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Introduction 

 

I have decided to do something different on this blog than what is done at the other blogs 

I have seen.  I want to package the older posts into a collection so that they will be more 

accessible to new readers. 

 

You see, the problem with writing on the Internet is that a post is basically out of date the 

day after you post it.  Many readers will not go all the way back into the archive to fish 

out what was written there.  This is fine for many blogs because they deal with current 

events, but this blog mainly consists of small articles that I write about various topics 

relating to Christianity.  Because they are about the Bible and religion (and not current 

events), they don’t become out of date as fast as a normal blog post would. 

 

Because of this, I have packaged all of the articles that I wrote on this blog in the first 

year of its existence in the hope that others may read them and be encouraged.  This e-

book contains all of the articles from the beginning to the “Experiential Baptism” series.  

I also included a few articles that were written during that series.  I did not include two 

posts relating to baptism because I deal with them more fully in the series on baptism and 

I also didn’t include posts that only dealt with things going on in my life at the time.   

 

Thank you for downloading this e-book and I hope that it will be an encouragement to 

you. 



 

 

 

 

A �ew Path 1 

Introduction 

 

I want to start a series here that I’m not sure will ever really end.  I want to say up front 

what I think the problems are in the church of Christ tradition and where I believe 

correction should be made.  In this series I hope to confront the issues that are holding us 

back from where I really believe that we should be.  

 

If you have spent any time among the traditional church of Christ than you have 

undoubtedly heard the expression “old paths” come from a preacher who is trying to fight 

against some change or “new” teaching.  The term “old paths” comes from the book of 

Jeremiah 6:16: 

 

Thus saith the LORD, Stand ye in the ways, and see, and ask for the old  paths, where is 

the good way, and walk therein, and ye shall find rest for your souls. But they said, We 

will not walk therein. (KJV) 

 

Using the term “old paths” is just a way for the church of Christ preacher to sound 

biblical while calling people to stay constant even when change is truly needed.  I was 

told many times that the “old paths” that were good enough for older generations should 

also be good enough for me but I eventually realized that this just wasn’t the case.  

 

I live in a different world than the people who cleared those paths and today new paths 

are needed.  We need a new path that we have paved.  Thus the title of this series. I hope 

to help people who are trying to go down a new path in a new world to join me on this 

adventure.  I can’t wait to see what we find along the way. 

 



 

 

 

 

We �eed to Love Them More 

 

The answer that I would give to the question of how to effectively mentor disciples may 

be a little different than what you may usually hear.  I could give my 5 steps to effective 

evangelism or tips on how to teach a Bible class, but I really don’t think either of these 

matter as much in learning how to grow disciples as one thing. Learn to love them more.  

 

That’s right. This probably sounds like the typical answer that you are supposed to give in 

church but I think, in this case, it is the best answer I could give.  In today’s world, 

authenticity is one of the most important ways that trust is established among people and 

a new believer (or unbeliever) will soon come to a conclusion about whether you truly 

care about them or not.  This trust relationship will set the stage for every interaction that 

you ever have with this person and may very likely determine if this person will be 

willing to open up their heart to you.  If the person is not willing to open up their heart to 

you how will they be able to open it to Jesus through you. 

 

This way of truly loving them will not be easy because people in the world will have 

different values than the ones you hold. Notice, I did not say they “may” have different 

values. They will have different ones.  The world has changed and we no longer live in a 

Christianized society with the basic values that some of us have become accustomed to.  

We are going to have to reach out and truly love people who (many of us) were taught to 

despise. We are going to have to truly care for the homosexuals, the divorced, the 

cohabitatants, the addicts, the prostitutes, the pagans, the porn star, and the pornographer. 

We also are going to have to love the hungry, the sick, the poor, the dirty, the rejects, the 

loners, that weird kid, and the “guy you would never let in your house”.  

 

The early church was full of people that were the despised of the world. They came to 

Jesus because nobody else would except them and love them as they were. After seeing 

the holiness of Jesus they had no desire to stay the way they were, but Jesus accepted 

them as they were. We must do the same. We have to accept and care for all the people 

that were listed above and those not listed.  We have to start associating with the people 

we were taught not to associate with and let the ”guy you would never let in your house” 

in your house, your church, and in your life. “For God did not give us a spirit of timidity, 

but a spirit of power, of love and of self-discipline.” (2 Tim 1:7) Let’s not forget this.  

The Christian walk is a dangerous journey but we are given a Spirit of power, love, and 

self-discipline to take the risks that must be taken for God’s Kingdom.  The world isn’t in 

the church because the church doesn’t love the world. 

 



 

 

 

 

A �ew Path 2 

Problems with CE�I 

 

One cannot make much progress speaking of the traditional church of Christ without 

discussing their traditional hermeneutic.  For those who may not be familiar with this 

term, a hermeneutic is the method by which a person interprets something that is read 

(some scholars use the word hermeneutic only to indicate how it is applied while others 

use it to describe the entire study of interpretation).  In this post, of course, I am speaking 

of how we interpret the Bible.  I will mostly use the terms “exegesis” and “application” 

on this site since those are my preferred terms.  Exegesis is reading a text for what it 

meant “back then”.  This is used to try to indicate what the original audience of a 

document took it to mean.  I will use the term “application” to indicate how I believe 

Christians should apply the text to their lives today. 

 

The traditional hermeneutic of the church of Christ has been referred to as command, 

example, and necessary inference (CENI).  Command indicates that if the New Testament 

contains an approved command than that command must be followed. Example indicates 

that if the New Testament contains an approved example (an approved example is an 

example that God was pleased with) than that example also must be followed.  Necessary 

inference means that some conclusions (inferences) must be perceived by an astute reader 

that are not in command or example form and that these too must be followed. This is a 

simplistic way of describing CENI and I will admit that some may find it too simplistic.  

For the purposes of this blog, however, this definition will have to do because space does 

not permit an entire historical analysis of this method. 

 

Although my definition was short, I think the holes in this method are evident.  I give the 

following reasons why this method falls short even though I am sure there are more I 

haven’t thought of: 

 

CE�I rejects the genres of the Biblical narratives:  It does this by reading the New 

Testament the same all the way through as though it is only a single book.  This is not the 

way it should be read, though, because the New Testament is a collection of many 

different documents bound into a single book.  It contains biographies (Gospels), a 

history (Acts), a sermon (Hebrews), a Jewish apocalyptic (Revelation), and the rest are 

letters.  Using an all encompassing method of interpretation ignores this fact and leads to 

many errors because of it. 

 

CE�I rejects the occasion of the Biblical narratives:  Related to #1, CENI in rejecting 

the genres also rejects the reason (occasion) that the letters were written in the first place.  

Many of the books in the New Testament (especially the letters) were written to solve 

problems in the early churches or to speak on specific issues of the time.  Ask yourself 

this: Would 1 Corinthians (for example) have been written if their were no specific 

problems that needed to be addressed in Corinth?  Think about this. No really.  I think 

that we should seriously consider the fact that the letter would likely not have been 



 

 

 

 

written if the Corinthians were not acting inappropriately for Paul would have had no 

reason to draft it.  If this is true, shouldn’t we consider this fact when reading and 

applying the letter to our lives? What about the rest of the NT?  

 

CE�I gives too much power to examples:  One of the biggest problems with CENI is 

that it makes biblical examples binding on all Christians even though the New Testament 

doesn’t do this.  This basically states that if something was done a certain way in 

Scripture, we should still do it that way.  This may sound good to some, but the Bible 

does not require us to look at an example and translate it into a command.  Examples are 

not binding! They just show how a command was carried out by the person who heard it.  

We are never told that we have to obey the examples as well as the commands. We 

should also note that the church of Christ is incredibly selective about the examples that it 

chooses to bind.  The Lord’s Supper, for example, was taken on Wednesday or Thursday 

(Matthew 26, this depends on how you calculate the day) by Jesus and on Sunday by Paul 

(Acts 20:7). How do we know which example to bind? Truly, somebody decided that 

Acts 20:7 was more of an authoritative example than Matthew 26.  Jesus could not have 

given it on a Sunday because it was given “on the night he was betrayed” which could not 

have been a Sunday if He rose from the dead on Sunday. There are many other cases in 

which a command is actually followed in more than one way in Scripture, but the church 

of Christ only binds one. Think about it. 

 

CE�I allows for too many views of what a “necessary” inference is:  I find necessary 

inference to be the oddest of the three because it basically is a category for anything that 

the church of Christ has decided but does not have any command or example for.  The 

main problem with it is that it is incredibly subjective because a person must be able to 

determine which inferences are accurate and which are not and nobody controls this.  If 

the church of Christ had a system like the Roman Catholics (which I am not suggesting), 

it would have some ”authority” to determine which inferences are necessary and which 

are not.  Because the church of Christ does not have this, however, each person is left to 

their own ability.  If one person makes an inference that is different from another person’s 

inference, than the two will label and disfellowship the other.  This is chaos and cannot be 

the way that God intended us to read His Message.   

 

CE�I turns the �ew Testament into a textbook:  The last problem that I will mention 

is that CENI turns the New Testament into a textbook.  You may have heard this before if 

you read this type of literature but I would like to expand on it a little.  When God gave us 

the Scriptures, He gave us a set of stories and letters to show us what He wanted from us.  

We have taken these stories and letters (using CENI) and extracted the commands, 

examples, and necessary inferences for our own use.  This is not the way God wanted us 

to use this.  If it was, God would have given us 3 books: the book of Commands, the 

book of Examples, and the book of Necessary Inferences.  Because He did not do this, 

CENI cannot be the correct way to interpret Scripture (regardless of whether some correct 

doctrines may come from it). God gave us stories and we made lists.  God wants us to 

learn from the stories and read them like stories.      



 

 

 

 

 

In the next post I will try to lay out what I believe a better hermeneutic would be. 

 



 

 

 

 

A �ew Path 3 

A Better Way to Read the Bible 

 

In this post I want to lay out what I believe is a better way to look at the Bible and how to 

interpret it better than we have done in the past.  You may already, basically, know what I 

am going to say by reading my previous posts but I felt the need to expand on it a little 

more. 

 

I want to give these steps to better Biblical interpretation: 

 

Read the documents the way other documents in the same genres are read:  I think 

the first step is just to read the documents (I am purposefully refraining from using the 

term “books” in this post because I’m trying to show the difference between the genres) 

the way we would read other documents of the same type.  When we are reading the 

Gospels, for example, why shouldn’t we read them like we would read a biography? They 

are written to give us historical accounts of the life, teaching, death, burial, and 

resurrection of Jesus and we should read them the same as we would historical accounts 

(except, in this case, we can trust their authenticity more than some historical accounts).  

Also, when we are reading the letters shouldn’t we read them like letters.  The author, 

audience, and occasion of the document should always be in our minds as we are trying to 

accurately interpret what we read. 

 

Try to determine what the original audience took something to mean before trying 

to apply it  to today (exegesis):  I think that this is one of the most important places 

where we miss the point of some parts of Scripture.  We must try (as best as possible) to 

see the meaning that the original audience had of a teaching before we try to apply it.  If 

we apply it before knowing exactly what was going on, we run the risk of making 

improper application.  For example, in Ephesians 5:15-20, Paul says this: 

 

“Be very careful, then, how you live—not as unwise but as wise, making the most of 

every opportunity, because the days are evil.  Therefore do not be foolish, but understand 

what the Lord’s will is.  Do not get drunk on wine, which leads to debauchery. Instead, be 

filled with the Spirit.  Speak to one another with psalms, hymns and spiritual songs. Sing 

and make music in your heart to the Lord,  always giving thanks to God the Father for 

everything, in the name of our Lord Jesus Christ.” (NIV)  

 

We have generally applied this to a worship assembly as a commandment to sing in the 

assembly (I will save the issue of instrumental accompaniment for a later post) but would 

we have found a slightly different meaning if we had first done exegesis.  I think so.  If 

we look back to what the Ephesians would have taken this to mean we would see 

something like this: 

 

“Instead of going out and getting drunk like the unbelievers do (which is not pleasing to 

God) you should be filled (the same word in Greek as “drunk”) with the Spirit.  So as an 



 

 

 

 

alternative to what the world does, you should “sing and make music in your heart to the 

Lord” so that you can lift up the body and have joy in Christ” 

 

After exegesis has been done, the command/principle should be extracted:  In the 

case with Ephesians 5:15-20, I stopped before making an application so that I could show 

how I think that we should apply this.  In this case, the command could be extracted 

because we could say that we should sing as opposed to sinful activity but does this verse 

necessarily require us to sing? Actually, I don’t think so.  This is because, along with the 

command, I also tried to extract the principle that the command is based on. Every 

command is based on some principle because God does not give us a command without 

having a reason to do so.  We may not always know why the command is given, but I 

don’t believe that God would give us a command for no reason.  When God gives a 

command He seems to always have a reason behind it.  I don’t think I need to prove this.  

 

In this case the principle is “In opposition to sinful activities, Christians should come 

together in holy activity to lift one another up and thank God for everything”. The part 

about singing is Paul’s suggestion on how this should be done and I believe it is a very 

good suggestion and one that I think we should participate in but I don’t think that it 

always has to be singing.  We could gather at a Christian’s home (or church building) for 

a time of fellowship or go to a lectureship or camp.  There are many things that we can do 

that are holy and pleasing to God besides singing.  The point of the passage is that 

Christians should create holy alternatives to sinful activity that the world is engaged in.  

When we apply this to a worship service we miss the point of the passage.  I am not 

arguing (nor will I) that singing should not be in the worship service, I am simply arguing 

that these verses do not say so and have a meaning that we are better off not to miss.  This 

is just an example, though, because their are countless passages that we have applied 

before exegeting and missed the point.  Most of this series will likely be us going through 

this process on issues and coming up with some different answers. 

 

We should admit the task of interpretation is difficult and not be too dogmatic:  I have 

heard many people in my life say something like “you just have to read the Bible and do 

what it says” or “their is no need to interpret”.  I think these people are just plain wrong.  

If the Bible were so easy to interpret, how is it that so many people (whose dedication to 

God and Scripture are equal) disagree on the meaning of the text.  Interpretation is not 

easy and even the method I am giving here won’t solve all of the problems.  I don’t know 

everything about the Bible so how can I expect anyone else to.  I am just trying to share 

what I think so that maybe others can benefit from it.  I think in interpretation we should 

be careful before giving others a hard time because we all make mistakes.  We just need 

to admit that some things are hard to understand and that we don’t have it all nailed 

down. 

 

The litmus test; if its not Christ, its not true:  The last thing that I would like to say 

about interpretation is that, many times, correct interpretation is not based on method but 

is based on how well a person knows Christ.  If we don’t know Christ, we will not know 



 

 

 

 

what He would teach and what He wouldn’t teach.  This is important because sometimes 

we can use a good method for interpretation and still end up with something that we 

know Christ wouldn’t approve of.  All I am saying here is: Before adopting an 

interpretation just ask yourself whether Christ would have the same one. That is all. 

 

(Many thoughts in this post came to me through reading Fee & Stuart’s How to Read the 

Bible for All Its Worth and I highly recommend anyone read this book. It goes farther 

than I ever will in breaking down the genres and dealing with some issues.) 

 



 

 

 

 

A �ew Path 4 

A �ew Law 

 

After implementing a better way to read the Bible, I would expect that some new things 

would start to come to light for the believer.  One of these is that the commands are not 

just arbitrary commands to be obeyed but are based on principles.  These principles give 

us more of a commitment to obedience because they create a greater purpose for it.  

However, I think there is a deeper question here: If commands are based on principles, 

what are the principles based on?  This might sound a little strange, but it is one of the 

most important ideas if we are truly to grasp what Jesus is trying to tell us.  It is the basis 

of everything that we are supposed to do.  It is the New Law. It is love. 

 

The Pharisees counted the number of commands in the Law of Moses as 613.  I can count 

the commands of the New Law on one hand (with two fingers even).  The New Law 

could be put this way: 

 

Love the Lord your God with all your heart and with all your soul and with all your 

strength and with all your mind’; and, ‘Love your neighbor as yourself.’” (Luke 10:27) 

(NIV) 

 

Two simple commands.  Love God, love neighbor.  The foundation of the Christian faith 

given in two sentences.  What all of the principles are truly based on.  Can it really be that 

simple?  I am glad to tell you that the answer is “yes”.  This is the basis of the freedom in 

Christ that I am trying to proclaim here.  Jesus didn’t want us to spend our lives wrestling 

with the precise details of every possible doctrine and idea.  He wanted us to love.  Jesus 

didn’t want us to figure out our own set of 613 and take pride in the fact that we obey 

them better than everyone else.  He wanted us to love. Jesus didn’t want us to spend all of 

our time nit-picking the doctrine of the denominations. He wanted us to love.  

