awe of the Apostles, and could not be so free and familiar with them as they could be with the Deacon Stephen, who held an inferior Office, therefore they thought even though he was learned, they could out do him. (3.) Perhaps, they having given a public challenge, Stephen was chosen and appointed by the Apostle, and so was to be their champion; for it was not meet that the Apostles should leave the preaching of the Word of God to engage in controversy. The Deacon Stephen, therefore, who was a very sharp young man, of bright parts, and better qualified to deal with wrangling disputants than maybe the Apostles themselves, was appointed to this service. Some historians say that the Deacon Stephen had been bred up at the feet of Gamaliel, and that Saul and the rest of them set upon him as a deserter, and with a particular fury made him their mark. (4.) It is probable that they disputed with Stephen because he was zealous to argue with them and convince them, and this was the service to which God had Called him.

2. We are here told how he carried the point in this dispute (v. 10): They were not able to resist the wisdom and the Spirit by which he spoke. They could neither support their own arguments nor answer his. The Deacon Stephen proved by such irresistible arguments that Jesus is the Christ, and delivered himself with so much clearness and fulness that they had nothing to object against what he said; though they were not convinced, yet they were confounded. It is not said, They were not able to resist him, but, "They were not able to resist the wisdom and the Spirit by which he spoke," that Spirit of Wisdom, the Holy Spirit which spoke by him. Now was fulfilled that promise, that the Lord Jesus Christ gave to them:

Luke 21:12-15

 12But before all these, they shall lay their hands on you, and persecute you, delivering you up to the synagogues, and into prisons, being brought before kings and rulers for my name's sake. 

 13And it shall turn to you for a testimony. 

 14Settle it therefore in your hearts, not to meditate before what ye shall answer: 
 15For I will give you a mouth and wisdom, which all your adversaries shall not be able to gainsay nor resist.
They thought they had only disputed with the Deacon Stephen, and could make their part good with him; but they were disputing with the Holy Spirit of God in him, for whom they were an unequal match.

3. At length, he sealed it with his blood; so we shall find he did in the next chapter; here we have some steps taken by his enemies towards it. When they could not answer his arguments as a disputant, they prosecuted him as a criminal, and suborned witnesses against him, to swear blasphemy upon him. On such terms do we dispute with malignant men. It is simply a miracle of providence (God's Will) that no greater number of True Worshipers, Born Again Believer have been murdered in the world, by the way of perjury and pretense of law, when so many thousands hate the Elect of God, and those who make no conscience of false oaths against them. They suborned men, that is, instructed them what to say, and then hired them to swear it. They were the more enraged against the Deacon Stephen because he had proved them to be in the wrong, and shown them the right way; for which they ought to have given him their best thanks. Was he therefore become their enemy, because he told them the truth, and proved it to be so? Now let us observe here,

1. How with all possible art and industry they incensed both the government and the mob against him, that, if they could not prevail by the one, they might by the other Acts 6 (v. 12): They stirred up the people against him, that, if the Sanhedrim should still think fit (according to Gamaliel's advice) to let him alone, yet they might run him down by a popular rage and tumult; they also found means to stir up the Elders and Scribes against Stephen, that, if the people should countenance and protect him, they might prevail by authority. Thus they doubted not but to gain their point, when then had two strings to their bow.

2. How they got him to the bar: They came upon him, when he little thought of it, and caught him and brought him to the council. They came upon him in a body, and flew upon him as a lion upon his prey; so the word signifies. By their rude and violent treatment of the Deacon Stephen, they would represent him, both to the people, and to the government, as a dangerous man, that would either flee from justice if he were not watched, or fight with it if he were not put under a force. Having caught him, they brought him triumphantly into the council, and, as it should seem, so hastily that he had none of his friends with him. They had found, when they brought many together, that they emboldened one another, and strengthened one another's hands; and therefore they will try how to deal with them singly.

3. How they were prepared with evidence ready to produce against him. They were resolved that they would not be run a-ground, as they were when they brought our Savior upon his trial, and then had to seek for witnesses. These were got ready beforehand, and were instructed to make oath that they had heard him speak blasphemous words against Moses and against God Acts 6 (v. 11)—against this holy place and the law (v. 13); for they heard him say what the Lord Jesus Christ of Nazareth would do to their place and their customs, v. 14. It is probable that he had said something to that purport; and yet those who swore it against him are called false witnesses,

