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Titus 1:5-16 

“A Word about Leadership” 
Introduction 
Last Sunday morning we looked at the first four verses of this chapter by way of 
introduction. We noticed a number of important things from those opening verses: 
 
We saw that: Our mission is ‘for the sake of the faith of God’s elect’ (v.1) 
Our hope of eternal life is based on the promises of ‘a God who never lies’ (v.2).  
The means that God uses is ‘the Preaching of His Word’ (v.3) 
Our message is one of salvation, based on grace & bringing us peace (v.4) 
 
We saw all this set against the stark contrast of the world in which we live (v.12) 

‘Cretans are always liars, evil beasts, lazy gluttons’ 
 

It’s because this is the state of society, and the state of the world that we need to 
reach with the Gospel, that it’s important we get back to basics, get back to the 
default position in our churches, it’s important that we ‘press the re-set button’ as 
we come to the end of the summer and get ready for a new season of work ahead. 
 
So over the next 3 Sunday mornings we’re going to look at each of these chapters: 
 

(ch.1) – A Word about Leadership 
(ch.2) – A Word to the Membership 
(ch.3) – A Word about Discipleship 

 
So let’s get stuck in at v.5 this morning: 
 
We know that Titus was Paul’s special envoy to Crete: 
 
Ch.1:5 tells us why Paul had left Titus on the island of Crete. It was to sort out 
some things that he hadn’t got done, before he had to leave the island.  
Among these was the task of appointing elders in each of the towns on the island.  
 
What else do we know about Titus? 
 
Well he is first mentioned in Paul’s writings in Galatians 2:1-3, and from this we 
know that he was a Gentile co-worker of Paul’s. Paul refused to let him be 
circumcised, to show that someone could be saved from a Gentile background 
without having to become a Jew or without having to be circumcised. 
 
If he joined Paul some 14 years after Paul’s conversion, then he seems to have 
been one of Paul’s companions from then until the time of Paul’s death recorded 
for us in his last letter: 2 Timothy 4:10. Here Titus seems to have joined him in 
Nicopolis as requested (Titus 3:12), but now that Paul has gone back to prison in 

Rome, Titus has headed further north from there into Dalmatia – probably modern 
day Croatia with the Gospel. So he was a faithful co-worker in the Gospel with 
Paul for at least 15 years. Paul obviously trusted him a lot. 
 
We come across Titus a few times in 2 Corinthians: 
  
Titus had proved a good trouble-shooter for Paul in Corinth! Paul had absolute 
confidence that Titus had handled himself well in the situation (2 Cor 12:17-18). 
So because Titus had proved so trustworthy in the difficult situation in Corinth, 
Paul had now left him on Crete to see if he could sort out a few things there as 
well. Again Paul had absolute confidence in him that he would do a good job! 
 
When we come to the letter to Titus itself, we see Paul referring to him as,  
 “Titus, my true son in our common faith.” (1:4) 
1. Titus was Paul’s son in the faith – i.e. Paul probably pointed him to the Lord. 
2. Titus was Paul’s true son in their common faith – i.e. even though Paul came 
from an orthodox Jewish background as a Pharisee originally, and Titus came from 
a completely pagan Greek background, yet now they shared ‘a common faith’. 
 
But ch.1:5 gives us the reason why Paul is writing this letter to Titus on Crete, to 
help him in his task of straightening out what Paul had left unfinished – the task of 
appointing elders in every town, as Paul had already directed him to do. He follows 
that charge up by giving the important qualifications for elders in vs.6-9. 
 

I want to begin with a Statement, and then I want to explain it: 
 

“Because of the Characteristics of our Countrymen, 
we need to Lift the Level of Leadership in our Churches.” 

 
You may be wondering why I started that statement by saying,  

“because of the characteristics of our countrymen…”? 
Well, I say that because of Paul’s use of the word ‘for’ at the beginning of v.10. 
That word links what comes after it with what has gone before it.  
Verses 5-9 deal with the qualifications for eldership, the standard of Christian life 
and character that Christian leaders should maintain, and then Paul goes on in 
Verses.10-16 to tell us why this is so important - then on the island of Crete, and 
now today on ths island of Ireland! It is precisely because of the characteristics of 
our fellow countrymen that we need to lift the level of leadership in our churches.  
 