 

The New Law is evident in many other passages of Scripture as well: 

 

But seek first his kingdom (love others) and his righteousness (love God), and all these 

things will be given to you as well. (Mt. 6:33) (NIV) 

 

Religion that God our Father accepts as pure and faultless is this: to look after orphans 

and widows in their distress (love others) and to keep oneself from being polluted by the 

world (love God). (James 1:27) (NIV) 

 

For God did not give us a spirit of timidity, but a spirit of power, of love (love others) and 

of self-discipline (love God). (2 Tim 1:7) (NIV) 

 

[parentheses are mine] 

 

 



 

 

 

 

How long are we in the church of Christ going to be looking for a rule that is better than 

the one that Paul gave: 

 

Carry each other’s burdens, and in this way you will fulfill the law of Christ.  (Gal 6:2)  

 

After all of the years I spent trying to figure out every detail of biblical teaching, I felt 

quite foolish to discover that the New Law was only one thing: love.  After hours of 

biblical study to determine what God wanted for me, I found out it was love all along.  He 

wanted my love.  For Him and for those He created.  It was so easy that I nearly missed it.   

That is what we in the church of Christ have done by always insisting on our own way.  

We have missed the love that Christ had planned for us to live in.  We looked so hard for 

a set of rules that we could take pride in keeping that we missed the love and kept the 

pride.  Think about it and listen to these words from Paul: 

 

If I speak in the tongues of men and of angels, but have not love, I am only a resounding 

gong or a clanging cymbal. If I have the gift of prophecy and can fathom all mysteries and 

all knowledge, and if I have a faith that can move mountains, but have not love, I am 

nothing. If I give all I possess to the poor and surrender my body to the flames, but have 

not love, I gain nothing. (1 Cor 13:1-3) (NIV) 

 

You can know everything about the Bible and still not know anything about it.  If you 

missed the love of Christ, you have missed everything.  I spent many years with 

knowledge but am only starting to live in love.  Join me. 

 

(A great book on loving God and others is The Jesus Creed: Loving God, Loving Others 

or  40 Days Living the Jesus Creed both by Scot Mcknight. You can also read Scot’s blog 

at http://www.jesuscreed.com ) 

 



 

 

 

 

A �ew Path 5 

Backwards Theology 

 

We must be careful in the “new” way of reading Scripture that we don’t accidentally 

participate in what I like to call backwards theology. Backwards theology is sometimes 

referred to as “scholasticism” but I don’t find that many people use that term so I came up 

with my own (I may have heard it somewhere but I’m not sure).  When it comes to the 

Bible, backwards theology is when we read our current situation into Biblical texts 

instead of letting the Bible inform us.  Our example from Ephesians in “A New Path 3″ is 

an example of where the church of Christ has made a passage about a cappella singing 

when it never had that meaning to the original audience.    

 

You may not think that backwards theology is very common, but it may be more common 

than you think.  When you read the word “church” in the Bible; what do you think of?  

Do you think of a building with pews in it?  Do you think of an institution or 

denomination?  If you do, you have just done backwards theology.  In Acts 20:7 when 

they take communion; do you imagine that they used a cracker and grape juice? That they 

had no other food present? That they took an offering afterwards?  Do you imagine that 

Paul’s sermon on this occasion had three points?  That he ended with an invitation and 

invitation song?  If so, you may be making a serious error when reading many passages 

that deal with the early church.  

 

A very important thing about doing exegesis (see “A New Path 3″ for more information) 

is making sure that we are letting the Bible speak for itself.  It means what it meant.  We 

must let the Bible educate us instead of us trying to make the Bible fit in with things that 

we have done throughout history.  There may be nothing wrong with the way that we 

have chosen to live out the Christian faith but it is wrong to read those things into 

Scripture to try to claim that they have always been true.  This is a major error among 

churches of Christ.  We have read our patterns into Scripture when Scripture is not as 

specific as we would like it to be.  I hope to get more precise on how we have done this in 

future posts but, for now, I think if you will keep this in mind as you read, many past 

abuses of Scripture will be changed and you will be able to read Scripture more in line 

with the way it was written.  

 



 

 

 

 

A �ew Path 6 

False or Mistaken? 

 

Today, I am going to talk about something that is very common among members of the 

churches of Christ; the labeling of one as a “false teacher”.  We are warned of false 

teaching in the Bible and it seems that church of Christ members see it everywhere we go.  

We see it so much that many in our tradition would view our group as the only true 

teachers while everyone else is a false one.  The slightest error in doctrine and we slap the 

label on the teacher with little to no restraint.  But are we so sure that we are making this 

judgment accurately? I am not and this why: 

 

There is a difference between being “false” and being “wrong”:  It takes more to be a 

“false teacher” than just being wrong.  Apollos was wrong when he was preaching the 

Gospel inaccurately but was never called a false teacher.  Aquila and Priscilla were not 

told to avoid him or not listen to him. They corrected him, yes, but he was not shunned or 

thrown out of the church for teaching what he was teaching. He made a mistake. He was 

never a false teacher. 

 

There is a difference between labeling and intelligent conversation:  Sometimes we use 

the label “false teacher” when we really have no intelligent argument against the teacher.  

We believe them to be wrong because they don’t teach what we believe but we really 

don’t know how to intelligently counter the argument.  We use the label so that we can 

categorize a person so as not to deal with what they are saying.  If we disagree with some 

idea, we should know why and be able to communicate that to others.  Labeling the other 

person is a way of dehumanizing them so that we can feel better about hating them.  

Calling a person a “false teacher” makes our hate sound Godly but I don’t believe that it 

is.  A person with a new idea is not always a false teacher. They may be making a mistake 

or they may be right. 

 

There is a difference between “false teaching” and a “false teacher”:  You may not think 

there is much of a difference but there really is.  There is a difference between a good 

Christian who makes an error in doctrine and an evil person.  For example, a person who 

is right on many other points of doctrine may fail on one point and unknowingly deceive 

others.  This person does not know what is wrong with what they are saying and they are 

not trying to hurt anybody. They are making a mistake.  Another teacher may be an 

incredibly sinful person who is just teaching to make money (or some other sin).  This 

teacher may be teaching correct doctrines and really helping people to grow in Christ. 

This person, however, is the false teacher according to Scripture.  This is the thing about 

Scripture: you can teach everything right and still be wrong.  The second man is the false 

teacher while the first (wrong) man would go home justified.  He might be making 

serious mistakes; but is not a false teacher. 

 

We should be careful about labeling people.  A label doesn’t solve the problem it just 

creates disguised hate.  “False teacher” is not the only such label. Terms such as liberal, 



 

 

 

 

anti, progressive, and even conservative should not be tossed around in the church.  These 

things hurt people and are not at all accurate.  When you throw a label on something, you 

probably haven’t confronted the issues and had intelligent discussion with people on both 

sides. We should be careful what we say when dealing with brothers and sisters in Christ 

who disagree with us.  So before you use the term “false teacher” maybe try and consider 

whether using that term is the Christlike thing to do and whether the teacher is “false” or 

“mistaken”. 

 



 

 

 

 

When We Really Went to Church 

 

Recently, I had an experience that I wanted to share with you.  An elderly relative of mine 

is reaching the final stages of his life and has been in the hospital for several months.  

This godly man requested that we come to his room on Wednesday nights to have church 

with him because he enjoyed it so much.  We did this and I was able to attend this 

impromptu service. I was surprised by what I saw. I saw church for the first time in 

months.  

 

The people that I was with are extremely traditional church of Christ members who 

believe all the old doctrines and ways and who I clash with on a regular basis (although 

they probably don’t know this).  Sitting in that hospital room, however, we were in much 

more agreement and they didn’t even know they had changed.  

 

The service consisted of one man reading the book of James to the group while everyone 

else listened.  Nobody told him that he had to do this, he just thought that this book was 

full of wisdom and should be read (he was right).  After that some of us had questions 

about what was read and these were discussed until the person’s question was as best 

answered as could be in a few minutes.  Both men and women were allowed to ask and 

answer the questions.  Although women are not allowed to teach in the church building in 

the church of Christ, the change in atmosphere was enough for them to cast off this 

unbiblical rule and just be a family (in more ways than one).  I often find that if you get 

out of the church building, the church of Christ will no longer practice their rules about 

women’s roles.  This is refreshing because it was nice to hear the wisdom of godly 

women for a change.  Then somebody suggested that we sing a hymn and we did. Then 

another request. Then another.  Nobody determined how many songs would be sung or 

who would lead them.  We just sang as a family the songs of our faith and that was 

enough.  The ending of the “service” was something great.  It simply consisted of 

someone saying “its getting late” and needing to go home.  We all said goodnight to our 

sick relative and went home.  

 

It was nice to finally go to church. 

 

We didn’t need 

 

A set day 

A set time 

Set songs 

The same prayers 

A three point sermon 

Elders to control the service 

  

 

 



 

 

 

 

We just needed each other and that is what the church always needs.  This was truly 

church for those present.  We need to get to the point that church is what we make it into.  

We don’t need the trappings of organized religion to please God. We need to start being 

the church instead of going to church. 



 

 

 

 

A Big Preacher Mistake 

 

I heard a sermon today that was given by an older preacher in the church of Christ.  His 

sermon contained 3 stories from military history that he then compared to our Christian 

walk.  My first thought was: Is this really a good idea?  In today’s political climate and 

culture shift is it really a good idea to assume that the people you are speaking to will 

support the military?  I don’t think that it is.  I don’t support people who kill and I don’t 

believe that Christians should be involved in the military (I will probably write about this 

later) and their are so many like me that a preacher can easily ruin a perfectly good 

sermon by using illustrations that offend the audience.  Older preachers often assume 

(wrongly) that their audience supports whatever America supports.  This isn’t true.  If we 

don’t learn to speak to the younger generation, we will never keep them in the church.  

Just a thought. 

 



 

 

 

 

Good Ol’ Days 

 

In my Bible reading today, I came across this verse: 

 

Do not say, “Why were the old days better than these?” For it is not wise to ask such 

questions. (Ecclesiastes 7:8) 

 

Some of us may wonder in the church where the good days have gone.  In the past most 

people went to church and seemed to live a good, upstanding, moral life.  Today they 

seem to live however they want with no regard for anybody else.  Shouldn’t we want to 

go back?  

 

The writer of Ecclesiastes says that it isn’t wise to ask questions like this and I’ve been 

thinking about why that is.  I think that it has to do with the nature of the past: its past.  Its 

not coming back and there is nothing that we can do about it.  We have to look to the 

future and work in the present if we hope to be wise.  Seeking after what we used to have 

is foolish because we can never have it again and I am starting to believe that maybe we 

don’t want it.  It seems that we had an almost utopian society at one point but it had one 

fatal flaw: it was fake.  When almost everyone went to church did they really walk in the 

way of Jesus?  

 

Sure, some of them did just like some churchgoers do now and some don’t. At least with 

the culture encouraging people to do the wrong thing we have a chance to see how people 

really are.  No more hiding.  People are living the way they wanted to live all along and 

are no longer scared of what others might think.  

 

I think I like it better this way because it teaches me something that I couldn’t have 

learned in the false America of yesteryear.  There are real problems in this world and this 

world is full of people who need Jesus to save us from the mess we make of our lives.  I 

don’t think we should want to go back.  It is truly foolish to long for the good ol’ days 

 



 

 

 

 

Give What You Can Give 

 

Give in proportion to what you have. Whatever you give is acceptable if you give it 

eagerly. And give according to what you have, not what you don’t have. Of course, I 

don’t mean your giving should make life easy for others and hard for yourselves. I only 

mean that there should be some equality. (2 Cor 11b-13) 

 

I came across this passage today and wanted to draw some attention to it.  The Bible is 

consistent that a person should give what they are able to give and not feel like they 

should give beyond what they are able.  Some churches teach that a person should give 

10% of their income (tithing) but the Bible does not teach this.  God does not want you to 

go poor in order to help the poor and He doesn’t require the poor to help the poor.  He 

wants those who have to help those that don’t.  If you aren’t able to give, you shouldn’t 

feel bad about it.  If a preacher tries to guilt you into putting more in the collection plate, 

that preacher is wrong.  God wants you to give whatever you can cheerfully and 

responsibly give.  The part at the end where it says “there should be some equality” I 

think arrives at the point.  The rich should help the poor so that their is “some equality”.  

If you are struggling to make ends meet (which I am right now) you should not be giving 

to other needy people.  You should be trying to increase your wealth so that you will not 

be needy anymore and can give to those who are.  Any preacher who tells you differently 

is probably after your money. 

 



 

 

 

 

How to “choose a church” 

 

I recently moved for work and now I’m in the process of choosing a church.  I don’t really 

like the concept of “choosing” where to worship but in this city their are over 10 churches 

within my theological tradition (a cappella churches of Christ) so the choice is inevitable.  

The first one that I have looked at (since it was the closest to my house) is a 250 member 

church that is fairly contemporary for my tribe.  I came from a house church of 20 and 

this transition has been very difficult for me.  I’m not sure if this will work out and I’m 

not sure how to get back in the swing of being a part of a traditional church.  I’m not even 

sure I want to be. 

 

In the last two years (the time I was with the house church) I have grown accustomed to a 

few things that I’m not finding in traditional churches of my tribe: 

 

Meeting only once a week 

 

Teaching that allows me to participate in the discussion 

 

Close Christian fellowship 

 

The ability to help make the church’s business decisions 

 

The ability to change the worship order in a moment 

 

Authenticity 

 

I don’t think that another house church will be springing up soon (I don’t really feel like 

God is calling me to do this either) and it wasn’t perfect either.  It had its problems but 

this transition has been tough on me.  I grew up in churches like this new one but I have 

changed a lot since then.  

 

If you thought from the title of this post that I would tell you how to choose a church I’m 

not.  I don’t know how in this complicated world of many choices.  I’m just going to try 

to follow Christ and I know I will end up where I should be.  Hope this helps if you are in 

the same boat as me.  Thanks for listening. 

 



 

 

 

 

Should We Go To Church Less 

 

I was having a discussion recently with a relative and we were talking about the origins of 

Sunday school and Wednesday night bible study (called “prayer meetings” by some 

Christians).  We were both raised to go to church Sunday morning and night and 

Wednesday night and we were discussing how this wasn’t always the case.  Actually, 

until just a few hundred years ago, Christians only went to church once a week on Sunday 

(you could make an argument that Sunday assemblies weren’t part of original Christianity 

but I’ll save that discussion for later) and that was it.  This put us into what was an 

interesting discussion and one that I had never had before: Would some of our problems 

in church be solved if we simply went less? 

 

Before you think I’ve fallen off my rocker (which you may think I already have), I want to 

give a few reasons why we may consider having church only once a week: 

 

Reduce boredom by not repeating the same actions every couple of days 

 

Give the preacher less sermons to create a week giving him time to give the best one 

possible 

 

Would allow people who need to work Sundays and Wednesdays to do so without guilt 

(some churches could have Sunday night meetings only in order to help people who have 

to work Sunday morning) 

 

Would allow families to spend more time together that they would normally spend at 

church 

 

Would take the focus off the church building by making it less of a ministry center and 

more like a place of worship. This would also allow us to build simpler buildings that 

would take less money away from ministry. 

 

Would allow people to spend more time ministering in the community.  This would be 

the embodiment of the idea that the Lord’s work is done in the world as well as the 

church. 

 

This would make church leadership more biblical by allowing elders to shepherd their 

flocks instead of doing corporate business. 

 

This would allow people to take more control over their Christian walk.  Sometimes we 

are guilty of letting the preacher feed us when we need to be taking responsibility for our 

own faith.  We can easily let going to church make us feel spiritual, while not actually 

following Christ. 

 

This would clear up the confusion over church membership and return Sundays to their 



 

 

 

 

original status as Church Meetings.  The building is not a church (I use this term as well 

even though I know it is a mistake) the people are the church.  We believe this but we do 

not practice it.  If we had a weekly meeting where all members of Christ’s church were 

allowed to come and participate, we would clear up the confusion that Christians are part 

of organizations (denominations) called churches. We could show the world that their is 

only one church. 

 

I think these reasons make it quite obvious that (for all their good points) Sunday school 

and Wednesday night bible study are likely the sources of many problems in the church 

(and I have not listed them all).  For some time now, I have avoided both of these and I 

simply do not miss them.  I learned many lessons as a child from these two forms of 

education but I believe that my biblical education was the responsibility of my parents 

(which they did well btw) not the responsibility of an organization (which is all an 

institutional church is when you think about it).  The bible gives the responsibility of 

biblical education of children to the parents and no organization should be allowed to take 

a role in the family.   

 

So, should we go to church less?  What do you think?  

 



 

 

 

 

Should You Really Read The Bible Every Day 

 

Many preachers encourage disciples to read some Bible every day.  The Bible does not 

really say how often it should be read so their isn’t really anything wrong with reading it 

every day or coming up with some other way to do so.  I came up with a way that worked 

better for me so I thought I would share it with you.  I get two days off of work each week 

so I thought I would condense my Bible reading to those days so I would get more time to 

spend with each book.  Each day off I read a book of the Bible.  This may sound difficult, 

but it really isn’t.  I find that if I read the whole book at once it helps me keep things in 

context and it allows me to keep the genre and audience of the book in mind as I’m 

reading.  I think this helps me to read the text better.  Just thought I would share this idea 

with you.  Try it if you like and tell me what you think.  Have you found better ways that 

work for you? 

