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A LOOK AT ACTS 6 AND ACTS 15 

Donald Townsley 

 

In the August issue of this paper I wrote an article entitled “the Feminist Movement Endangers 
God’s Intended Role for Women” in which I pointed out that there is no divine authority for women 
to be in business meetings along with men helping to make decisions for the church.  A reader 
believes that I “overlooked two significant passages – Acts 6: 1- 5, and Acts 15; 6- 29, with 
particular consideration of verse 22.”  Let us examine these passages to see if they authorize 
women in business meetings. 
 

ACTS 6 
 

In Acts chapter six we have the account of the Grecian widows being neglected in the daily 
ministration (verse 1).  The apostles “called the multitude of the disciples” (verse 2) and told them 
to “look ye out among you seven men” to be appointed over “this business” (verse 3).  Here we have 
qualifications given by the Holy Spirit (verse 3), and the multitude of the disciples (men and 
women, young and old) looking out (which means “to seek out”; “to look about for”) seven men who 
had the qualifications whom the apostles could “appoint over this business” (verse 3).  How was 
this done?  Brother David Lipscomb said:  “By mutual inquiry, consultation and agreement among 
themselves as to the persons possessing the qualifications.”  The church proceeded according to the 
direction of the apostles, and the seven men were chosen (verse 5). 

 
In these instructions I see no authority for women attending business meetings and helping to 

make decisions along with men concerning the everyday operation of the church.  There is a vast 
difference in good sisters taking the qualifications laid down by the Holy Spirit then looking about 
for men who have those qualifications, and women going into business meetings with men to help 
make decisions for the church!  Being able to see and agree that certain men have the qualifications 
is not parallel with women being in business meetings where they can have authority over men or 
share authority with men ( I Tim. 2: 11 – 12).  To use Acts 6: 1 – 5 to authorize women in business 
meetings is a misuse of the passage. 

 
ACTS 15 

 
The account of Acts 15 does not fall in the category of, nor can it be compared with, “general 

business meetings” of local churches of our day.  Let us examine the record of this meeting. 
Men from Judaea had gone to Antioch and taught that “except ye be circumcised after the 

manner of Moses, ye cannot be saved.”  (Acts 15:1).  Paul and Barnabas knew the truth on this 



subject and “had no small dissension and disputation with them”, but the brethren at Antioch 
wanted Paul, Barnabas, and “certain other of them” to go to Jerusalem “unto the apostles and elders 
about this question.”  (15:2).  The meeting in Jerusalem was to show that there were no differences 
between the apostles and other inspired men concerning divine revelation (Gal. 2: 2 – 9; Acts 15).  
The meeting was also to keep the church from becoming an adjunct to Judaism. 

 
There are two records of what happened in Jerusalem – Acts 15 and Galatians 2: 1- 10.  Paul 

went to Jerusalem because God told him to go (Gal. 2:2).  When he got there he met privately with 
them “of reputation” (Gal. 2:2).  We know that James (the Lord’s brother), Cephas (Peter) and John 
were among those with whom he privately communicated (Gal. 2: 2- 9).  He found that there was no 
conflict between them and himself concerning divine revelation. 

 
The meeting with the whole church was to enable the apostles and elders to bring the church 

into agreement with them that there was no conflict in divine revelation.  In this meeting Paul and 
Barnabas spoke of their work among the Gentiles ( 15:4).  The Pharisees presented their case of 
binding the law upon Gentile converts (15:5), and there was much “disputing” or questioning 
(15:7).  Peter then spoke, pointing out God had sent him to preach the gospel to the Gentiles, and 
that God had shown there was no difference between Jew and Gentile by “giving them the Holy 
Ghost, even as he did unto us” (15:8).  He showed that both Jew and Gentile are saved by “the grace 
of the Lord Jesus Christ” (15:11), which necessarily implies that they were not saved by the keeping 
of the law (15: 6 – 11).  Paul and Barnabas then spoke declaring how “miracles and wonders” had 
confirmed the reception of the Gentiles (15:12), and James shows that the bringing in of the 
Gentiles was the fulfilling of the scriptures (15: 13 – 19).  James then speaks by the inspiration of 
the Holy Spirit giving his sentence in the matter; a letter should be written, and he states what was 
to be in the letter (15: 19 – 20).  The question had now been settled, inspired revelation agreed. 

 
Acts 15:22 says:  “Then pleased it the apostles and elders, with the whole church, to send chosen 

men of their own company to Antioch with Paul and Barnabas; namely Judas surnamed Barsabas 
and Silas, chief men among the brethren.”  There was unanimous agreement by the whole church to 
send these two men with the letter; the decision in the letter was made by the Holy Spirit (15:28), 
not by the church. 

 
Here we have seen that the apostles and elders led in the discussion, and the Holy Spirit made 

the decision (15:28).  I find no evidence that women led or participated in the discussion or that the 
whole church (male or female) had anything to do with the decision; it was made by God.  The 
whole church, men and women, learned from the discussion, and when the truth was established by 
the Holy Spirit they were pleased with it (15:28).  We have no such meetings as this today; this 
cannot be compared with a “business meeting” of a local church today!  Acts 15 does not establish 
authority for women to be in general business meetings helping to make decisions with men, and 
brethren who are using these passages as authority for such are perverting the word of God.  Go 
back and read my article in the August issue of this paper.   

 



I plead with you brethren, don’t push this matter.  It is already a source of trouble in some 
places.  We have enough problems without making this one! 

 


