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WHERE ARE BIBLE COLLEGES GOING?
“Diversify or die!” Bible colleges are being told. At the An-

nual Meeting of the Accrediting Association of Bible Colleges 
(AABC), February, 1997, it was frequently expressed that Bible 
colleges must expand their offerings and programs if they want 
to survive as colleges. The appeal was that Bible colleges must 
offer vocational options other than church-related vocations.

One speaker said, “Now, more denominations and independent 
churches look to seminaries and graduate schools for pastors 
instead of to a Bible college….. As far as I can tell, these changes 
are irreversible. We will never go back to the days when we 
provided terminal education for a significant number of pastors, 
and we will continue to see that trend for missionaries.” He 
proposed that Bible colleges train “gap-men and gap-women” 
for “market-place” ministries as “American tent-makers for the 
glory of God.”1 

Introductory note written December, 2015 
I am greatly indebted to the Bible college movement, having 

received a BTh degree from Ozark Christian College (Ozark 
Bible College) and served as a teacher and administrator in 
Bible colleges for 40 years. Because of the effectiveness of the 
classic Bible college in training workers for ministry, I lament 
the number of colleges associated with the Christian churches 
and churches of Christ who are choosing to expand their purpose 
and become general colleges. 

Donors, parents, students, faculty, administrators, and trustees 
can bring pressure on the decision-makers to expand to the pur-
pose of a Bible college. Some blame accreditation as the cause of 
these schools making this transition. The purpose of accreditation 
is to hold the school accountable to its stated mission. I believe 
that more often it is decision-makers in the school who want to 
make the change who use accreditation as a vehicle enabling 
them to make the transition. 

For a Bible college to remain faithful to its founding purpose 
as a Bible college, they must choose as trustees only men who 
know what a Bible college is and have the wisdom and courage 
to take their ultimate responsibility seriously. No trustee, ad-
ministator, faculty, or staff should be employed unless they are 
100% committed to the Bible college remaining a Bible college. 

Those who expand the scope of the Bible college to other fields 
of baccalaureate degrees, often do so in order to be relevant. It 
is still relevant to train Christian workers. Some say a four-year 
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terminal ministry degree is not successful today. However, many 
of the most successful ministers today have only a four-year Bible 
college degree. A four-year degree seems to work for engineering 
and nursing. Those who feel the need of advanced training will 
pursue graduate work.

In 1997, I wrote the following article when I was a member of 
the Commission on Accreditation with the AABC (now ABHE). 
I witnessed many colleges making this transition. I still hold to 
the convictions stated in the article.
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OUR PLATFORM
The Bible: God’s revelation to man, its author-

ity and finality, man’s only rule of faith and 
practice.

The Christ: The only begotten Son of God 
man’s only Savior and Lord.

The Church: The true tabernacle which the 
Lord pitched, and not man.

The Gospel: The power of God unto salvation, 
its proclamation and defense.

The Unity of Believers: In the “unity of the 
faith” as prescribed in the New Testament.

The Fellowship: Of brethren of “like precious 
faith,” in the furtherance of the gospel and 
the building of churches of Christ according 
to the Bible pattern.
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CCU and ASA

Many years ago our local school board was thinking about going to a year-
round system. Concern for our church camp program led me to attend a 

school board meeting to find out more information. The room was filled with 
people who also wanted to know more. Most of the parents attending were not 
happy with the idea of giving their children to the school system for the entire 
year. The speakers that evening were very motivated.

Later, I found that there was a group of parents who organized to stop the 
school board’s idea and to try to replace some on the board in the next elec-
tion, which they did.

The five-member school board was asked what the year-round school sched-
ule would actually do. Their answer was that it would raise test scores. When 
asked for their research, they produced a one-page report to prove their thesis.

On the community ad hoc committee were teachers, college professors, doc-
tors, lawyers, and many other professionals. Several worked at the University 
of Cincinnati and decided to do their own research. They ended up producing 
(if memory serves me correctly) an approximately 160-page document, fully 
footnoted, that showed that test scores could be raised if you had migrant farm 
workers in your district. Our district was one of the wealthiest, highest-rated 
districts in the state; totally urban and no migrant farm workers in it at all. 

The school board had an idea that someone threw on the table which at first 
blush sounded good, but totally lacked credibility or viability. Someone didn’t 
do their homework.

In looking at the Cincinnati Christian University and their new “restructuring 
plan,” I can’t help but think of that new (60%) board sitting around a table and 
someone said, “I’ve got a great idea. We need more students. Let’s offer more 
degree programs. Why, we can even start a football program that will bring 
in ‘the highest caliber students.’ And who knows but that a football program 
might help the music program and someday we could even have a marching 
band.” (The marching band comment was actually made at an October 27, 2015 
chapel meeting. That meeting is online if you care to check it out.)