 



 

 

 

 

Jesus’ Idea of a Party 

 

Then he turned to his host. “When you put on a luncheon or a banquet,” he said, “don’t 

invite your friends, brothers, relatives, and rich neighbors. For they will invite you back, 

and that will be your only reward. Instead, invite the poor, the crippled, the lame, and the 

blind.  Then at the resurrection of the righteous, God will reward you for inviting those 

who could not repay you.” (Luke 14:12-14) 

 

We rarely preach on this passage because it doesn’t really contain a principle that we will 

always use on a day to day basis but this is one of Jesus’ teachings that is rarely practiced 

today.  I will admit that I have never practiced it either.  But why not?  Why couldn’t we 

throw a party where we invite people who we know would be too poor to ever throw a 

party to invite us back?  I would just suggest (and I hope I remember this myself) that 

next time you throw a party (at home or church) that you consider improving the guest list 

to the people who can’t pay you back.  You may find that the party is different than you 

expected.  Regardless, you can know that you are following Jesus in an area that many 

others neglect.  We can’t know if Jesus’ words will be effective if we never try them. 

Party on!!! 

 



 

 

 

 

In What Sense Is Baptism “For The Forgiveness Of Sins” 

 

We in the churches of Christ have always been clear that we believe that baptism is “for 

the forgiveness of sins”. In this article, I will not challenge that idea because I find it to be 

both logical and biblically sound. We have been right to insist on this meaning for 

baptism but another question must be asked that I fear never is: In what sense is baptism 

for the forgiveness of sins? 

 

You may be wondering “is there more than one sense?” I submit to your thinking the idea 

that there are at least three ways that baptism could be for the forgiveness of sins and in 

this article I want to look at those three ways and come to, what I believe is the biblical 

sense in which baptism is for the forgiveness of sins. 

 

The first way that baptism could be for the forgiveness of sins is that baptism could be the 

way we earn the forgiveness of sins. For example, if I say “I go to work for a paycheck” I 

am saying that I go to work to earn a paycheck. My employer does not give me a 

paycheck as a gift; I work for it. This makes complete sense when talking about 

employment, but should raise a few eyebrows if this meaning of “for” was applied to 

baptism. We should know that we do not earn the forgiveness of sins by being baptized 

(or by doing anything else either). We cannot earn the forgiveness of sins. Because we 

cannot earn it by any good behavior, Jesus died for us. 

 

One of our church songs expresses it well: 

 

He paid a debt He did not owe, I owed a debt I could not pay, I needed someone to wash 

my sins away. 

 

We do not earn the forgiveness of sins, our sins are forgiven by the blood of Christ. 

Because of this, this first meaning cannot be the sense in which baptism is “for the 

forgiveness of sins”. 

 

The second sense in which baptism could be for the forgiveness of sins is the sense of 

procurement. We could receive the forgiveness of sins at baptism. This idea has long 

been taught in churches of Christ but I find reason to question it. If asked, many of our 

preachers would say that this idea of baptism comes from Alexander Campbell (I assume 

if you are reading this I don‘t need to tell you who Alexander Campbell was). but this is 

not what Alexander Campbell had in mind when communicating his belief on baptism.  

Actually, he said the opposite: 

 

“The influence which baptism may have upon our spiritual relations is, therefore, not 

because of any merit in the act as our own; not as a procuring cause, but merely as an 

instrumental and concurring cause, by which we “put on Christ,” and are united to him 

formally as well as in heart, entering into covenant with him, and uniting ourselves to him 

in his death, burial, and resurrection. (Christian Baptism: It’s Antecedents and 



 

 

 

 

Consequences) 

 

Did you notice what he said: not for procurement. This means that Campbell’s baptismal 

theology is NOT that you receive the forgiveness of sins at baptism. People only thought 

that this is what he meant by insisting on baptism for the forgiveness of sins. Many 

thought that his teaching was a kind of “water salvation” but this is not what he was 

trying to communicate. 

 

You may be thinking “So what? We don’t follow Campbell we follow the Bible”. You 

are right, we don’t follow a man but Scripture. So how does Scripture say a person 

receives salvation? The answer is: by grace, through faith. Paul is clear on this in the 

books of Romans and Galatians and I will take no time here to prove it. The mental 

gymnastics that it takes to rob Paul’s letters of this meaning is too complicated for me to 

even try to tackle. (This would be an excellent time to read these books again) 

 

The third sense (and the one I believe to be biblical) is the experiential sense. For 

example, if I say “I go to the amusement park for fun” I do not go to earn fun (how much 

fun would that be?) and I do not go to receive fun (As if fun could be received?) I go to 

experience fun. 

 

Another example may be helpful. “I go to a ceremony for graduation” I earn (merit) my 

graduation through years of school work and successfully passing my classes. I receive 

(procure) my graduation when a school official with the proper authority deems that I 

have met the requirements for graduation and approves my graduation. I experience 

graduation at the ceremony when it is made “official”.  I can leave the ceremony in full 

assurance that I have graduated. 

 

Baptism works the same way. The forgiveness of sins was paid for (earned/merited) by 

Christ’s death on the cross. I could not pay for it. The forgiveness of sins was received by 

God’s grace, through faith. At this moment I had no way of knowing that I was saved. I 

didn’t see the spiritual things that occurred at Christ’s death (nor did I see the physical 

because they happened nearly 2000 years ago). I also didn’t see God give me His grace 

through faith. Without an experience of salvation, I would not truly know that I was saved 

and would have to rely on my own knowledge of Scripture to determine it. Luckily, God 

gave us a ceremony that tells us the truth about the way we really are. I experienced the 

forgiveness of sins at baptism and walked away from the baptistery in full knowledge that 

I had received it. Thank God!!! 

 

It is not only biblical but also important that baptism works this way. If baptism was how 

you earned your salvation than you could say you had paid for it and would be able to 

boast in yourself but the Lord wants us to boast of what He has done. If baptism was how 

we received salvation than we couldn’t thank God for His wonderful grace, we would 

have to thank baptism for being the vessel by which we received it (many have fallen into 

this very trap). We would also be trusting in our baptismal theology to give us salvation 



 

 

 

 

which is just another way of trying to earn it. 

 

Since baptism is how we experience the forgiveness of sins we can rejoice in the 

knowledge that we are saved by God’s grace and our sins were paid for by Christ’s death. 

This experience is a way in which God communicates to us what has been done on our 

behalf. In this way it is an “appeal to God for a clear conscience” (1Pet 3) We walk away 

from it with our consciences clear !!! In this way it is “being buried with Christ through 

baptism into death so that we might walk in newness of life” (Rom 6:4) We have a new 

life (by being forgiven of our sins by grace) but come to the experience of it at baptism. 

 

It helps me to think of it this way: 

 

My salvation was: 

 

Earned: By Christ’s death on the cross. 

 

Received: By God’s grace (through faith) 

 

Experienced: At baptism 

 

I think if we would come to see this issue in this way we would be able to better 

communicate with fellow Christians who disagree and to find some common ground with 

other traditions. We would also be able to speak more biblically about the role of baptism 

as it relates to faith, grace, and justification. I know that I have not answered every 

question regarding baptism in this article (I haven’t even scratched the surface) but, 

hopefully, I have given you something to think about as we all seek to follow Christ more 

faithfully. 

 



 

 

 

 

Is Acts 2:42 A Pattern For The Church? 

 

Many people in the history of the church have looked to Acts 2:42 (to the end of the 

chapter) as a pattern for the church but none of them saw deep enough to see what 

“pattern” might actually be there. People read this passage and think that their duty as 

Christians is to devote themselves to: 

 

1. The apostles teaching 

 

2. Fellowship 

 

3. Breaking of bread 

 

4. Prayer 

 

They say that these four things must be done by the church and that these should be the 

main purposes of the assembly. Some in my heritage of churches of Christ have actually 

attempted to model their worship services after this supposed “pattern” thinking that it 

would make their worship services Scriptural. Trying to take Luke’s description of the 

first Christians and develop it into a pattern for the church is a big mistake if viewed 

through the eyes of legalism. 

 

Should we take this description of the first Christians and try to emulate it? 

 

In a way, I think so. But not in the way you think. 

 

First of all, “teaching” and “fellowship” are not two different things in this narrative as 

we have often thought. It should be “they dedicated themselves to the Apostles teaching 

and fellowship” (as it is in the English Standard Version and others). It is saying that they 

dedicated themselves to the Apostles teaching AND the Apostle’s fellowship. This means 

that they followed the Apostles in a similar way to how the Apostles had followed Jesus 

in His ministry. They were under His guidance and these new Christians were under the 

Apostles guidance and spent much time with them living the life that Jesus had taught 

them all to live. 

 

Secondly, the debate about the meaning of breaking of bread is really quite unnecessary. 

Many claim it refers to the Lord’s Supper and others think it refers to a fellowship meal. 

In the early church their was so little difference between these two that no variance in 

terms would be needed. The Lord’s Supper was done in the context of a fellowship meal, 

so no distinction need be made. The “breaking of bread” and the Lord’s Supper are one 

and the same. 

 

Lastly, the “prayers” should not be translated “prayer” as it is in many translations. The 

Greek is clearly plural. The reason the “prayer” translation is often used is because some 



 

 

 

 

Christians have a tough time figuring out what “the prayers” were. I think I can answer 

that and I will below. 

 

The verses to the end of the chapter describe in more detail the things stated in v.42. It 

works like this: 

 

Apostles teaching & fellowship 

 

- Great signs and wonders done through the Apostles 

 

- They were together and had all things in common 

 

- They sold their possessions and gave to any who had need. 

 

Breaking of bread 

 

- Met in homes to break bread (possibly daily) 

 

Prayers 

 

- Met in the temple courts daily 

 

Some may be confused by me relating their meeting in the temple courts with “the 

prayers” but you shouldn’t be if you continue reading into Acts 3. Where are Peter and 

John going? To the 3 o’clock prayer service at the temple. Yes, these were “the prayers” 

they were continually dedicated to. This is the only meaning of “the prayers” that makes 

any sense in the narrative. Reading the ESV in this passage can clear a lot of this up. 

 

So in what way does this narrative contain a pattern for the church? 

 

It does this by showing the fellowship that we are supposed to have outside of the rigid 

religious system that we have trapped ourselves in. Fellowship is supposed to be the 

foundation of the church and how church is done. The teaching was done in the context 

of fellowship. The breaking of bread was done in the context of fellowship. Even the 

things they did as a matter of being Jewish (the prayers and even synagogue attendance) 

were done in the context of fellowship. We (as Gentile Christians) have no need or 

opportunity to participate in some of these practice (the temple was destroyed and we are 

not under the Law of Moses and never were), but we do have the same need for 

fellowship that they had. You see, fellowship is the true pattern of the church and 

everything we do should flow from it 

 

They had free fellowship with one another, teaching one another in the context of life. 

Breaking bread with one another, praising God, and giving thanks for all the Father had 

given to them. We should be doing the same. 



 

 

 

 

 

My “�eeds” and God’s Provision 

 

Sometimes it becomes hard to follow Christ because He doesn’t seem to fit the mold that 

we have Him in in our minds. Right now I am in the process (like so many other 

Americans) of looking for a new job and it is hard for me to reconcile my need with 

Christ’s provision. I worry (even though I know I shouldn’t) about how the bills will be 

paid and where the grocery & gas money is going to come from. I also worry that I am 

unable to save anything for a move that I’m pretty sure will happen in a few months. The 

worst thing about it is this: I do not see how God is taking care of these concerns. I 

believe He cares about them but I do not see Him working to take care of these things. I 

cry out to Him and all I hear is silence. This brings me to some thoughts that I know 

aren’t true but I think many believe they are. I find myself believing these things as well 

and asking questions that I really know the answers to. 

 

Does God care? 

 

Am I being punished for something that I did? 

 

Is my wealth a reflection of how God sees me? 

 

Does God want me to be poor? 

 

Why does God make unbelievers rich but let believers worry about money? 

 

Why doesn’t God just give me what I ask for since I know He can? 

 

Aren’t my demands (for basic financial security) reasonable? 

 

If I do something good, can I get God to give me what I want? 

 

There are so many questions like these that race through our heads sometimes. They race 

through mine on a daily basis but there is one difference between me and those that I am 

trying to teach. I know that there is something fundamentally wrong with each of these 

ideas while some try to teach that these are in fact true and possible. I know (in my mind, 

not always in my heart) that God does not love me any less because I haven’t found a job. 

I also know that He isn’t punishing me for something that I did. Jesus received all of the 

punishment for everything that I ever did and ever will do. I also know that God gives me 

everything I NEED but me and Him often don’t agree on what that is. I also know that 

God doesn’t reward people for their works, but by His grace. 

 

Having said what I know, I now have to admit what I don’t know. I don’t know why God 

doesn’t make His believers wealthier than unbelievers. I guess, if He did, some people 

would be in it just for the money but I don’t see how that is any different than what we 



 

 

 

 

see in some today. I also don’t know why God doesn’t give me what I ask for. Only He 

knows that. I also do not know why He finds my need for financial security so 

unreasonable. I think He wants me to find my security in Him, but I still don’t think my 

requests are unreasonable. 

 

In all of this I am trying to rest in the knowledge that Father knows what He is doing and 

loves me unconditionally. He will find what is right for me and provide for me by His 

grace. I am still trying to figure out this life in Christ and I hope that this may help some 

of you in similar situations. 

 



 

 

 

 

Our Daily Bread 

 

The Lord taught us to pray “give us today our daily bread” but I find that to be something 

that is extremely hard for me to do.  These are my reasons. 

 

1.  I don’t just want our “daily” bread.  I want my bread for tomorrow and for the next day 

and for years and years to come.  I want financial security for me and my family.  I don’t 

want to worry. 

 

2.  I want more than our daily “bread”.  I don’t just want bread.  I don’t just want basics.  I 

want money and possessions and prestige.  I want the American Dream.  I want a nice big 

house and cars and entertainment.  I want all the world has to offer and more. 

 

3. I don’t care enough about “our” daily bread.  Sometimes I don’t really care if other 

people have what they need.  I am selfish and want some people to suffer.  I know that 

sounds bad, but we have all been in situation where we felt this way. 

 

I need the Lord to teach me to pray and to desire “our daily bread” and I think He is 

teaching me this as I look for work.  He is teaching me these things. 

 

Our -  The Lord’s provision is not just for me and my family, it is for everyone.  Jesus 

loves everyone and cares for them like He does the birds of the air and fish of the sea.  I 

should have the same love for everyone and seek to care for the needy as He does. 

 

Daily -  Jesus is teaching me that He only promises daily provision.  He is not promising 

that I will have financial security.  I admit, this is a weak point in my theology.  I don’t 

get why God won’t give me any guarantees.  I think God should let me be financially 

secure but He doesn’t agree.  I am supposed to be secure in Him.  I’m working on it. 

 

Bread -  Jesus will give me everything I NEED but not everything I WANT.  This is hard 

for me.  I am used to getting many things that I want and all the things I need.  The life of 

the kingdom doesn’t promise us anything other than that are needs will be met.  

 

I am trying to live in Father’s love and not worry about what I will eat, drink, and wear. 

 



 

 

 

 

Tertullian’s “Worship Service” 

 

The nature of our Meal and its purpose are explained by its very name. It is called Agape, 

as the Greeks call love in its purest sense. However much it may cost, it is always a gain 

to be extravagant in the name of fellowship with what is God’s, since the food brought is 

used for the benefit of all who are in need. To respect the lowly is all-important with God. 

If then the motive for our Meal is honorable, consider the discipline ruling during the 

Meal in that light. That which is rooted in religious commitment does not tolerate 

vileness and licentiousness. The participants do not go to the table unless they have first 

tasted of prayer to God. As much is eaten as is necessary to satisfy the hungry; as much is 

drunk as is good for those who live a disciplined life. When satisfying themselves they 

are aware that even during the night they should worship God. They converse as those 

who are aware that God is listening. After the hands are washed and the lights are lit, all 

are asked to stand forth and to praise God as well as each is able, be it from the holy 

Scriptures or from his own heart. From this it will be recognized “how he drank.” In like 

manner the Meal is closed with a prayer. After this we part from one another, not to gang 

together to brawl or to roam about in bands, or to go in secret byways of licentiousness, 

but always pursuing the same self-control and purity as befits those who have taken in a 

truth rather than a meal. This is the way Christians meet. Tertullian, Apology 39. 

 

Why do we make it so difficult? 

 



 

 

 

 

Can We Be Sure Of Our Doctrinal Positions? 