So I’ll say it again,  
 

“Because of the characteristics of our countrymen, 
we need to lift the level of leadership in our churches.” 

 
 



1. The Characteristics of our Countrymen (vs.10-16) 
 
Now it’s always easy to generalise the character traits of the people of any country. 
But Paul takes shelter behind the words of one of their own people. It’s not Paul, 
but one of their own Cretan prophets who said in v.12 about his own people that:  

“Cretans are always liars, evil beasts, lazy gluttons!” 
 

What a thing to say, but it was said by one of their own!  
So Paul then feels free to agree with it in v.13: “This testimony is true!” 
 
Now it would be good this morning to stop for a minute and ask you to think about 
how most outsiders perceive us Northern Irish people? Take the Americans for 
example whenever they come over to visit ‘the ould sod’, what do they think of us? 
 
 Hospitable? Sociable? Welcoming? Drinkers of the black-stuff?  
 Lazy? “Their working life revolves around their social life?” 
 “The fighting Irish?” “Full of blarney / the gift of the gab?” 
 
Q. Is that fair? Is that what we’re really like? Are those the true characteristics of 
our countrymen?  
 
Q. Well are those the kind of characteristics God wants to see in our churches?  
Or are there some natural traits we’d be better to leave behind?  
 
Q. As God’s grace gets to work in our lives what kind of national character traits 
would He want to change in us? 
  

- Hospitable, sociable, welcoming? – they’re alright! Churches should be! 
 - ‘Drinkers of the blackstuff’ – he might want to do something about that? 
 - Lazy, so much so that our working life revolves around our social life? 
  He might want to do something about that one too? 

- ‘The fighting Irish!’ - Is that why our churches sometimes split & divide, 
because we still tend to be fighters, even though God has saved us? 

 - ‘Full of blarney / the gift of the gab?’ - Well if we are, then can’t God 
 take that wonderful natural talent and turn us into ‘gossipers of the 
 Gospel,’ good one-to-one evangelists, or even eloquent preachers?  
 
What else characterises our countrymen? 
 
(v.10-11) - False teachings – legalism?  
 
There were people going about Crete, just as they’re still going around Ireland as 
v.11 says, ‘ruining whole households by teaching things they ought not to teach – 
and that for the sake of dishonest gain.’ - There were false teachers among their 
countrymen, just as there are plenty of false teachers in Ireland too!  

But who were these false teachers?  
 

(v.10) ‘For there are many rebellious people, mere talkers and 
deceivers, especially those of the circumcision group.’ 

 
On Crete they were just a small group, but basically they taught the same things 
as the Judaisers you meet in other parts of the NT: Unless you get circumcised 
and keep the Laws of Moses, and all the ceremonies and rituals that go with it, 
then you can’t be saved, you can’t get right with God. 
 
Here in Ireland we still have those kinds of people and false teachings – Legalism: 
 
It could be Catholic Legalism – unless you attend mass so many times a week, 
and go to confession regularly, and unless you are baptised and confirmed etc, 
etc, in the Catholic Church, then you just can’t be saved. 
 
But it could also be Protestant Legalism too – unless you were baptised in the 
CofI, or the Presbyterian Church, then you aren’t really saved at all. And what 
about unless you keep the Sabbath special, or don’t go to this place or that place, 
and don’t smoke and don’t drink, etc, etc, then you can’t really be saved – what 
about those? 
  
Our country North and South is wrecked and blinded by all kinds of false teaching. 
The problem is that sometimes we as evangelicals have a hard time discerning 
what is really a Gospel issue (an issue where the Gospel is really at stake) and 
what is just a matter of taste or preference – where we should allow liberty of 
conscience. 
 
Wherever there is a prevalence of legalism you are bound to get something else: 
 
(v.13-16) - False professors of religion – These Cretans who were ‘always liars, 
evil beasts, lazy gluttons’ were people who weren’t ‘sound in the faith’ (v.13b). 
 
They thought they were orthodox, but look at v.14 – they were more into ‘Jewish 
myths, and commands of people who turn away from the truth.’ They were corrupt 
in their faith, they didn’t believe the true Gospel, therefore their lives were far from 
pure! Their minds and consciences were corrupted. These people had made false 
professions of faith! Just look at v.16… 
 “They profess to know God, but they deny him by their works!” 
 