(1.) What was the general charge exhibited against the Deacon Stephen-that he spoke blasphemous words; and, to aggravate the matter, "He ceases not to speak blasphemous words; it is his common talk, his discourse in all companies; wheresoever he comes, he makes it his business to instil his notions into all he converses with." It intimates likewise something of contumacy and contempt of admonition. "He has been warned against it, and yet ceases not to talk at this rate." Blasphemy is justly reckoned a heinous crime (to speak contemptibly and reproachfully of God our Maker), and therefore Stephen's persecutors would be thought to have a deep concern upon them for "the honor of God's name", and to do this in a jealousy for that. As it was with the confessors and martyrs of the Old Testament, so it was with those of the New—their brethren that hated them, and cast them out, said, Let the Lord be glorified; and pretended they did Him service in it. He is said to have spoken blasphemous words against Moses and against God. Those who blaspheme Moses (if they meant the writings of Moses, which were given by inspiration of God) blaspheme God Himself. Those that speak reproachfully of the Holy Scriptures, and ridicule them, reflect upon God Himself, and do despite to Him. God's great intention was to magnify the law and make it honorable; those therefore that vilify the Law, and make it contemptible, blaspheme His Name.  Did the Deacon Stephen blaspheme Moses? By no means, he was far from it. The Lord Jesus Christ, and the Preachers of His Gospel, never said any thing that looked like blaspheming Moses; they always quoted his writings with respect, appealed to them, and said no other things than what Moses said should come; very unjustly therefore was the Deacon Stephen indicted for blaspheming Moses.

(2.) Let us see how this charge is supported and made out; why, truly, when the thing was to be proved, all they can charge him with is that he hath spoken blasphemous words against this holy place and the law; and this must be deemed and taken as blasphemy against Moses and against God himself. Thus, does the charge dwindle when it comes to the evidence. [1.] He is charged with blaspheming this holy place. Some understand this of the city of Jerusalem, which was the Holy City, and which they had a mighty jealousy for. But it is rather meant of the temple, that holy house. Christ was condemned as a blasphemer for words which were thought to reflect upon the temple, which they seemed concerned for the honor of, even when they by their wickedness had profaned it. [2.] He is charged with blaspheming the Law, of which they made their boast, and in which they put their trust, when through breaking the law they dishonoured God.  Though there was something of truth in their testimony, yet they put a wrong and malicious construction upon what he had said, and perverted it.

Romans 2:23

23Thou that makest thy boast of the law, through breaking the law dishonourest thou God?
Well, but how can they make this out? Why, here the charge dwindles again; for all they can accuse him of is that they had themselves heard him say (but how it came in, or what explication he gave to if, they think not themselves bound to give account) that this Jesus of Nazareth, who was so much talked of, shall destroy this place, and change the customs which Moses delivered to us. He could not be charged with having said any thing to the disparagement either of the Temple or of the Law. The Priests had themselves profaned the Temple, by making it not only a house of merchandise, but also a den of thieves; yet they would be thought zealous for the honor of it, against one that had never said any thing amiss of it, but had attended it more as a House of Prayer, according to the true intention of it, than they had. Nor, had he ever reproached the Law as they had. First, He had said, Jesus of Nazareth shall destroy this place, destroy the temple, destroy Jerusalem. It is probable that he might say so; and what blasphemy was it against the Holy place to say that it should not be perpetual any more than Shiloh was, and that the just and Holy God would not continue the privileges of His sanctuary to those that abused them? Had not the Prophets given the same warning to their fathers of the destruction of that Holy Place by the Chaldeans? Nay, when the Temple was first built, had not God himself given the same warning: . . . And this house, which is high, shall be an astonishment . . .

2 Chronicles 7:21

21And this house, which is high, shall be an astonishment to every one that passeth by it; so that he shall say, Why hath the LORD done thus unto this land, and unto this house?
Was then the Deacon Stephen a blasphemer, who tells them that the Lord Jesus Christ of Nazareth, if they continue their opposition to Him, will bring a just destruction upon their place and nation, and they may thank themselves for their own destruction? Those wickedly abuse their profession of religion who, under color of that, call the reproofs given them for their disagreeable conversations blasphemous reflections upon their religion. Secondly, He had said, This Jesus shall change the customs which Moses delivered to us.Christ came, not to destroy, but to fulfil, the law; and, if he changed some customs that Moses delivered, it was to introduce and establish those that were much better; and if the Jewish Assembly had not obstinately refused to come into this new establishment, and instead to adhered to the Ceremonial Law, for aught I know their place had not been destroyed; so that for putting them into a certain way to prevent their destruction, and for giving them certain notice of their destruction if they did not take that way, the Deacon Stephen is thus accused as a blasphemer.