 

“…it is a mark of imbecility of mind, rather than of strength; of folly, rather than of 

wisdom; for any one to dogmatize with an air of infallibility, or to assume the attitude of 

perfect intelligence on any one subject of human thought, without an intimate knowledge 

of the whole universe. But as such knowledge is not within the grasp of feeble mortal 

man, whose horizon is a point of creation, and whose days are but a moment of time, it is 

superlatively incongruous for any son of science, or of religion, to affirm that this or that 

issue is absolutely irrational, unjust, or unfitting the schemes of eternal Providence, or the 

purposes of the supreme wisdom and benevolence, only as he is guided by the oracles of 

infallible wisdom, or the inspirations of the Almighty. Who could pronounce upon the 

wisdom and utility of a single joint, without a knowledge of the limb to which it belongs; 

of that limb, without an understanding of the body to which it ministers; of that body, 

without a clear perception of the world in which it moves, and of the relations which it 

sustains; of that world, without some acquaintance with the solar system of which it is but 

a small part; of that particular solar system, without a general and even intimate 

knowledge of all the kindred systems; of all these kindred systems, without a thorough 

comprehension of the ultimate design of the whole creation; of that ultimate design, 

without a perfect intelligence of that incomprehensible Being by whom, and for whom all 

things were created and made? How gracefully, then, sits unassuming modesty on all the 

reasonings of man. The true philosopher and the true Christian, therefore, delight always 

to appear in the unaffected costume of humility, candor, and docility–”  Alexander 

Campbell “The Christian System” 

 

If only the Church of Christ today would listen to the words of its earliest scholar.  

 

To sum up this quote:  You have to know everything in the universe in order to know 

everything about Christianity (because Christianity is a system in the universe and can 

only be understood by what is higher than it) and only God knows everything in the 

universe so only He can know everything about Christianity.  This simple truth should 

lead us to humility when discussing (to use one of Campbell’s favorite terms) the oracles 

of God.  

 

Does this mean that their is no truth?  Not at all!!!!  It just means that we shouldn’t be too 

sure that WE have the ability to deduce all truth since we are lower than God and lower 

than the system in which we seek our justification and sanctification.  Since we need 

things from the Christian System we must be lower than it and should be humble when 

trying to figure it out.  

 



 

 

 

 

�aming Congregations 

 

After many years of study, I have come to the conclusion that the “Church of Christ” 

should no longer be known by that distinction. In saying this, I am speaking of this 

name’s sense of being the name of local congregations which identify with each other 

based on similar beliefs and practices. Using this term has led us to be caught in the very 

trap that our forefathers in the faith warned us against: The sectarianism of 

denominationalism. 

 

You may protest to me stating that we have become a sectarian denomination. Before you 

toss stop reading, look at the facts. 

 

The “Church of Christ” is perceived to be a denomination by everyone but us. Our claim 

to a non-denominational Christianity isn’t being lived out. Part of the reason for this is in 

our name. Our name is designed to separate ourselves from others who call themselves 

Christians. This is no different than using the terms Baptist or Methodist in this way. We 

have “Church of Christ” books, schools, literature, television shows, and many other such 

“approved” things. This is no different from the groups that we so arrogantly call 

denominations. They have all of these same things and our heritage used to condemn 

them for this. Now, we have joined in doing the very things that our predecessors 

opposed. 

 

We have come to identify ourselves more by our denominational name than by our true 

identity as Christians. When you buy class material do you check to see if the 

organization that created it affiliates with the “Church of Christ”? I bet you do. I would 

rather material be truly Christian and I don’t evaluate it based on what sect produced it. It 

is a trait of non-denominational Christianity to evaluate things as “Christian” or “non-

Christian” and not by what sect something originated in. 

 

Do you only read “Church of Christ” books or listen to “Church of Christ” music. If so, 

you are being denominational and sectarian. Do you only read “our” newsletters and send 

your children to “our” schools. If so, you are being denominational and sectarian. You 

may object by saying “I do these things because of the truth in the materials, not because 

of affiliation”. You and I both know, however, that this isn’t true in most cases. 

 

The name “Church of Christ” in Romans 16:16 is a description and not a name. God did 

not give a name to the Church and definitely did not give one to the local congregations. 

Even the terms “church” and “congregation” are descriptions and not names. The term 

“church” comes from the Greek word kuriakos which means “belonging to God”. This is 

a good description. The word translated “church” most often in the New Testament is 

ecclesia which means “congregation or assembly”. This makes sense. 

 

Notice how I have been using the terms “church” and “congregation”. When I speak of all 

those “belonging to God” I use the word “church” and when speaking of a local group I 



 

 

 

 

use the words “congregation” or “assembly”. We could clear up so much confusion if we 

would use these designations in this way. 

 

So, why do we feel the need to create a name to distinguish one local congregation from 

another? 

 

The good reasons are for matters of expediency. If our building is to have a phone what 

would its listing in the phone book be if it had no name? What would we put on any 

mailings we send out? What name would we give to the bank or other businesses we may 

work with? If the local congregation does not require any of these things, it may not need 

a name. I think, however, that most congregations will find it expedient to have a name. 

 

Naming a congregation becomes harmful when the name is used to make divisions 

between brothers and sisters in Christ and when we put our identity in the name instead of 

in Christ. This is what we have done with the name “Church of Christ”. We need to rid 

ourselves of it before it does us any more harm. 

 

The simple solution in naming congregations is to name them based on location. Names 

like “Assembly on Main Street” or “Congregation in Jackson” (if you are the only one) or 

other such names are appropriate. This naming method encourages Christian unity and 

shows that we are operating autonomous entities and not sectarian denominations. 

 

This is the way we should go. We should take our signs down, change our names, and put 

our identities where they should have been all along, in Christ. 

 



 

 

 

 

Live in Truth, �ot in Command 

 

We should beware of commands and I don’t mean being watchful about disobeying them. 

I mean we should beware of obeying them. It is not always wise to obey a command. 

Especially if it is a command made for someone else. Every command in the New 

Testament was written to a person who had one thing in common. He/She wasn’t you. 

Not a single command in the New Testament was written to you. 

 

Am I saying that we are not to obey the commands in the New Testament? Yes, I am!!! 

 

We are not to obey commands because they are not for us. The New Testament says that 

we are no longer under law but under grace. We are not to obey commands. 

 

So, if we are not supposed to obey commands, then why are their so many in the New 

Testament? This really has a simple answer: because they are based on truths that are to 

be followed. You see, a command is a way of telling someone to do something so that a 

principle will be lived out. 

 

Let me explain. When a child is growing up, the parents give the child many commands. 

“Don’t touch the hot toaster” or “don’t cross the street” or “don’t swim after eating”. 

These commands are expressions of a single principle; the safety of the child. The parents 

just want the child to be safe. After a time of obeying these commands and growing up, 

the child knows for himself not to touch a hot toaster because he will get burned; he does 

not do this to obey a command. This child can also cross the street because he has been 

warned by the command (which is its purpose) to be careful in traffic. This child can also 

decide when to go swimming because he knows the purpose of the command. 

 

This child stops obeying commands at a certain age and so did the children of God. In the 

Old Testament (under the Law of Moses) the children of God needed to be under 

commands so that they could learn the right way to love God and their neighbor. In the 

New Testament (under grace) the children of God operate as mature children who are not 

in need of commands. Paul told us that the Law was a schoolmaster to lead us to Christ. 

When the children of God were small and immature they needed commands but not 

anymore. The children of God under the New Covenant are not in need of commands, we 

have Truth. In Christ we are free from the Law. 

 

We should not read the Bible in the legal way that we have become accustomed to. We 

should learn the truth from it and live in the truth, not in the command. Let me give you 

an example. 

 

In Ephesians 5, Paul tells the church in Ephesus to sing. We have taken this (and other 

commands to sing from Paul) as binding on the local congregation to have a time of 

singing on a regular basis. I do not oppose a time of singing for the congregation, but this 

is not what the verse is supposed to teach. You see, this command was given to the 



 

 

 

 

Ephesians because of the wickedness in their culture. Notice, before this verse, that the 

text says “do not get drunk with wine, but be filled with the Spirit”. This is the reason for 

the command. It is given so that the Christians will have an alternative to the wicked 

activities of their society. 

 

The truth of this verse is that Christians should create alternative activities to counteract 

the wickedness of their cultures. It does not have to be singing (although it could be). It 

should be a holy activity that glorifies God and this truth should not be ignored. We 

cannot participate in the evil activities of the culture and should create holy ones as 

replacement. If we think this verse is about congregational singing, we have missed the 

whole point. We should live in the truth, not the command. 

 

We do this with many commands. We obey the command and we ignore the purpose. The 

reason we do this is because we are afraid that God will punish us if we don’t. This is the 

kind of fear that should be driven out by love. Think of it this way: wouldn’t it be better 

to get the point of God’s commands rather than simply obey them. You see, sometimes a 

command that met a purpose in the biblical times no longer does today. Sometimes the 

command has to be changed because it no longer serves the purpose it did back then. We 

must live in the truth, not the command. If you think about this point when reading 

scripture, it just may bring many things to light. I won’t bring them all out here, but this 

could be so revolutionary that it changes the way we read the entire Bible. It would be a 

change for the better that would give the Church the tools it needs to be God’s Church in 

this age and to fulfill His mission to seek and save that which is lost in our world today. 

 

Live in the truth, not the command. 

 



 

 

 

 

Crushing the Curses 

 

When people first sinned in Genesis 3, God pronounced curses on man that still exist 

today. They are: 

 

1. The curse of Satan. This curse tells us that the “seed” of Eve (which we know to be 

Jesus) will crush him. This happened on the cross. 

 

2. The curse of Eve. Pain in childbirth 

 

3. The curse of Adam. The earth will resist him as he tries to do his work 

 

4. The curse of mankind. We shall all die. 

 

5. The curse of creation. We are told that creation was damaged in the fall. 

 

You may have noticed that I did not mention “your desire will be for your husband but he 

will rule over you”. This is not a curse, it is a result. God is not saying that He is putting 

Adam over Eve. He is saying that Eve will desire the love of her husband and he will use 

this desire to rule over her. He is not supposed to do this, he does it because he is now a 

sinner. 

 

I entitled this chapter “Crushing the Curses” because we are not to accept these curses 

without trying to fight against them. Satan’s curse is already set in stone. Christ has taken 

care of it Himself. Our curses are also being reversed in Jesus Christ. The curse of all 

mankind (that we are to die) is cured by the gospel and its promise of eternal life. Those 

who do not accept the gospel of salvation will not be saved from this curse. We have 

worked to spread this gospel around the world and we should always continue these 

pursuits. We must help rescue people from this curse. 

 

Because we know that Jesus is reversing the curses, we must work to reverse the other 

curses as well. We participate in this because the Church is Christ’s body. We should be 

doing what Christ is doing. 

 

We should (and have) done work in reversing the curse of Eve. We have developed 

methods of making childbirth less painful and given women greater ease in giving birth. 

Christian women should have no problem using these innovations in technology. These 

are ways that God has given us to reverse the curse of Eve. The Church should be 

involved in helping women in childbirth to be able to give birth more peaceably and 

should encourage new innovations as they come along. 

 

We have also done work in reversing the curse of Adam. Very few of us still work in 

fields and those that do use many technologies to make this work easier. These 

technologies are improving every year. Many of us work indoors and do very little labor 



 

 

 

 

for our wages. This is not a problem for the Christian. We should be happy that God has 

given us work to do that is not the crushing labor of the curse. The Church should be 

working to help people find work that is more enjoyable to them and is less oppressive 

than their current jobs. We should also be encouraging our children to find jobs that are 

not curses to them. 

 

Another way we reverse this curse is by helping the poor. Since the earth fights against 

us, many will find times where they are in need. This comes in varying degrees. Some 

will only need temporary help while others will require drastic changes be made to ensure 

they have what they need. Sometimes the earth fights against people and they are not able 

to get the resources they need (like in times of famine or drought). Other times, people 

fight each other for the scarce resources available and the rich leave the poor without their 

basic needs. The Church must always be ready and willing to help the needy. In some 

ways we have failed in this regard (with most of our money going to buildings, preachers, 

and other programs). We should never forget that giving in the local congregation began 

with Paul raising money to help the Church in Jerusalem get through a famine. It was for 

the poor and still should be. 

 

The Church has often neglected its role to reverse the curse of creation. I don’t think we 

are supposed to become environmentalists in the sense that is thrown around today nor 

am I a supporter of the “green” movement. I do think, however, that the Church has a 

responsibility to help restore the creation (over time, just like we are the other curses) to 

its original glory. Congregations (as well as governments) are not to waste all of their 

money on this goal (like some politicians today would try to convince us) but the Church 

should always be working to restore the creation biblically. It would be good for us to 

have more discussion on how to do this responsibly. 

 

The Church of tomorrow must be a Church that is in the business of changing the world. 

This is our mission. This is God’s will. We must be Christ to our world and, in Him, keep 

crushing the curses. 

 



 

 

 

 

Pattern or Promise? 

 

Part of the problem in churches of Christ today is an inability to see the difference 

between a pattern of the Scriptures and its promises.  We make this mistake most when 

dealing with salvation and fellowship. 

 

Since Walter Scott, we have taught something called “the plan of salvation”.  Scott had 5 

steps: believe, repent, confess, be baptized, and recieve the gift of the Holy Spirit.  Later 

some (who wanted to deny the indwelling of the Holy Spirit) changed it to: hear, believe, 

repent, confess, and be baptized.  This 5 step formula has been taught to most members of 

churches of Christ in the second way although the first is quite a bit better in my opinion.  

The first one is more biblical and the one that I use in my teaching. 

 

Scott came up with this “plan” from reading the biblical accounts of conversion in the 

book of Acts and seeing a normative pattern in regular conversions (Cornelius and others 

would have had special conversion narratives due to special circumstances).  I would 

concur that this was the normative conversion narrative of the first century and we are 

supposd to emulate it today. 

 

What happens, though, if someone does not emulate this pattern?  This has been the 

question of division in many churches of Christ.  Are they lost?  Can they be saved?  

Should we consider them Christians? 

 

The reason we ask these questions is because we have forgotten the difference between a 

pattern and a promise.  Jesus promises in John 3:16 that “whosover believes in Him 

should not perish, but have eternal life”.  This is a promise, not a pattern.  Some of our 

brothers and sisters who disagree with us have mistaken this to mean we are saved at the 

point of faith but John 3:16 is a promise and not a pattern.  Our mistake has been. in our 

promotion of a pattern, denying the promises that indicate that all those who have faith 

will be saved.  Over 100 verses of Scripture tell us that those who believe will be saved 

and none of them mention baptism.  These are promises and those who have faith will be 

saved according to them.  If these promises (or even one of them) is not kept, then its 

Source is false and we should no longer be following Him.  Since Christ is true, His 

promises must also be true. 

 

This does not, however, take away from the pattern.  The normative conversion narrative 

is the “plan of salvation” and every person should come to Christ in this way. 

 

Also, this does not take away from baptism.  A person is supposed to be justified by 

grace, through faith, at baptism.  When, by their error, some are not baptized accoring to 

Scripture, they could (and many do) fall under the promises to be justified by grace, 

through faith. 

 

Jesus also tells us that we can know people “by their fruits’.  We use this to identify false 



 

 

 

 

teachers but we also use it to identify true teachers.  Good fruit = Good teacher.  Bad fruit 

= Bad teacher.  Many unbaptized teachers exist who bear good fruit, thus some must be 

good.  The fruits we look for are the fruits of the Spirit that Paul talks about.  If those 

fruits are from the Spirit, the unbaptized person who produces them must have the Spirit 

because the Spirit is the Source of these.  If step 5 (the Holy Spirit) is given without 

completion of Step 4 (baptism) then God must be forgiving people who fail in the pattern 

and giving them the promise.  If you think about it, I think you will agree that this is 

exactly what has been happening. 

 

So, are they lost?  Definitely not.  They have received the same Spirit that we did when 

we were baptized.  God has forgiven them of their error. 

 

Can they be saved?  Yes and they have been.  The indwelling of the Spirit is a taste of the 

glory that awaits us in heaven.  It is only given to the saved. 

 

Should we consider them Christians?  Yes, because God has accepted them by giving 

them His Spirit.  We not only should accept them, we must.  If we don’t, we are saying 

that God is wrong to accept them and God is never wrong. 

 

I ask that you consider these  things when discussing matters of unity.  I think you will 

find them acceptable. 

 



 

 

 

 

Closer to Jesus – Farther from Sin 

 

How often do we hear that we can escape sin simply by trying harder to escape it.  It isn’t 

often said that way, but it is what many teach. 

 

If you doubt me, ask a Christian what you should do about a sin problem in your life.  

Just pick one and ask them what you should do.  The answer will probably sound 

something like this: 

 

pray and then do _____, ______, and ______ and you can conquer it. 

 

The blanks represent the things you will have to do and not do to solve your problem.  

Many preachers have made careers by filling in those blanks and I hope to never be 

counted in that list. 

 

These men mean well, but they are teaching the same thing as any religion teaches:  God 

is good, we are bad, try harder. 

 

Trying harder will not rescue us from the problem of sin.  This is because Jesus taught us 

that sin is in the heart before it comes out in more obvious ways.  You can’t just try 

harder because the heart must change if we truly want to be free from sin.  It is not 

freedom to be tortured by temptation.  Even if we don’t commit the sin out of pure self-

discipline, we are not free.  We only become free when our hearts are changed by the 

Spirit so the temptation is no longer tempting. 