Isn’t that a description of many of our countrymen – both North and South – ‘they 
claim to know God’ (they’re very religious, some of them) ‘but by their actions they 
deny him!’ This is the whole point of Titus – if you believe the truth, then your life 
will show it, because you will be practising the truth as well – true godliness! It’s 
the truth that leads to godliness (v.1) 



I said at the start, 
 
 ‘Because of the Characteristics of our Countrymen,  
 we need to Lift the Level of Leadership in our Churches.’  
 
Well that brings me then to look at the second part of that statement and the first 
part of ch.1 – vs.5-9 in particular: 
 
2. The Need to Lift the Level of Leadership in our Churches (vs.5-9) 
 
I mean that we need to constantly raise the standard of leadership in our 
churches. 
 
First of all notice the leaders Paul is talking about: ‘Elders’ (v.5) ‘Overseers’ (v.7). 
The names are interchangeable. In the original: ‘Presbuteros’ (v.5) <-> ‘Episkopos’ 
(overseer / Bishop) (v.7). It’s not that in church life there should be deacons (not 
mentioned here), then a second level of leaders called Elders, and then over all of 
them a bishop. Or even a Bishop of an area who would be over the local leaders in 
several churches in a diocese as in the Anglican or Catholic systems. 
  
No – ‘elder’ (v.5) is interchangeable with ‘overseer’ (v.7). They are different ways 
of referring to the same office. ‘Elder’ is the title, if you like, describing the dignity of 
the office, while ‘overseer’ is what an elder actually does – it describes his work. 
He oversees the work of the church - looking after the flock of God under his care. 
 
That brings us then to the standard that Paul set for the new elders on the island: 
And notice what that standard is: just as there are two references to the name 
elder and overseer, so there are two references to the standard – they are to be 
‘above reproach’ (ESV) or ‘blameless’ (NIV) (v.6 and v.7).  
 
In fact v.7 (NIV) tells us why an elder is to be blameless –  

‘Since an overseer is entrusted with God’s work, he must be blameless.’ 
 

(ESV) ‘For an overseer, as God’s steward, must be above reproach.’ 
 

That’s why elders/overseers must be blameless, because it’s God’s work they are 
doing! They are looking after God’s household! The Church of Jesus Christ! 
 
But what does this word ‘blameless’ actually mean? Well it can’t mean ‘perfect’! 
Because it doesn’t matter who you’re talking about, or how long they’ve been on 
the Christian pathway, there is nobody this side of heaven, apart from the Lord 
Jesus himself, who could be described as ‘perfect’.  
 
We might be saved, but none of us is perfect! So what does ‘blameless’ mean?  
 

It means that he’s not open to any accusations or charges that could be 
levelled against him that would stick, and cause any shame or 

embarrassment to the church, to the Gospel, or to the Lord Himself. 
 
The idea is also in v.6b – his children are not to be  

‘open to the charge of debauchery or insubordination.’ 
In other words if such a charge can be laid against a candidate for eldership, and if 
it can be substantiated, then he is disqualified from the office. 
 
So what about: 
 
(i) His Home Life –  
 
Is he married? – Then he must be ‘the husband of [but] one wife.’  
I think it has to be said that the pastoral epistles pre-supposed that men in 
Christian leadership would be married.  
(So where did the idea of a celibate priesthood come from? – man-made tradition!) 
 
‘The husband of but one wife’ as Paul writes here, it could mean various things:  
Over the years various interpretations have been given: 
  
(1) he must be married,  
(2) he must have only one wife his entire life,  
(3) he must be monogamous as opposed to practising polygamy, or  
(4) he must be faithful in the marital and sexual realm.  
 
(1) An elder / overseer / pastor doesn’t have to be married, but it’s helpful if he is.  
(2) I don’t think it means that he can only ever be married once in his lifetime – 
many pastors have remarried after their wife has died, for example.  
(3) I think it certainly does mean that an elder should only have one wife, even if he 
lives in a culture where polygamy is still practised – a hot issue in some missionary 
situations, when a man gets saved who already has 2 or 3 wives – should he be 
allowed to become an elder?  
(4) But I think no.4 is really the heart of the matter – whoever is going to be an 
elder in the church, make sure they are absolutely faithful to their wife – he must 
be ‘a one woman man’ – that’s how some commentators put it! Why? So that there 
is not even a whiff of scandal that the devil could use against the church or Gospel. 
 