IV. We are here told how God owned him when he was brought before the council, and made it to appear that he stood by him Acts 6 (v. 15): All that sat in the Council, the Priests, Scribes, and Elders, looking stedfastly on him, being a stranger, and one they had not yet had before them, saw his face as it had been the face of an angel. It is usual for Judges to observe the countenance of the prisoner, which sometimes is an indication either of guilt or innocence. Now the Deacon Stephen appeared at the bar with the countenance as of an angel. 1. Perhaps it intimates no more than that he had an extraordinarily pleasant, cheerful countenance, and there was not in it the least sign either of fear for himself or anger at his persecutors. He looked as if he had never been more calm or pleased in his life than he was now when he was Called out to bear his testimony to the Gospel of the Lord Jesus Christ of Nazareth before them all, thus publicly, and stood fair for the Crown of martyrdom. Such an undisturbed serenity, such an undaunted courage, and such an unaccountable mixture of mildness and majesty, there was in his countenance, that every one said he looked like an angel; enough surely to convince the Sadducees that there are Angels, when they saw before their eyes  was as an incarnate angel. 2. It should rather seem that there was a miraculous splendor and brightness upon his countenance, like that of our Savior, the Lord Jesus Christ of Nazareth when He was transfigured—or, moreover, that of Moses when he came down from the Mount—God designing thereby to put honor upon his faithful witness and confusion upon his persecutors and judges, whose sin would be highly aggravated, and would be indeed a rebellion against the Light of the World, the Lord Jesus Christ of Nazareth, if, notwithstanding this, they proceeded against the Deacon Stephen. Whether he himself knew that the skin of his face shone or not we are not told; but all that sat in the council saw it, and probably took notice of it to one another, and an arrant shame it was that when they saw, and could not but see by it that he was owned of God, they did not call him from standing at the bar to sit in the Chief Seat upon the Bench. Wisdom and Holiness make a man's face to shine, and yet these will not secure men from the greatest indignities; and no wonder, when the shining of the Deacon Stephen's face could not be his protection; though it had been easy to prove that if he had been guilty of putting any dishonor upon Moses, that God would not thus have put Moses's honor upon him.

And it was expected that in the days of the Messiah they should be changed, and that the shadows should be done away when the substance was come; yet this was no essential change of the Law, but the perfecting of it. 

Antipas is one of the few martyrs mentioned in the Holy Bible by name. Not only is he mentioned in the Holy Bible, he was spoken of by God. Revelation 2:13 which records the martyrdom of Antipas, who did not deny the Faith and was faithful to the point of death.
Antipas' martyrdom cannot be refuted of his death as recorded in 92 A.D. by Simeon Metaphrastes is that he was roasted alive in a copper bull-shaped altar. Antipas refused to deny the Lord Jesus Christ of Nazareth and “worship the Roman Emperor” Valentinian II (375-92 A.D.,)  just as the Hebrews young men, Hananiah, Mishael and Azariah (more commonly known by their Babylonian names – Shadrach, Meshach and  Abednego) refused to worship anything or anybody except the one True God, Jehovah.
Antipas, whose name means “against all”, was advised that “the whole world is against you!” before he was sentenced to be martyred. His response was “Then, I am against the whole world”.
Points to ponder:
Can God tell of us that we are faithful and that we will not deny Him? (like he did of Antipas) 

Are we against the world, set apart, or are we one with the world? What are we going to be known for? 

Revelation 2:13

13I know thy works, and where thou dwellest, even where Satan's seat is: and thou holdest fast my name, and hast not denied my faith, even in those days wherein Antipas was my faithful martyr, who was slain among you, where Satan dwelleth. 
James 4:4
4Ye adulterers and adulteresses, know ye not that the friendship of the world is enmity with God? whosoever therefore will be a friend of the world is the enemy of God. 
Romans 12:2
 2And be not conformed to this world: but be ye transformed by the renewing of your mind, that ye may prove what is that good, and acceptable, and perfect, will of God. 
Dr. John MacArthur, whose wife is a “deaconess” wrote:
"Well why didn't he use deaconesses?" Because there's no Greek word for that. That's why Phoebe, a woman in Romans 16:1 is called a deacon because there's no feminine form. So the only word he could use if he had used...if he have said "likewise deacons" and meant women, we never would have known he meant women because the word is not feminine. There was no word for wives, so the only word he could use was women and the way he tells us this is a new category is with "likewise." So clearly he's introducing what I believe has come to be the deaconess in the church. I kind of prefer to call them women deacons because that maintains the New Testament terminology a bit better. Women deacons...he just drops this right in the middle of his discussion of deacons as a new category.
And I believe that we today honor that office in our church in a wonderful way. God has raised up women in this church who serve. Our women deacons serve in many ways, carrying for the poor, ministering to the sick, in the Lord's table, in baptism, providing meals for families, involving themselves in assisting people in funerals, counseling, hospital visitation, transportation, making calls on the homes of people, discipling, teaching little children. In fact this morning I spent a little while reading through my wife's deaconess manual, just to refresh my mind. And it's a great thick thing about all of the ministries of the women deacons. It's a wonderful, wonderful thing and I believe its precedent is right here in the New Testament, the early church maintained it, it's come all the way down through history even to us today. And they are leaders in the church. They lead in the spiritual dimensions of service that we have identified.


All those things can be done by both men and women as servants in the Christian Church, not requiring the holding of the Office of Deacon.  Could it be that his wife has clouded his judgment?

Why do I mention Antipas?  I mention him, because even my favorite Pastor, Dr. John MacArthur, who has a New King James Study Bible, I believe has fallen in error on this point.  He, too, goes along with Phoebe being a “Deaconesses”, and believes women Deacons are allowed in the Christian Church.  My point is, I do not.  If the whole world is against me on this issue . . . then I'm against the whole world.
www.alemattec.com/7 For a man indeed ought not to cover his head, forasmuch as he is the image and glory of God . . . but the woman is the glory of the man.doc
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-- 
Paul (<:) Jesus first! 
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