 

This can happen for us, but it won’t happen just by us saying “no” to individual sins.  It 

will happen as we get closer to God.  Scripture says that God does not tempt anyone, not 

is He tempted by anything.  This means that as we become more like Him, temptation’s 

power over us should decrease.  The Spirit will make us not want to sin. 

 

Can we truly say we are godly when our reason for abstaining from sin is different than 

His? 

 

Let me explain.  Many people avoid sin because they believe God will punish them if 

they don’t, but is this God’s reason?  Certainly not.  God does not operate out of fear 

because He is Love (and perfect love drives out fear).  God’s reason for not sinning is in 

His very nature.  He is not tempted by sin because sin is disgusting to Him.  Is this our 

reason? 

 

It should be.  We should not obey out of fear, but out of love.  We should be disgusted by 

sin.  It should make us sad and angry to see the effects of sin. 

 

We often, however, have the opposite reaction: we like sin instead of hating it.  This is 

because we are broken people and the image of God in us has been tainted.  We will not 



 

 

 

 

succeed by trying harder because trying is not how we fail.  We fail because we are 

broken. 

 

Since this is true, we will only conquer sin by being repaired.  This is done by the Spirit 

over time.  It is called sanctification.  In normal speak it means “being made holy”.  We 

are being MADE holy, we are not supposed to be trying to make ourselves holy. 

 

It is God’s love that will repair us and make us not sin, not ourselves and our effor.  

When someone asks me how to conquer a sin I like to say “it has nothing to do with the 

sin, it has to do with your relationship with God, work on that and He will take care of 

that sin and all of the others in your life, if you let him”. 

 

Most people don’t listen to me when I say that because they don’t think it can be that 

easy.  They often go out and buy the latest book about how to fix their particular 

symptom and never really get to the problem. 

 

A simple thing I like to remember is:  The closer you are to Jesus, the farther you are 

from sin.  Let us spend our energy on becoming godly, not just avoiding sin. 

 



 

 

 

 

Apples and Oranges 

 

When someone tries to compare things that are actually quite different, we usually say 

“you are trying to compare apples and oranges” 

 

That is what I think we do with the Scripture sometimes.  We compare things that really 

don’t go together.  I specifically am referring to our quest to find a pattern for the work 

and worship of the “church”.  The reason I put “church” in quotations is because we are 

really looking for a pattern for local congregations, not the church.  That, however, is the 

problem. 

 

The Scriptures do not conceive of local congregations in the way that we have them 

today.  Our local congregations are non-profit businesses that provide goods and services 

to their members.  They are man-made organizations set up to facilitate the work we want 

to do together.  There really isn’t anything wrong with this, but we shouldn’t think that 

this is what Scripture is talking about. 

 

We take verses that are talking about the church (the Christians universal) and try to 

apply them to the “church” (corporation).  This is comparing apples and oranges.  A 

common question in Christendom is “Can we have women pastors/preachers?”.  We go 

to the Scripture looking for an answer to this, but no answer is truly given.  You see, they 

didn’t have pastor/preachers in the sense that we have them today.  In the Scriptures, 

pastoring is a gift of the Spirit, today it is a position within a corporation.  That isn’t the 

same thing.  That is why some people look at the Scriptures and think that you can have 

women pastor/preachers and others look at the same Scriptures and think that you cannot.  

 

In the Scriptures, if a woman was given the gift to be a pastor/preacher she was one 

already.  We didn’t have to agree to it.  We still don’t.  If God gives a women these gifts 

than she is already in this role regardless of whether we employ her in our organizations.  

 

We shouldn’t be using Scripture to define things that we made up.  You can’t define an 

apple when you are using a book about oranges. 

 



 

 

 

 

More Apples and Oranges 

 

I wanted to expand a little on the “apples and oranges” piece from a couple days ago.  

These are some differences that I see between the apples (the congregations) the orange 

(the church) 

 

Apples 

 

Some kind of building 

 

Leadership 

 

Programs 

 

Takes donations 

 

Meetings 

 

Provides services 

 

Has name to distinguish it from other congregations 

 

This really is not different than a modern business.  Actually, modern businesses got their 

hierarchal model from the church.  Since the Bible does not talk about these kinds of 

organizations, we are best to not define or legislate them with it. 

 

The Orange 

 

Universal (everywhere, not buildings) 

 

Christ is head (not human leadership) 

 

Gifts (instead of programs) 

 

Gives to needy (instead of giving to organization) 

 

Lifestyle (not meetings) 

 

Serves (rather than provides services) 

 

Is one (needs no name of designation) 

 

Scripture shows us how to enter this Church and how to live in it.  The congregations are 

expedients.  They should be developed and evaluated based on what we hope to 



 

 

 

 

accomplish in them.  In most cases, I think they fail in this.  I believe the non-

organizational Church can do much better than organizational “churches” ever have.  

Jesus didn’t set up an organization because it wasn’t how He wanted to work in the 

world.  Maybe we should follow His example. 

 



 

 

 

 

5 Major Points 

 

I was thinking the other day that their are 5 major points in my thinking about 

Christianity.  I thought I would share them with you. 

 

1.  Christianity was designed to be Spiritual, not religious. 

 

2. The Church is one and there is nothing we can do to change that. 

 

3. The Church is a separate kingdom and its citizens are only members of it and no other 

kingdom 

 

4.  The Scriptures point, they do not lead 

 

5.  The Scriptures were mostly applied and fulfilled in the first century. 

 



 

 

 

 

What the Lord Provides 

 

A thought came to me today that I thought I would share.  I don’t know if I read it 

somewhere or not but I think it is a good thought for me today. 

 

“Eat from the plate that comes from your Master’s table” 

 

If we can learn to do that, things will be so much better. 

 



 

 

 

 

How I Pray 

 

I’m just staring to get better at praying. 

 

I never have been good at it.  I can read books for hours and I can write or prepare lessons 

but praying has never worked for me.  I think that it is because I didn’t understand it the 

way that I do now.  

 

I was always taught that prayer is simply “talking to God”.  I am glad that I was taught 

such a simple definition and I do agree with it but I had a problem:  I don’t like talking to 

people. 

 

I never have, really.  I am the quiet guy in the room and when I do speak it is in very few 

words.  I always liked the Lord’s Prayer because it is short and to the point.  I also loved 

the teaching of Jesus that says not to go on and on in prayer.  I never had that problem 

anyway.  Getting in even a few words was always hard for me.  

 

When I thought that prayer was “talking to God”, I never prayed because I didn’t want to 

talk.  I also didn’t want to talk about what I thought God wanted to talk about: my sin.  It 

seemed to be the only thing He was interested in and I didn’t want to talk about it every 

day.  I couldn’t pray without it being some big emotional thing and I didn’t really have 

the energy to get into it on a regular basis.  So, I didn’t pray. 

 

Now, I pray and I want to tell you why.  I don’t view prayer as “talking with God” but as 

“fellowship with God”.  This is a very important distinction.  I thought that I always had 

to talk (since He wasn’t going to) when I really just needed to spend some time with Him.  

I also thought that He always wanted to hear about my sin.  But why?  If He has forgiven 

my sin, why would He want to hear about it all the time.  If He has saved me, why would 

He want me to constantly ask for my salvation.  The problem was:  I wasn’t living in the 

truth about me.  God said I was forgiven, and I was acting like I wasn’t. 

 

Now, I just spend time with God.  I talk to Him about what is going on in my life (He 

cares).  All my need, my problems, my stress, my thoughts.  I discuss with Him the books 

I’m reading (why I never discussed books with Him before is odd since they are mostly 

about Him) and plans me and my wife are making for the future.  

 

It’s so wonderful!!!  He cares!!!  He loves me!!!! 

 

We talk about life.  A Father with a son.  A natural expression of our love for each other.  

I always thought that people who prayed a lot needed to get out and start working for the 

Church.  Oh, how I was wrong!!!  Prayer is working for the Church.  It is the relationship 

that God has always wanted with us.  Nothing is more important than that. 

 



 

 

 

 

Hate Evangelism 

 

When we tell someone about the Gospel we need to think about why we are telling them.  

You see, sometimes I think we do Hate Evangelism.  This means that we tell someone 

about Jesus because we hate them and we want them to change.  

 

We hate them for many reasons.  One of the biggest is that we are jealous of their 

freedom to live their lives on their own terms.  We hate them for being able to sin as 

much as they want and not feel bad about it.  

 

But this says more about us than it does about them.  It shows that we are in this 

Christianity thing for all the wrong reasons.  It shows us that we haven’t really changed.  

It shows that we don’t want to change either. 

 

When we do Hate Evangelism we are showing that we secretly think the life of the sinner 

is better than the life of the saved.  We are saying that we would rather sin but we are 

afraid of what will happen if we do.  We hate them for having the life we wish God 

would let us have.  It shows that our religion is false and is motivated by fear.  It shows 

that we think of ourselves as slaves of God instead of children of God. 

 

It’s not supposed to be that way.  The life that God offers is better than the life of sin.  We 

are not supposed to want that life anymore.  We shouldn’t hate the people of the world for 

their sin, we should feel bad for them.  The sin that they carry around is killing them and 

the fun that they appear to be having is the slow decay of their destruction.  We should 

want them to change so that they can have the glorious life in Christ that has been given 

to us.  We should want them to have the relationship with the Father that we are so 

blessed to have.  We should never be jealous of the kind of life that they are living which 

isn’t the true life that God provides. 

 

When I see hate-filled evangelism it always makes me sad for both the victum and the 

evangelist.  The victum has been shown a hate-filled Jesus that doesn’t really exist.  The 

victum likely believed that Jesus didn’t like them to begin with and this illusion has been 

solidified in their hearts by an ignorant evangelist.  The evangelist is worse off though.  

He hasn’t just been shown a hate-filled Jesus, he lives with one of his own creation every 

day.  The evangelist believes and follows the hate-filled Jesus.  The problem is, this Jesus 

doesn’t exist.  He is a figment of the evangelist’s imagination.  The evangelist lives a lie 

that he calls the truth.  He may never get out of his own illusion. 

 

Never love the things that are in this world.  Seek out the Lord and you will find the 

greatest life that anyone has ever been offered.  Love the world as Christ loved it.  Change 

the world for the right reasons.  Change it with the right heart. 

 



 

 

 

 

Frustrated with “church” 

 

I’m just not sure I can make myself go anymore.  

 

I don’t see why I need to go to a singing and teaching time every week when its all fake? 

 

I learn from some of the best Christian teachers in the world 7 days a week, why should I 

spend time learning from second rate teachers because they are in my town (I know some 

of you may not have that problem but I do, the teachers in this area need some serious 

education)?   

 

Why should I spend every Sunday pretending to do what I actually do 7 days a week? 

 

I have real Christian fellowship all the time, why fake it on Sunday because its tradition 

to do so? 

 

I have seen that the institutions don’t do what they claim and they aren’t what they claim.  

Jesus did not set up an institution because He had no need of one.  Institutions aren’t 

sinful in and of themselves, they just hinder the work of Christ more than they help it. 

 



 

 

 

 

Justification: It is for Us 

 

I used to think that justification was primarily for the lost.  I sought to help people come 

to Christ and be baptized so that they could be justified.  

 

Later, I believed in justification by faith and sought to help the lost believe in Jesus so 

that they could be justified.  I never thought that it was about me. 

 

Now, I realize that when Paul was talking about justification by faith, he was talking to 

Christians.  This teaching was for people who were already in the Church.  Romans, 

Ephesians, James, and every other letter that was written about this subject was written to 

Christians.  It is important for those outside of Christ, but its more significant for those of 

us in Christ. 

 

You see, justification by grace through faith was never about conversion.  Conversion 

worked like this:  the gospel was preached, those who accepted it were baptized.  They 

then received the Holy Spirit.  That was it.  That was the conversion process.  This isn’t 

what Paul was talking about when he talked about justification by grace through faith.  In 

Romans (for example), Paul was talking about conflicts that were going on between 

Jewish Christians and Gentile Christians, not about conversion.  These people were 

already Christians. 

 

We are justified by grace through faith as Christians, not before.  You see, I am in Christ.  

This means that I do not stand before God based on my works (the things I do for Him).  I 

stand before Him because of His grace through my continuing faith.  I accepted the gospel 

when I heard it and was baptized.  I received the Spirit.  I was then a part of the Church 

and now I am justified by grace and I stay in the Church as long as I have faith (you can’t 

be unbaptized so it is going back on faith that will cause you to loose your salvation). 

 

This is what I missed in the teaching of my youth (and what others in my heritage are 

missing most of all).  I was taught that I was justified before God because I went to the 

right “church” with the right worship.  I knew all the right things and did all the right 

things.  In these, I was taught, I was justified.  When I was taught about other Christians, I 

was taught that they were damned because they didn’t go to the right “church” and had 

the wrong worship.  They believed the wrong things and did the wrong things.  I was 

taught that their works damned them and they were not justified in God’s site.  This isn’t 

true.  If I am justified before God at all it is because of His grace, not by my works.  Other 

Christians are justified in the same way and on the same terms.  Not by their works, but 

by God’s grace.  

 

This is the truth and living in it has changed my life.  

 

The role of baptism is not diminished in the truth of justification by grace, through faith.  

Conversion is the same.  Believe the gospel, Repent of your old life, Confess your faith 



 

 

 

 

and repentance, be baptized, receive the Holy Spirit.  

 

Once you are converted, you now live under grace, not under law.  You are justified by 

God’s grace and not by your works.  Other Christians are also justified by grace and not 

by their works.  This is God’s way.  We must live in it.  It is the key to freedom in Christ. 

 



 

 

 

 

Placing Blame Where it is Due 

 

Isn’t it odd that when a person doesn’t follow the biblical conversion narrative, we place 

the blame (and the condemnation) on them.  It really isn’t their fault. 

 

Isn’t it the evangelists sin, not the converts. 

 

For example,  if a person is baptized as an infant, is it the infants fault or the baptizers 

fault?  It clearly cannot be the infants fault because the infant isn’t even capable of 

sinning.  The infant, also, cannot stop the baptizer from administering the baptism.  The 

sin is the baptizers, not the infants. 

 

This is also true of adult converts.  When a person hears the Gospel and believes it, they 

are willing to do whatever the evangelist tells them God wants them to do.  This is 

because the convert trusts the evangelist and is submitting to the Lordship of Christ.  If 

the evangelist tells them to say the “sinner’s prayer” the convert will do that out of faith 

in Christ and their ignorance of the biblical way.  If the evangelist baptizes them by 

sprinkling or pouring the convert would accept that out of faith in Christ as well because 

they have no way of knowing the right way (because, according to the Great Commission, 

we teach people doctrine after baptizing them, not before).  

 

It is not the converts sin, its the sin of the evangelist.  In my opinion, God gives these 

people the Holy Spirit because it isn’t their fault that their evangelist doesn’t know what 

he/she is doing.  I have met many people who clearly had the Holy Spirit but were not 

brought to Christ according to the biblical conversion narrative.  I don’t blame them for 

this because it wasn’t their fault.  It was the sin of the person who brought them in 

incorrectly. 

 

The fact that God gives the Spirit to those who make mistakes in the process doesn’t give 

us license to ignore the process.  The “plan of salvation” is the conversion process that 

the Lord intended and gave us for our benefit.  We should never try to change it and we 

should be glad that it is this way.  We also should not blame the convert for the sin of the 

evangelist.  The evangelist is under grace so his sin is not counted against him (it is a sin, 

however).  The convert did not sin because it was not his fault that the evangelist did not 

bring him in correctly. 

 



 

 

 

 

Surviving “church” 

 

Here comes another Sunday and I am faced with the task of surviving “church”.  I am 

visiting relatives and they expect that I will get up in the morning and go skipping off to 

“church” like I have always done but it is so hard.  

 

I just can’t stand hearing all the falsehoods anymore. 

 

Sitting in these places, in these systems, hearing these teachings.  This is not God’s will 

for His Church.  We were meant to be the hands and feet of Jesus working in the world.  

We were meant to be God’s true family.  We were meant for a faith that is real and alive.  

 

We were not meant for cold, dead institutions that are so attached to their traditions that 

they can’t see the true way the Lord has for them.  It is sad, really.  I do feel for these 

people (especially my closest family and friends in these systems) but I feel like they are 

constantly trying to suck me into it too.  They hate it but are stuck to it.  They are stuck to 

it based on the fear of what would happen if they didn’t.  

 

I don’t have this fear.  I try to live in the love and grace that are freely mine in Christ 

Jesus.  Not as a license for sin, but as a license to love God and love His creation and live 

in the freedom that He has given me. 

 

Maybe someday I won’t have to survive “church”.  Maybe someday everyone will let me 

be free.  I hope they will want that freedom too. 

 



 

 

 

 

Do I �eed �o “church” or Just Less 

 

I’ve been thinking about this today. 

 

Do I need to be part of an institutional church that is less organized and more open (like a 

house church or other simple church) or do I need to go non-institutional altogether? 