Has he got children? – ‘a man whose children believe and are not open to  

the charge of being wild and disobedient.’ 
 
Again it follows that if a man doesn’t have to be married to be an elder, then he 
obviously doesn’t have to have children either. But if he has got children then they 
become part of the picture.  
 



Is there a charge that can be laid against a man because of the way his children 
have turned out? He obviously cannot make them come to faith in Christ – only 
God can do that! So he can’t be held responsible if they’re not yet believers.  
But if they haven’t yet come to faith in Christ, whatever age they are, what about 
the second part of the statement – are they ‘open to the charge of being wild and 
disobedient’ (NIV) – of ‘debauchery or insubordination’ (ESV)?  
 
If such a charge can be brought against the children, then there is all the potential 
for somebody in the outside world to point the finger at the man himself, and use it 
as a reason for poking fun at the Gospel or undermining the testimony of the 
church in which he serves as an elder.  
 
So if that charge can be laid against someone’s children, then he’d be better not to 
be appointed as an elder in the first place, in order to save embarrassment later. 
 
(ii) His Personal Life – That brings us back to this word ‘blameless’ again in v.7. 
Is he ‘blameless’ (v.6) and (v.7) in the sense of not having anything against him? 
Is he ‘above reproach’? (ESV) 
 
Verse 7 then goes on to talk about some more things he must not be: 

- ‘He must not be arrogant or quick-tempered, or a drunkard or violent, 
or greedy for gain.’  

- (Can any charge be laid against a man in any of these areas?) 
 

Verse 8 on the other hand, goes on to talk about some things that he must be: 
- ‘He must be hospitable, a lover of good, self-controlled, upright, holy 

and disciplined.’  
- (That’s the standard of leadership we need to be looking for.) 

 
(iii) His Working Life – In order to be able to perform the duties of eldership and 
 of overseeing the flock any prospective candidate will have to: 
 
- ‘Hold firm to the trustworthy word as taught.’ (v.9) 
 In other words he must be firmly grounded in true Biblical doctrine. 
 In other words he mustn’t be running after the lastest passing fad.  

He must stick to the truth of the Gospel as it has always been taught. 
 

Why? - So that he will be able to give instruction in sound doctrine (positively) 
 - And also be able to rebuke those who contradict it (negatively). Both! 
 
That is the work of an elder: to up-hold true teaching within the life of the church he 
serves, and to be able to point out or correct any false teachings that are creeping 
into the church. 
 
Why is such eldership needed in the church today?  

– Well as I said before the answer is in vs.10-12.  
 
It’s because of the prevalence of false teaching and corrupt behaviour among 
those who are our fellow-countrymen. Sadly even among those who claim to be 
professing Christians! 
 
Conclusion 
 
So we have seen in ch.1 the level of leadership expected in the Christian Church, 
by the apostle Paul, and so by the Lord himself who inspired this to be written. 
 
We have also seen why this level of leadership or this standard of leadership is 
necessary - because of the characteristics of our countrymen all around us. 
 
So today is not a day for the Christian Church to be dropping its standards. 

 
In fact in the light of all that has gone on recently in the leadership not only of the 
Catholic Church in terms of paedophile priests, and in the Anglican Church in 
terms of homosexual bishops, and indeed in Evangelical Churches in terms of 
ministers who have had extra-marital affairs, this is not a day for dropping 
standards in the leadership of our churches, but on the contrary this is a day for  
all to up-hold the standard of leadership that is set out for us here in Titus ch.1. 
 
I say it again,  
 

Because of the Characteristics of our Countrymen we need to  
Lift the Level of Leadership in our Churches. 

 
We need to maintain a Biblical Standard of Leadership in our Churches. 

 
We shouldn’t just let the culture around us seep into the church. No, as a church 
we should stand out as different from the culture that is prevalent in the world 
outside. 
 
May God help us to do so, and may He continue to raise up within our church men 
who are suitably qualified to fill such important roles in our church in the years to 
come. Amen! 

 