 

I was part of a house church for two years and I was very happy there.  I would likely still 

be there except that I needed to move to another city many miles away.  I had great 

fellowship with the brothers and sisters in the house church and enjoyed the teaching very 

much.  I liked the simple, open meetings and the fact that funds were distributed to the 

needy and to missions exclusively (no building, maintenance, or staff costs).  I liked that 

we met less frequently to allow us to work in the world.  We met once a week and I felt 

that was sufficient.  It was not perfect, but it was much better than anything I had found at 

a traditional institution. 

 

I also think I might do well to go totally organic.  Why do I need an institution at all.  In 

fact, I know I don’t really need one at all.  I can evangelize and support other evangelists 

without an organization.  I can teach others and learn from others without it as well.  I 

have fellowship with other Christians all the time (ones in organizations and ones that are 

not) and will continue to do so.  I have an active prayer life without the institution helping 

one bit.  I could take communion with other Christians on any number of occasions and I 

see no Scriptural reason why I couldn’t.  I could also help the needy without any help 

from the organization (most organizations don’t help the needy much anyway).  In short, I 

could be just as Christian outside an institution as I could be inside of one.  The 

institutions are expedients. We created them to make doing the working of Christ easier.  

I’m not sure they do. 

 

So, what would you do if you were me?  

 

Try to find a simple organization to help me carry out the work of Christ or go organic 

completely? 

 



 

 

 

 

Should We Say “Amen” To Close A Prayer? 

 

I have been off of the practice of saying the “Amen” at the end of my prayers for some 

time now and I think it helps me enormously.  “Amen” originally meant “YES!” or “I 

Agree” but today, for many of us, it has come to mean “goodbye”.  It has become a way 

for us to end conversations with God.   

 

I realized that I didn’t want to end my conversation or my fellowship with God.  I have 

mentioned previously that I see prayer more as fellowship with God than talking to God 

and this is part of it.  When I say “Amen” I immediatly lose the awareness of His 

prescence.  It’s almost like God has left because my spirit doesn’t feel Him anymore.  I 

don’t want this to happen, so I don’t say “Amen” to close a prayer. 

 

I will admit that I still say “Amen” on the rare occasion that I offer a public prayer.  If I 

didn’t, people wouldn’t know when the prayer was over.  This is futher proof, though, 

that in today’s world “Amen” means “goodbye”.  We are saying “goodbye” to God and 

that the prayer is over.  This is not what “Amen” is supposed to mean. 

 

I don’t know if the traditon of saying “Amen” will ever change in regards to public 

prayers (I honestly can’t think of a better way of ending one) but I hope that we will allow 

our personal prayers to be a continual reminder of God’s prescence in our lives. 

 



 

 

 

 

Servants That Became Rulers: Church Buildings 

 

I don’t believe that it is wrong to have a church building but I do think that they come 

with many problems that would be best to be avoided.  I spent two years in a house 

church environment and did not miss the building one bit.  Not having the building even 

helped me to see the problems with it.  These are the reasons I think it would be better to 

go away from it. 

 

1. Is not the proper setting for the family of God to meet:  Families don’t meet in 

structures like our common church buildings, they meet in homes and in other public 

venues.  These places are more natural and conducive to family living.  When you meet in 

a building, you can end up more like a business than like a church.  The church is an 

organism, not an organization. 

 

2.  The church building tempts Christians to compartmentalize their faith in a way that 

organic church does not:  When we meet in buildings, we sometimes attach all or most of 

our spirituality to the building.  This creates people who are Christians when they are at 

the building and don’t think of it at any other time.  This also buys into the idea of a split 

between the sacred and secular.  Following Jesus was never supposed to be a religion, we 

are to follow Him all of the time in every area of our lives. 

 

3.  Too much overhead.  Church buildings take needed money away from the poor and 

out of the hands of missionaries who need it to spread the Gospel.  The amount of funds 

lost to the church building is astronomical but, more importantly, the amount of work that 

was never done because the funds weren’t there is impossible to calculate.  We must care 

more about the work of the Church than the facility where it meets. 

 

I think if we keep these things in mind we will be hesitant to put any more money into 

church buildings. 

 

“Servants That Became Rulers” is a chapter in the book “Free In Christ” by Cecil Hook.  

It is available at http://www.freedomsring.org 

 



 

 

 

 

Servants That Became Rulers: Order of Worship 

 

The second servant that became a ruler (Cecil Hook doesn’t mention this one in his 

chapter but Frank Viola does in Pagan Christianity)  is the order of worship. 

 

Most institutional churches have an order of worship that varies little from week to week.  

There are usually five things that are done: teaching/preaching, prayer, singing, taking 

communion, and giving.  These are often called “the five acts of worship”.  I really think 

that we need to reconsider having a set order of worship and this is why: 

 

1.  Stops every member from functioning:  The body of Christ is made up of people with 

various gifts and these gifts are currently in the seats in the institutional churches.  These 

gifts were meant for the edification of the body and this doesn’t happen if we leave the 

gifted out of the worship service.  Some people get to edify others in the traditional 

churches, but we are supposed to be meeting for mutual edification.  When the “clergy” 

edifies the “laity” that is not mutual edification.  You are supposed to edify and be 

edified. 

 

2.  The order of worship (and its acts) are mistaken for true worship:  Worship is not 

preaching, prayer, singing, Lord’s Supper, and giving.  These are ACTS of worship.  

They, also, are not the only acts of worship.  Any good work can be an act of worship 

when it is done from the heart.  Worship happens in the heart and can happen at any time 

(not just at a worship service).  

 

3.  The order of worship, sometimes, replaces true worship:  The order of worship can be 

done without any real worship taking place in the heart.  It can be fake.  It becomes a 

routine that is done regardless of whether the people are worshipping in their hearts.  It 

becomes a law that the people keep so that they can feel good about keeping it.  It 

distracts from true worship. 

 

4.  The order of worship requires that things be done that may not NEED to be done:  

Sometimes we can meet and not need a sermon.  Sometimes we don’t need to sing.  

Sometimes prayer is not on our hearts.  Sometimes their is no needy who need support, so 

no need to give to them.  Sometimes our hearts aren’t in the Lord’s Supper.  In these 

cases, wouldn’t it be better to not do these things at all than to do them inappropriately?  

Isn’t it better to use the gifts and leading of the Holy Spirit to decide how we meet than to 

determine it beforehand and quench the Holy Spirit from working in a different way if He 

wishes.  

 

5.  The order of worship makes our meetings boring and predictable:  I probably don’t 

need to explain this one. 

 

I think if we were to look at it carefully (with the knowledge that the order of worship is 

made up by men so can be eliminated) we will reconsider the use of our long-held order 



 

 

 

 

of worship and replace it with the leading and gifts of the Holy Spirit. 

 



 

 

 

 

Servants That Became Rulers: The Sermon 

 

The next thing on the proverbial chopping block is the sermon.  Most of us can’t imagine 

our lives without sermons but many of us are wishing that we could.  These are the main 

reasons. 

 

1. Sermons stop every member from functioning:  This is the same reason given for 

eliminating the order of worship but it is just as important here.  When only one person is 

allowed to speak, it stops the other teachers in the meeting from using their gifts.  The 

meeting becomes a one-man show instead of a place for mutual edification.  When one 

man speaks, its not mutual edification. 

 

2. Sermons are not effective:  Pastor/Preachers know that most of what they say on 

Sunday morning won’t be remembered after lunch, much less for weeks, months, or years 

after the sermon is given.  Sermons are not effective in equipping the saints for good 

works because they only tell us about things while never showing us anything.  I have 

heard countless sermons on evangelism (for example) but have never had someone show 

me how to share my faith with others.  I had to learn that on my own by watching 

evangelists greater than I work with real people, in the world.  That begs the question, 

however:  If the sermon couldn’t show me how to share my faith, what was the purpose 

of the sermons on evangelism?  

 

3.  The sermon creates an unhealthy association with the pastor/preacher:  When one 

person is given most of the meeting to share their beliefs about Christ, that person is often 

the only source weaker members have in learning about Him.  This often creates an 

unhealthy association between the member and the pastor/preacher in which the member 

NEEDS the pastor/preacher in order to discern truth.  The member should be being 

equipped so that they can discern truth for themselves.  We are not to follow a man, but 

follow Christ.  Many pastor/preachers have become a replacement for following Christ to 

their listeners. 

 

4.  The sermon does not allow the pastor/preacher to be questioned by the listeners:  This 

is very important.  Since tradition dictates that the listeners are never to speak during the 

sermon, the pastor/preacher has free reign to teach whatever they want without question.  

You may say, “you could talk to the pastor/preacher or the elders after the service about 

any problems” and you would be right.  But would that stop the teaching from taking 

place?  No.  I have found in discussion-based classes that a pastor/preacher that is about 

to make a mistake can be easily redirected if the listeners have the ability to gently correct 

during the class.  I have personally changed the outcome of many lessons simply by 

making short, respectful comments when I was allowed to do so.  I can also think of 

many sermons that I could have contributed to if I had been allowed to speak. 

 

5.  Sermons are boring and many would be grateful to be rid of them:  The Scriptures do 

not tell us to give sermons, the Apostles did not give sermons, Jesus did not tell us to use 



 

 

 

 

sermons, the early church did not have them either.  If most Christians knew these facts, 

the sermon would be gone.  The reason that most meetings have sermons is that the 

people don’t know that they have the right to be rid of them. 

 



 

 

 

 

Servants That Became Rulers: The Pastor/Preacher 

 

From my last post about the elimination of the sermon, you likely guessed that I would 

take my next look at the pastor/preacher (also, if you have read Frank Viola’s Pagan 

Christianity you may have noticed that I am using the same topics as he does in the same 

order).  These are the reasons that I think the pastor/preacher should be reconsidered. 

 

1. The pastor/preacher prevents Christ from being the head of the meeting:  The 

pastor/preacher tries to take this role for himself.  Instead of letting the Spirit lead the 

group, the pastor/preacher leads it.  Instead of mutual edification, the pastor/preacher 

seeks to edify the group himself.  It is no wonder that Roman Catholic bishops (same 

word as pastor in the Greek) see themselves as the head of the Church on earth and see 

the bishop of Rome (the pope) as having a particular headship role.  Christ is the head of 

the Church and of all its meetings and work. 

 

2.  The pastor/preacher is a practical denial of the priesthood of all believers:  Even in 

meetings where the priesthood of all believers is taught, the pastor/preacher acts as the 

priest while the people sit in the pews.  We teach one thing and practice another.  Our 

doctrine doesn’t square with our practice on this issue.  We have traditionally said that all 

believers are priests but have only allowed one to practice.  The pastor/preacher is the #1 

enemy of mutual edification.  There is no point in teaching the priesthood of all believers 

if we refuse to practice it. 

 

3.  Hiring the pastor/preacher is a waste of money:  We should be giving to the needy, not 

to a person that we have hired to be a Christian for us.  We pay this man (it usually is a 

man) to feed us when we should be feeding ourselves.  We pay him to visit the sick when 

we should be doing that ourselves.  We pay him to evangelize in the community when we 

should be doing it.  We pay him to do all the things that we don’t want to do.  Behind the 

church building, the pastor/preacher salary is the largest expense most church 

organizations have.  That money should be going to people who need it, not to an office 

that hurts the Church. 

 



 

 

 

 

Servants That Became Rulers: Dressing Up For Church 

 

The next thing that I want to look at (also from Frank Viola’s Pagan Christianity) is the 

idea of dressing up for church meetings.  It may be assumed that Christians always 

dressed up when they went to church meetings but this isn’t the case.  It is actually fairly 

recent.  Until just a few hundred years ago, most Christians were not wealthy enough to 

buy expensive clothes.  Here are some of the reasons I think this should be abandoned. 

 

1.  Dressing up creates a separation between the rich and poor:  Some people cannot 

afford the newest trends and those that can show their affluence at church meetings.  You 

may not think that this is so, but that is because everyone in our meetings has the wealth 

to dress up.  Those that don’t have this wealth don’t feel welcome at our meetings so they 

don’t come.  We can make everyone feel more comfortable (in more ways than one) by 

dressing in normal attire. 

 

2.  Dressing up is a “mask” we use to hide ourselves from each other:  We use our 

”Sunday best” to create an illusion of the kind of people we really are.  We want everyone 

to think that we have the perfect marriages, the perfect kids, plenty of money, a nice 

house with a white picket fence, an obedient dog, and everything else that describes the 

affluent American family.  But, in the real world, this isn’t the case and we shouldn’t 

create the illusion of it with our brothers and sisters in Christ.  Our Christian family needs 

to know our real selves.  That is how a family really works.  It is messy, but it is real life 

in Christ. 

 

3.  God looks upon the heart, not the clothing:  When we dress up for church meetings we 

are telling each other and the world that God cares about the same superficial things that 

we seem to care about.  If God truly cared about how much we dress up for meetings than 

He would be incredibly shallow indeed.  He would fit in comfortably in our world where 

people are evaluated by the cars they drive and the houses they live in.  But God doesn’t 

fit in this world.  He transforms it.  “Dressing up for God” is truly dressing up for others 

and to benefit ourselves. 

 



 

 

 

 

Servants That Became Rulers: Preacher Dress 

 

The next aspect of the institutional church that I would like to draw attention to is the 

tradition of the pastor/preacher dressing up more than the congregation.  This is related to 

the last post, but I wanted to draw special attention to it.  Here are some reasons, I 

believe, the pastor/preacher (if you feel the need to have one) should dress like everyone 

else. 

 

1. For the pastor/preacher to dress up shows an un-biblical distinction between “clergy” 

and “laity”:  In the Scriptures, all Christians are priests and there is no “clergy” or “laity”.  

When the pastor/preacher dresses in more expensive clothing (or in robes), the 

congregation is made to feel lower than him.  This is unscriptural.  

 

2.  The myth of the “super-Christian”:  We have made a class of “super-Christians” that 

most Christians don’t feel they can live up to.  When the “clergy” dresses in special 

clothes, this just feeds the myth.  In actuality, the Church is made of people who have 

gifts given to them by the Holy Spirit.  We all have different functions in the body and no 

one part is greater than any other part.  The fame that the pastor/preacher takes for himself 

is undeserved and, most importantly, sinful for him to take. 

 



 

 

 

 

Servants That Became Rulers: Song Leaders 

 

The next thing to take a look at is the song leader.  In churches of Christ, we have always 

had a male pick out the songs and lead them.  I will admit that I think this is better than 

having choirs or worship bands but it should still be looked at and evaluated by how/if it 

benefits the body.  Here are some reasons we may reconsider using a song leader like we 

have in the past. 

 

1. The song leader keeps everyone in the body from functioning:  Why should one person 

pick out all of the songs and start them when this could easily be done by the whole 

congregation?  In the house church I attended, the congregation chose songs to sing and 

we sang them.  The number of songs was determined as we met (there was no set 

number).  This allowed all of the members to participate. 

 

2.  The song leader (and hymnal) stalls the creation of new music:  When a person 

(especially a women in the church of Christ) writes a new song, it can be difficult for that 

song to make its way into the congregation.  We typically only sing from the hymnal and 

only sing the songs that the leader chooses.  We do not usually encourage members to 

write new music and don’t have an arena for them to share it when they do.  Having an 

open format would encourage members to write new music and would give them the 

ability to share it as it is being created. 

 

3.  The song leader stops the Spirit from leading the singing:  The Spirit should lead the 

congregation in song through the members of the body.  I have seen that as the members 

spontaneously choose songs, the Spirit works in this.  When the song leader picks out the 

songs beforehand, the songs can’t be changed when a chosen song in no longer 

appropriate or if a different song would be more appropriate.  Our meetings are supposed 

to be Spirit-led, not led by a preset program. 

 



 

 

 

 

Servants That Became Rulers: Giving and Salaries 

 

I have discussed the giving before on this blog, but will do so here as well.  In the 

churches of Christ, we typically give money every Sunday for the work of the 

congregation and to pay the pastor/preacher.  Lets look at some of the reasons we may not 

want to take up the offering like we usually do. 

 

1.  The congregations are not honest about why the funds are taken:  Most people say that 

the offering is taken “for the Lord” but that isn’t really true.  Most of the offering funds 

the building and the pastor/preachers salary.  Neither of these are commanded by the Lord 

as expenses that we should have.  We are allowed to have them, but the money taken for 

them cannot honestly be said to be taken “for the Lord” .  The smallest part of the budget 

is for missions and the poor.  These are supposed to be the biggest parts, not the smallest. 

 

2.  Pastor/preacher salaries are a denial of the priesthood of all believers:  Why should we 

pay one pastor/preacher when the church contains many pastor/preachers that don’t get 

paid?  In the Old Testament, the priests were given the offerings of the people.  Under the 

New Covenant, all Christians are priests, so none are entitled to the offering that others 

are not.  We are allowed to give money or other goods to any worker (we shouldn’t 

muzzle an oz while its treading the grain) but money was only taken in the early church to 

support church planters (missionaries) and for the poor.  So, why does the pastor/preacher 

today feel he/she is entitled to payment when the pastors (elders) and preachers (teachers) 

worked for free in the New Testament? 

 

3.  The poor should not be expected to give:  The Lord never requires the needy to give to 

the needy but we never tell people that they shouldn’t give in tough economic times.  To 

repeat, the poor should not be giving.  It is the rich who are to give to the poor.  The poor 

should use the money they do have to take care of themselves and their families and 

should be able to take support from the rich. 

 

4. Passing the plate allows others to see if you give:  Unless you sit in the back row, 

others can see whether you put money in the collection plate or if you let it pass by.  We 

are not supposed to give to be seen by others, but I have personally felt pressure to put 

money in the plate because someone might see me not giving.  I bet others have felt the 

same way.  When I was in the house church, we had a box in a corner closet where we 

kept the giving and it had a hole cut in the top.  We would take our money to it at any 

time we were there and others wouldn’t know if we gave or not.  Only God would know.  

When I suggested this to an institutional church preacher, he told me that it would 

decrease the giving to stop passing the plate. 

 



 

 

 

 

Servants That Became Rulers: The Lord’s Supper 

 

You may think I am going too far to take a look at the Lord’s Supper, but I don’t intend to 

look at the supper itself but the way that we have become accustomed to taking it.  These 

are some reasons we may want to consider taking it differently 

 

1.  The Lord’s Supper was originally taken as a fellowship meal:  The first century church 

took communion together around a table with other foods besides just the bread and wine.  

This was part of their understanding of the supper.  The fellowship of the believers was 

an integral part of taking the supper and it still is.  We must resist the temptation to make 

communion an individual thing, it is meant to be something that we take with our 

brothers and sisters in Christ.  This is how Jesus instituted it, this is how we should 

practice it. 

 

2.  We should celebrate the Lord’s Supper, not mourn the death of Christ:  In the early 

church, the Lord’s Supper was a celebratory meal, not a somber occasion.  I was taught to 

put my head down and reflect upon the torture that Jesus went through on the cross while 

the plates were being passed.  This is wrong.  We are to celebrate the body and blood that 

were given for us for our salvation.  The somber attitude would only be appropriate if 

Jesus were still dead.  Since He arose, however, we should participate in communion with 

great joy. 

 

(Frank Viola discusses baptism at this point in his book Pagan Christianity. Since he 

doesn’t say anything about it that isn’t currently practiced by the churches of Christ, I 

won’t mention it in this series). 

 



 

 

 

 

Servants That Became Rulers: Sunday School 

 

The next thing that needs to be looked at (and I have discussed this one before) is the 

Sunday School.  Here are some reasons that we should eliminate the Sunday School. 

 

1. The Sunday School replaces the parent’s role in Christian education:  The responsibly 

of educating children is the responsibility of the parents.  Always has been, always will 

be.  This is how God set it up.  It is important that parents teach their children and learn to 

teach them accurately.  Adults have brothers and sisters in Christ with God as our Father, 

but children are given a different government.  Children may or may not have nuclear 

siblings but do have parents.  They must obey their parents.  This is God’s government 

for them.  A local congregation (as right as their intentions may be) should never impose 

upon the system that God set up to educate children. 

 

2.  The early church (1700’s and earlier) made no special arrangements for children:  

How did the church grow and thrive for 1700 years while doing nothing to help children?  

Easy.  They knew it wasn’t the role of the local congregation to raise children.  In this 

case, it does NOT take a community to raise a child:  it takes parents.  This is God’s way.  

There are times when, unfortunately, a child is not raised with Christian parents or is 

raised with one or no parents.  These are special cases that must be handled differently.  

In these cases, someone else can educate children about the faith but these cases are not 

the norm.  In cases where a child is raised by a Christian mother and father, the child 

should be taught the faith in the home.  

 

3.  Sunday School allows a child to compartmentalize the faith:  I said much the same 

thing as this when talking about the church building but it is also true of the Sunday 

School.  When the child is taught the faith in an institutional setting (like a classroom) the 

child may not connect the teaching to real life.  They will learn that there is a different set 

of rules when they are at church and when they are at home.  That isn’t biblical, however.  

When mom and dad teach the faith in the home (along with the non-spiritual lessons they 

teach their children) it makes these teachings a part of the child’s “real life”.  It shows the 

child that these teaching are for life, not for church.  It helps them live in the world, but 

not be of the world. 

 



 

 

 

 

An Issue With “Pagan Christianity” 

 

In my series of lessons “Servants That Became Rulers”, I have blogged about several 

issues raised by Frank Viola in his book Pagan Christianity.  You may have noticed 

(especially if you’ve read his book) that I agree with him on many points regarding the 

true nature and ultimate elimination of some of our most traditional church practices.  I 

do, however, need to make one distinction that I am not sure Viola makes in his book and 

I’m not even sure if he sees it the way that I do.  He talks in the book about “planting 

churches”.  He seems to see it this way: 

 

A “church planter” from another church goes to an area without a church and preaches 

the gospel 

 

Those that believe are baptized 

 

The “church planter” sets up the congregation according to New Testament principles 

until the congregation can be self-functioning. 

 

The “church planter” leaves the congregation so that it can live under the headship of 

Christ 

 

If I understand Viola correctly, this is the “pattern” of how a congregation is supposed to 

begin.  I hope I haven’t misrepresented his position.  If I have, I apologize. 

 

Where I take issue with this is where he distinguishes the church local from the church 

universal, his idea that the church is somehow “set up” (my words), and his insistence 

that the evangelist has to be sent from another local church.  You see, I see it happening 

more like this: 

 

An evangelist (a person given this gift by the Spirit) teaches the gospel to an unbeliever or 

unbelievers 

 

Those that believe are baptized (they enter the universal church at this point in the 

experiential sense) 

 

The new believers are part of the Church (the only one there is) start following Christ 

(possibly using the evangelist as a source of information but may have Scripture and/or 

other teachers to help them) 

 

The main difference between me and Viola (if I am reading him properly) is that in my 

view there is only one Church (the universal body of Christ) and in his view their are two: 

the global and the local.  He may deny this, but why do you need someone to plant a 

church if their is only one church? When the Bible says “the church in Jerusalem” it 

means “all of the members of the global church who live in Jerusalem”.  It does not 



 

 

 

 

indicate a local entity smaller than the global church.  I fear that while Viola advocates for 

non-institutional Christianity, he teaches a smaller, different type of institutionalism.  A 

”house church” (for all their good qualities) is still just a smaller institution under the 

global church and is as man-made as the version of “church” it is trying to correct.  

 

We shouldn’t confuse the fact that the early Christians “met” (organic) at times and 

assume that they had “meetings” (institutional).   The two are vastly different.  I’ve read 

through the book of Acts many times (coming from a church of Christ background, an 

insane number of times) and I’ve yet to see an institutional church OR the kinds of house 

churches that Viola describes in his books (I first read Viola’s books a few years ago 

when some of them had different titles, they are now reprinted as “Pagan Christianity” 

and “Reimagning Church” and some will probably be reprinted in the future).  In Acts, I 

just see people following Christ.  I see 

 

The gospel being preached 

 

People being baptized 

 

Christians learning, teaching, and practicing the ways of Christ 

 

Christians having fellowship and sharing the Lord’s Supper 

 

Christians in prayer 

 

Christians helping the needy 

 

Christians using the gifts the Spirit gave them 

 

I see all of these things happening but I don’t see them making a local church out of it.  If 

I misunderstood what Frank Viola was trying to say, I apologize once again. 

 



 

 

 

 

Local Church or Christian Synagogue? 

 

Whether we want to admit it or not, what has been called “church” is really just a 

Christian version of the Jewish synagogue.  

 

The Jews invented the synagogue during the intertestamental period in order to educate 

the common people in the Scriptures and to handle community business.  The synagogue 

was not God’s idea and He nowhere tells the Jews to do this.  When Jesus walked the 

earth, He made it a “custom” to attend these synagogues showing His approval of them as 

a method of teaching the Scriptures.  Notice that this was Jesus’ “custom” and He did not 

do this to fulfill the Law of Moses or for righteousness sake.  It was His choice. 

 

This is also true of our local assemblies today (which rightly could be called Christian 

synagogues).  Christians came up with these assemblies to educate people in the faith and 

for fellowship (among other reasons).  These were not God’s idea and God never told us 

to do it.  It is perfectly fine for us to go to these Christian synagogues as a “custom” to 

learn more about the Scriptures and to have fellowship with other Christians.  We do not 

go, however, to fulfill any kind of Law or for righteousness sake.  It is our choice. 

 

If many today knew this, they would never set foot in a “church building” and could live 

holy lives before God without going to “church” for the wrong reasons.  Many people go 

to “church” because they believe that God will be mad at them (maybe even send them to 

hell) if they don’t.  This isn’t true!!!!!! 

 

We are justified by grace through faith in Christ Jesus and not by works.  Some have 

thought that this is primarily about the conversion process, but it really isn’t.  It is about 

how we relate to God in the New Covenant.  I am not saved by anything that I do, but by 

what Christ does.  I do not please God by what I do, but by what Christ did on my behalf 

and I will not be sent to hell for failing to go to “church” because God never told me to go 

to “church” and even if He did, I am not saved by my obedience, but by His grace.  

 

That’s what is so “good” about the good news!!!!! 

 

We are now free in Christ!!!! 

 

Praise be to God!!!!! 

 



 

 

 

 

�o Pure Atheists 

 

I heard a quote today that I thought I would share with you.  I’m not sure where it came 

from. 

 

“There are no pure atheists, but there are those who despise the God they have been 

taught to believe” 

 

If I had a dollar for every person that I ever met with this problem, I would be a very rich 

man.  I constantly meet people who tell me that they don’t believe in God.  What they 

really disbelieve is what they have been taught about God.  I always ask them to describe 

what they don’t believe about God and why God is so repulsive to them.  Every time I 

have done this, I have been given a description of God that nobody should believe in and 

that I don’t believe in either.  I have never been given an accurate picture of God from an 

“atheist”.  I kindly say to them, “I don’t believe in that God either” and tell them the good 

news of the true and living God. 

 



 

 

 

 

The Faith List and the Curse of the Christian Religion 

 

Have you ever heard of the faith list?  I bet you have. 

 

It looks like this: 

 

Faith                 Opinion 

 

Then the teacher will put what he/she believes to be matters of faith and what he/she 

believes to be matters of opinion.  The matters of opinion (if the teacher allows for any) 

are those things that the teacher believes a Christian shouldn’t argue with other Christians 

about.  The faith column is for the things the teacher considers non-negotiable.  Christians 

we label as “conservative” have a long “faith” column and those we label as “liberal” 

have a long “opinion” column. 

 

Both are missing something. 

 

We are not saved because we have our faith list right, we are saved because Christ died to 

take away our sin and we have put our faith in Him.  He alone saves!!!  No list of 

orthodox doctrines can define a person’s faith in Christ and there is no reason to try. 

 

In Galatians, Paul tells us that those who try to find justification in the Law are under a 

curse.  I recently asked a preacher what the “curse” was:  he didn’t know for sure but I’m 

pretty sure I do.  

 

Trying to earn justification by right belief and right practice and by my works was the 

greatest curse that I have ever been under.  It is not a curse God placed on me, it is one I 

placed on myself by not accepting the grace that God freely offered. 

 



 

 

 

 

Sunday Morning Vs. Sunday �ight 

 

You wouldn’t think that a Sunday morning sermon and a Sunday night sermon could be 

that different when offered by the same preacher. 

 

I went to two services on Sunday (not a usual thing for me anymore) and I witnessed the 

oddest thing.  I wonder if you have ever witnessed it.  Tell me if you think these two 

sermons go together. 

 

The Sunday morning sermon was about how we need to evangelize because we are 

commanded to do it and God will be upset if we don’t.  It was a big guilt trip trying to get 

people to go bother their neighbors with something that they have no-doubt heard 

hundreds of times.  The preacher used guilt tactics like stating that the church in the town 

would die out without new members and that the country would continue to be morally 

bankrupt if these people did not step out to evangelize.  Guilt was the number one tactic. 

 

The Sunday evening sermon (by the same preacher) was about how we do not earn our 

salvation but it is given to us as a gift.  We cannot earn it.  It is by grace.  He was clear 

that we cannot earn our salvation and that “God so loved the world that He gave His only 

begotten Son”.  He was clear that we do not get favor with God by our works, but by His 

grace through our Lord Jesus Christ.  He was clear that “no one is righteous” and that it 

was Christ’s work on the cross that gives us favor with God.  This was a good Gospel 

sermon. 

 

Do these two sermons go together? 

 

I don’t mean to rag on this preacher because I have heard many just like him.  When they 

talk about the Gospel, they accurately give the credit to God for our salvation and 

correctly identify Christ’s death on the cross as the reason for our justification.  But when 

they begin to discuss doctrinal issues, they throw justification by grace out the window.  

Justification by grace is not just how we relate to God during conversion but how we 

relate to Him under the New Covenant always.  We do not earn favor with God by 

evangelism (or any other work) we receive favor from God by grace through faith.  Our 

works do not make God happier with us or mad at us. 

 

This is the lesson that changed my life. 

 



 

 

 

 

Preaching Through The Hymns: Amazing Grace 

 

I have often seen a discrepancy between the hymns that are sung in traditional churches of 

Christ and the theology that is taught from the pulpit.  The songs preach one gospel and 

the preachers preach another. 

 

I would like to start with the most popular hymn of all time: Amazing Grace 

 

Amazing grace! 

How sweet the sound that saved a wretch like me! 

I once was lost, but now am found; was blind, but now I see. 

 

‘Twas grace that taught my heart to fear, 

and grace my fears relieved; 

how precious did that grace appear 

the hour I first believed. 

 

Through many dangers, toils, and snares, 

I have already come; 

’tis grace hath brought me safe thus far, 

and grace will lead me home. 

 

The Lord has promised good to me, 

His word my hope secures; 

He will my shield and portion be, 

as long as life endures. 

 

Yea, when this flesh and heart shall fail, 

and mortal life shall cease, 

I shall possess, within the veil, 

a life of joy and peace. 

 

When we’ve been there ten thousand years, 

bright shining as the sun, 

we’ve no less days to sing God’s praise 

than when we first begun. 

 

I’m not hearing the thoughts or attitudes of this hymn from our pulpits. Was it “Amazing 

Grace” that “saved a wretch like me” or was it having the correct doctrines and worship 

practices that saves me.  Does the “grace” taught in the churches of Christ relieve our fear 

or does it just create the fear going to hell?  Does it lead to “a life of joy and peace”?  I 

don’t think so. 

 

 



 

 

 

 

The saddest part is that the church of Christ has lost the ability to preach the gospel with 

the strength that John Newton does in this hymn.  We have become too afraid of looking 

liberal, Pentecostal, or whatever to preach the gospel with the excitement that it deserves.  

It’s GOOD NEWS!!!!!!  Our speech and (most of all) our lives should be lived in this 

wonderful, amazing, grace. 

 



 

 

 

 

Preaching Through The Hymns: He Lives 

 

The second church of Christ hymn I would like to discuss is:  He Lives.  

 

I serve a risen Savior;  

He’s in the world today. 

I know that He is living,  

whatever men may say. 

I see His hand of mercy, I hear His voice of cheer, 

And just the time I need Him He’s always near. 

 

Chorus: 

He lives! He lives! Christ Jesus lives today! 

He walks with me and talks with me along life’s narrow way. 

He lives! He lives! Salvation to impart! 

You ask me how I know He lives? He lives within my heart. 

 

In all the world around me I see His loving care, 

And though my heart grows weary I never will despair. 

I know that He is leading, thro’ all the stormy blast; 

The day of His appearing will come at last. 

 

Rejoice, rejoice, O Christian! Lift up your voice and sing 

Eternal hallelujahs to Jesus Christ, the King! 

The Hope of all who seek Him, the Help of all who find, 

None other is so loving, so good and kind. 

 

I’m not sure quite how this one got into a church of Christ hymnal. Here are some things 

that this song states that may be challenged if delivered from the pulpit: 

 

“he’s in the world today”  –  It’s fine to say that God is in the world today provided that 

you don’t attribute anything that is actually done to Him.  For example, church of Christ 

folks are a little apprehensive about stating that God heals a relative that is in the hospital 

or that God works in other ways.  They tend to de-spiritualize the things that happen in 

the world.  They tend to look at people who verbally give credit to God as being 

somewhat fanatical. 

 

“I see His hand of mercy, I hear His voice of cheer” —  If you’ve seen either of these 

things, I’ve yet to hear about it from the pulpits.  If you’ve seen them, why won’t you give 

them to others? 

 

“He lives within my heart”  –  Never heard a preacher say this.  I’ve even heard preachers 

deny it.  Sermons typically deny that you can trust knowledge that is gained Spiritually 

and insist on only finding a book, chapter, verse for everything.  If I ever asked a church 



 

 

 

 

of Christ preacher how he knew that Christ lives he would never say “he lives within my 

heart”.  I think I’ll try that if I’m ever asked. 

 

“In all the world around me I see His loving care”  –  Really?  The preachers I know see 

everything but God’s loving care.  They see the morality of America going down the 

toilet.  They see a world full of people (millions of believers even) who are going to hell.  

They see a whole world full of evil and have little hope of its solution until the end of 

time.  Hardly “loving care”. 

 

“The hope of all who seek Him, the help of all who find”  – Only if you also know 

everything about baptism, the pattern of worship, the official name of the church, proper 

church organization, and other such things.  They don’t think that “seeking Him” is near 

enough.  That’s not much hope or help, huh? 

 

“None other is so loving, so good and kind”  – I didn’t learn this in the church of Christ.  I 

had to learn it on my own.  It is the most important truth that anyone can ever learn. 

 

 



 

 

 

 

Preaching Through The Hymns: How Great Thou Art 

 

O Lord my God, 

When I in awesome wonder 

Consider all 

The works Thy Hand hath made, 

 

I see the stars, 

I hear the mighty thunder, 

Thy pow’r throughout 

The universe displayed; 

 

When through the woods 

And forest glades I wander 

I hear the birds 

Sing sweetly in the trees; 

When I look down 

From lofty mountain grandeur 

And hear the brook 

And feel the gentle breeze; 

 

Then sings my soul, 

My Savior God, to Thee, 

How great Thou art! 

How great Thou art! 

Then sings my soul, 

My Savior God, to Thee, 

How great Thou art! 

How great Thou art! 

 

When Christ shall come, 

With shouts of acclamation, 

And take me home, 

What joy shall fill my heart! 

Then I shall bow 

In humble adoration 

And there proclaim, 

“My God, how great Thou art!” 

 

Then sings my soul, 

My Savior God, to Thee, 

How great Thou art! 

How great Thou art! 

Then sings my soul, 



 

 

 

 

My Savior God, to Thee, 

How great Thou art! 

How great Thou art! 

 

This is a hymn that I learned from my Dad (my earthly one) and I think I know why he 

lead it almost every time he would lead singing (regardless of whether the congregation 

knew the song or not).  You see, my Dad is the outdoorsy type.  He is happiest when 

hunting a deer, catching a fish, or simply just mowing the lawn.  You might say, “nature 

speaks to him.”  I have felt this same way when walking through the forest or meditating 

by a gentle stream. 

 

This is a part of spirituality that doesn’t get emphasized much in the pulpits.  The only 

knowledge that is taught is that which can be defined by book, chapter, and verse.  But is 

that all there is?  I don’t think so. 

 

As great as Bible study is, the knowledge of God cannot be contained in any book.  The 

author of this song speaks of a spiritual knowledge that is deeper and speaks to the heart 

in a way that book knowledge never can.  This knowledge is found through prayer, 

fasting, and meditation.  Through silence and solitude.  It is given by the Spirit and 

infused into the human heart. 

 

The creation glorifies God, but we must be aware of it so that we can hear its teaching.  

This type of knowledge used to seem too subjective to be true or helpful until I embraced 

it for myself.  This truth is better and deeper than that theologies and religions that are 

created by men.  This is God writing the law on our hearts. 

 

It makes us proclaim “My God, How great Thou art!!!!” 

 



 

 

 

 

Preaching Through The Hymns: Are You Washed In The Blood? 

 

Have you been to Jesus for the cleansing power? 

Are you washed in the blood of the Lamb? 

Are you fully trusting in His grace this hour? 

Are you washed in the blood of the Lamb? 

 

Refrain 

 

Are you washed in the blood, 

In the soul cleansing blood of the Lamb? 

Are your garments spotless? Are they white as snow? 

Are you washed in the blood of the Lamb? 

 

Are you walking daily by the Savior’s side? 

Are you washed in the blood of the Lamb? 

Do you rest each moment in the Crucified? 

Are you washed in the blood of the Lamb? 

 

When the Bridegroom cometh will your robes be white? 

Are you washed in the blood of the Lamb? 

Will your soul be ready for the mansions bright, 

And be washed in the blood of the Lamb? 

 

Lay aside the garments that are stained with sin, 

And be washed in the blood of the Lamb; 

There’s a fountain flowing for the soul unclean, 

O be washed in the blood of the Lamb! 

 

“Are you washed in the blood”  – Church of Christ folk tend to think that any song with 

the word “wash” in it is about baptism but that isn’t really what the author had in mind 

here.  He is talking about being forgiven of sins by trusting in God’s grace.  Although 

washing is used of baptism in the experiential sense (I plan to write about experiential 

baptism soon), it isn’t used that way here. 

 

“Are you fully trusting in His grace this hour?”  – Should I be?  Song says “yes”, Bible 

says “yes”, preacher says “no”.  The preacher says that our works have something to do 

with it and that we can’t simply trust His grace. 

 

“Do you rest each moment in the Crucified?”  – I didn’t know that I could until I learned 

it for myself.  We can rest in our trust in the Father, but the church of Christ preacher 

doesn’t think so.  They rest in their “correct” doctrine and practices and in the idea that 

they are not a denomination.  I would rather rest in Christ. 

 



 

 

 

 

“When the Bridegroom cometh will your robes be white?”  – The church of Christ 

preacher says that you can’t know the answer to this but you actually can.  My “robes are 

white” because Christ made me clean.  I don’t have to worry about this.  The song is 

speaking of an unbeliever’s robes not being white before conversion.  After conversion, 

this is no longer a question. 

 

“fountain”  – This is also not specifically about baptism, it is a reference to Christ’s blood 

which saves. 

 



 

 

 

 

Preaching Through The Hymns: Rock Of Ages 

 

Rock of ages, cleft for me, 

Let me hide thyself in Thee; 

Let the water and the blood, 

From thy wounded side which flowed, 

Be of sin the double cure, 

Save from wrath and make me pure. 

 

Not the labors of my hands, 

Can fulfill Thy law’s demands; 

These for sin could not atone; 

Thou must save, Thou alone: 

In my hand no price I bring, 

Simply to the cross I cling. 

 

While I draw this fleeting breath, 

When mine eyes shall close in death, 

When I rise to worlds unknown, 

And behold Thee on Thy Throne, 

Rock of ages, cleft for me, 

Let me hide thyself in Thee. 

 

“Not the labors of my hands, could fulfill the law’s demands” — Then why are you still 

trying?  We cannot keep the law, so Christ kept it for us.  This song says something that I 

could never say in a church of Christ pulpit.  So, why do they sing it? 

 

“These for sin could not atone, Thou must save and Thou alone” —  They don’t teach this 

either. 

 

“In my hand no price I bring, simply to Thy cross I cling”  – They bring lots of things:  

their “correct” baptism, their “correct” doctrine. 

 

It seems the church of Christ hymns don’t exactly go along with the church of Christ 

teaching. 

 



 

 

 

 

Preaching Through The Hymns: Just As I Am 

 

Just as I am, without one plea, 

but that thy blood was shed for me, 

and that thou bidst me come to thee, 

O Lamb of God, I come, I come.  

 

Just as I am, and waiting not 

to rid my soul of one dark blot, 

to thee whose blood can cleanse each spot, 

O Lamb of God, I come, I come.  

 

Just as I am, though tossed about 

with many a conflict, many a doubt, 

fightings and fears within, without, 

O Lamb of God, I come, I come.  

 

Just as I am, poor, wretched, blind; 

sight, riches, healing of the mind, 

yea, all I need in thee to find, 

O Lamb of God, I come, I come.  

 

Just as I am, thou wilt receive, 

wilt welcome, pardon, cleanse, relieve; 

because thy promise I believe, 

O Lamb of God, I come, I come.  

 

Just as I am, thy love unknown 

hath broken every barrier down; 

now, to be thine, yea thine alone, 

O Lamb of God, I come, I come. 

 

"Just as I am" -- I wish that my brothers and sisters in the churches of Christ would allow 

themselves to be just as they are. Instead they spend their whole lives trying to be 

righteous based on their own efforts. 

 

"Without one plea" -- Too often the church of Christ member feels that they do have a 

plea (many pleas). They believe that their right baptism and doctrine make them right 

before God. 

 

"Because thy promise I believe" -- If only this were enough. Oh yeah, it is!!! 

 



 

 

 

 

Preaching Through The Hymns: Lord, We Come Before Thee �ow 

 

Lord, we come before thee now, 

At thy feet we humbly bow; 

O! do not our suit disdain; 

Shall we seek thee, Lord, in vain? 

In thine own appointed way 

Now we seek thee – here we stay; 

Lord, from hence we would not go, 

Till a blessing thou bestow. 

Send some message from thy word, 

That may joy and peace afford; 

Comfort those who weep and mourn, 

Let “the time of love” return. 

Grant we all may seek, and find, 

Thee our gracious God, and kind; 

Heal the sick, the captive free, 

Let us all rejoice in thee. 

 

You may be wondering, “what is it about this song that doesn’t go along with church of 

Christ teaching?”  Well, in this case, there isn’t anything about the song’s content but in 

what the song is.  This song is a liturgical prayer. 

 

The churches of Christ have often taught against using liturgical prayers because they 

view them as “vain repetitions” but this one (and many others) are allowed as long as they 

are sung rather than said.  But is there really any difference?  The difference between 

singing words and saying them (or even chanting them) is less than the difference 

between tweedle-dee and tweedle-dum.  I can find no theological difference that has ever 

been stated anywhere. 

 

When Jesus taught against “vain repititions” He was talking about the Pharisee’s practice 

of going on and on in public prayers to be seen by men.  He wasn’t talking about 

repeating a prayer that someone else wrote.  Liturgical prayers were common practice in 

Jesus’ day but He says nothing about them.  He went to the synagogue every Sabbath and 

participated in liturgical prayers.  It is also likely that He prayed the Shema every day like 

Jews did in that day. 

 

I’m not saying that we have to use liturgical prayers (I don’t find much value in them to 

be honest) but when we teach against the use of them when spoken but allow them when 

sung, we make a laughable mistake. 

 



 

 

 

 

A Good Question 

 

Someone asked me this question the other day and I thought I would give it a shot.  I’m 

not sure I am 100% right on the answer but this is the answer I gave and I think it shines 

an interesting light on the subject.  The statement was: 

 

“I don’t get how Eve eating a piece of fruit justifies God increasing pain in childbirth to 

all women for all time.  It just doesn’t make sense.” 

 

I think this is a tough question but it does deserve the best answer I can give.  This is what 

I said to the person who asked : 

 

I think maybe we were taught this whole thing about the curses backwards.  Traditionally, 

we are taught that God created people and Eve didn’t have pain in childbirth because this 

is the way she was created (to not have pain).  When she sinned, God cursed her with the 

pain in childbirth (and all women by representation [or original sin but I don't take that 

view]) and that continues to this day. 

 

The problem with this that it ignores one very important fact:  Most (maybe even all but I 

didn’t check) animals feel pain at childbirth even though they have never sinned.  If you 

have ever heard a cow (for example) giving birth you can hear how much pain the animal 

is in.  So, why does the animal feel pain in childbirth even though it never sinned? 

Animals were not given this curse. 

 

It is because pain in childbirth is actually the NATURAL way childbirth happens.  When 

a child is born, the stretching and tearing of flesh should cause pain in the natural world.  

Pain is the natural reaction.  If Eve could have had children (even though I don’t think she 

had time before the Fall) in the Garden her painless childbirth would have been a miracle, 

not the norm.  God would have had to (and clearly would have) protect her from the pain 

that would be natural to this process (as it is for the animals).  So, in actuality, the curse is 

actually just the natural result of Eve leaving the protection of God.  God wasn’t trying to 

be mean to her (or any other women), He was giving her freedom with the pain that it 

would entail. When she had Cain, for example, God would not be present in the same 

way that He had been before to ease the pain and thus she would feel increased pain in 

childbirth. 

 

The man’s curse, by the way, is the same.  Because they can no longer enter the Garden 

(to eat the tree of life and thus stay in a broken state forever), Adam will have to use the 

uncultivated ground outside of the Garden.  This will cause him to have to work much 

harder than he had previously worked because God would not miraculously cause the 

ground to grow like He had before. 

 

Both cases are similar.  Painless childbirth and painless work were both miracles that God 

provided to Adam and Eve when they were under His care, they were not the norm in the 



 

 

 

 

natural world.  When Adam and Eve left God, they left His special miracles behind and 

were thus “cursed”.  We bear these same “curses” (for more on this look at my post 

“Crushing the Curses”) because we are not yet back into the fellowship with God that 

Adam and Eve had in the Garden. 

 

But we are closer, which is evidenced by the fact that both “curses” are being crushed by 

the kingdom of God more and more as time passes.  This is how the Kingdom works.  

Like a mustard seed.  It slowly changes things over many years and someday we will no 

longer have these “curses” (whether we will see this on earth or not I do not know). 

 

I hope I answered her question well.  What do you think? 

 



 

 

 

 

Sabbath: My Favorite Commandment 

 

To start (and if you’ve read this blog at all you will know this), I don’t believe that we 

have to keep the Law of Moses as Christians today but there is one law that I have found 

myself in the habit of keeping:  Sabbath. 

 

The only thing that I was taught growing up about Sabbath was that we didn’t keep it 

anymore but there is really so much more.  We really need to be teaching Christians about 

Sabbath, we need it.  In the crazy, run-around world that is American culture, we need to 

take a break and I have found myself doing this about once a week (usually Thursday 

though since I work on Saturday…i didn’t even write this post on my Sabbath). 

 

We shouldn’t be forcing people to do it or guilting them into it (which is really two sides 

of the same coin) but we really should be encouraging it.  I know some people see Sunday 

as a kind of Christian Sabbath but it doesn’t really work as one (and its incorrect 

theology).  God didn’t design the Sabbath as a day of “worship” but as a day of rest.  I 

don’t do anything on this day besides things that I actually want to do.  I don’t do any 

shopping and I don’t go to the post-office. I don’t visit relatives or keep any meetings.  I 

don’t pay bills or do any housework.  I let the world stay as it is for one day and really 

this is the Spiritual lesson of Sabbath:  God can run the world just fine on His own. 

 

Although I believe that God wants me to love Him and others as much as I possibly can 

(and that He has a plan/mission for my life), Sabbath reminds me that it isn’t my job to 

save the world.  I can’t fix everything.  I can’t control others (I have enough trouble 

controlling myself). I must let some things be.  I can take a deep breath and realize that 

the world is in God’s hands.  I should stop worrying and start trusting.  God’s plan will 

work out.  God’s way will win. 

 

But my first rule of Sabbath: NO CHURCH!!!!  Trust me, its work.  God didn’t put 

“church” into the Sabbath; the Jews did. They decided that they should go to the 

Synagogue on the Sabbath but God never said so.  Going to church is such a laborious 

task for me that I couldn’t even try to convince myself (or God) that it wasn’t work.  Even 

in the best churches, mutual edification, bearing one another’s burdens, participating in 

the mission of God, are all hard work.  Actually, the best churches are the ones that do 

this hard work. 

 

I just wanted to encourage you today to take a break and rest.  It is one of God’s gifts to 

us.  We should use it. 

 

One of God’s greatest gifts has basically been ignored by a bunch of legalists so that they 

don’t look like they are keeping a law.  Silly, isn’t it. 

 



 

 

 

 

I Like Things Better This Way 

 

I am constantly hearing about how bad America is becoming and about the moral decline 

of people and how nobody respects God anymore.  I hear people talk about restoring 

America to its roots as a “Christian nation”.  This kind of talk really annoys me. 

 

Don’t they realize that the America of yesteryear was all fake and based on fear?  People 

were just as immoral as they are today; they just had more social pressure that made them 

want to hide it.  They did things behind closed doors that today are being done out in the 

open.  I don’t believe there has been a moral decline in this country as much as a moral 

revelation.  It isn’t that people are more immoral it is that now we know they are. 

 

The other change has been people becoming more honest with themselves.  Instead of 

acting like we are holy when we are not, we have begun to try to be who we really are.  

This is real, yesterday was not.  People tried to act like they had it all together when they 

didn’t.  The rise of the porn industry, for example, is not because people are more 

sexually immoral (they have always been) it is because they are no longer afraid of a 

social stigma that buying porn used to bring.  This country wasn’t holy; it was just 

oppressed by social control. 

 

Also, this nation was never a “Christian nation” and can never be one (no matter how 

holy it may become).  The Church is God’s nation and there can be no other.  God 

designed the Church to be His nation and it is the only one that He wants.  Peter called 

the church “a holy nation” and he meant it.  America cannot hold this place.  The big 

secret is; Christians aren’t Americans.  The two things counteract.  Christians have their 

citizenship in heaven, not on earth and they have it now.  There really is no such thing as 

“dual citizenship” as is taught in many churches.  Dual citizenship is really just another 

way of saying “we serve two masters”.  I’m not willing to do this.  I hesitated in telling 

you because it is so controversial and will get you in a lot of trouble if you live in it but 

that is how truth works. 

 

You see, I like things better this way.  I would rather people be honest about the sin in 

their lives and to live it out in the open.  I think Jesus agrees when He said “be either hot 

or cold but not lukewarm”.  The old way was lukewarm, but Jesus wants you to be all in 

or all out.  He wants you to follow Him or decide not to.  He’s not interested in people 

who try to be “on the fence”.  I agree with that.  I like things better this way. 

 
 