I doubt if anyone in that CCU trustee meeting knew or remembered that an 
article about our Bible colleges “restructuring” appeared once in the Christian 
Standard. That article is on the front page of this issue. In fact, I wonder how 
much study, if any, was really given to this “restructuring plan.”

This whole thing reminds me of King Asa in 2 Chronicles 14-16. When 
Asa became king he did good things. He tore down idols. He removed his 
own mother from a place of authority because she worshipped false gods. The 
Bible says that he did what was right in the eyes of God. And when the army 
of Ethiopia came up to fight him with an army that was twice as big as his, he 
didn’t retreat. Rather, he prayed and said, “O Lord, there is none like you to 
help, between the mighty and the weak. Help us, O Lord our God, for we rely 
on you, and in your name we have come against this multitude. O Lord, you 
are our God; let not man prevail against you.” 

They fought against the Ethiopians and the Bible says, “the Lord defeated 
the Ethiopians before Asa…”

Later the text says a prophet went to Asa and said: “Hear me, Asa, and all 
Judah and Benjamin: The Lord is with you while you are with him. If you seek 
him, he will be found by you, but if you forsake him, he will forsake you.”

Did you see that warning he gave Asa? “If you forsake him, he will forsake 
you.” The “him” and “he” there speak of God Almighty. The prophet gives 
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Few voices defended the validity and relevance of the tra-
ditional or classical Bible college. The purpose of this article 
is to raise some concerns about Bible colleges adding other 
vocational majors and to defend the continuing validity of the 
historic mission of Bible colleges.

Are Bible colleges too easily departing from their historic 
mission? Traditionally Bible colleges required a Bible major 
for all degrees. The primary purpose was to prepare persons 
for church-related vocations and secondarily for non-vocational 
Christian service. All faculty and students were expected to be 
involved in Christian service as well as in academics.

Beginning with the College of the Bible in 1865, the Bible 
college has been the primary method of education for Chris-
tian ministry in the Christian churches and churches of Christ. 
Our Bible colleges face many pressures to change from their 
original purpose. We must ask, “Where are Bible colleges and 
where are they going?” Is there a good case for Bible colleges 
remaining Bible colleges?

Voices of Concern
In 1962, S.A. Witmer, the first director of the AABC, iden-

tified three problems facing Bible colleges: the tendency to 
become more and more secular; the trend toward cultural ac-
commodation in relation to moral standards; and the difficulty 
of maintaining the distinctive function of the Bible college in 
the face of pressure to broaden their services.2  These issues 
still raise concerns for Bible colleges today.

S.A. Witmer affirmed the need for Christian liberal arts 
colleges, yet he warned that a Bible college can be influenced 
by competing pressures to yield “step by step to pressures to 
broaden its offerings without deliberately thinking through its 
aims and charting its course by purposeful action.” He predicted 
that practical inducements will lead some Bible colleges to 
broaden their offerings and even change their purpose. Pre-
paring students for non-church-related occupations promises 
“increased operational income, higher prestige of the liberal 
arts, eligibility to foundation grants, wider academic recogni-
tion as well as being able to meet the requirements of graduate 
schools and satisfy the needs of the community.” 3

Witmer said policy makers of each college must decide on 
the school’s primary function and purpose.

“If it seeks to meet both the requirements of a general college 
and a Bible college, it will likely turn out to be neither fish nor 
fowl, neither a first-class general college nor an effective Bible 
college. It is very questionable whether a liberal-arts-Bible-
college combination makes for institutional stability. One or 
the other will tend to dominate and stamp the institution with 
its emphasis. History indicates that a dual college usually be-
comes a liberal arts college. The record also indicates that when 
“Bible” is maintained as one among a number of departments, 
it tends to be overshadowed in size and prestige by departments 
in the arts and sciences. Furthermore, the element of vital 
Christian fellowship, the emphasis on the devotional life, the 
place given to Christian service, the unity and morale generated 
by common purposes tend to be dissipated on a campus that 
fosters the varied interests and activities of a general college.”3

Witmer said that many Bible colleges “as a matter of policy, 
refuse to add majors outside of those directly related to church 

vocations. In general, this is the policy of the two score 
Bible colleges of the evangelical movement in the Christian 
Churches.”5  However, several Bible colleges in the Restoration 
Movement have now broadened their curricular offerings to 
include preparing students for non-church-related occupations.

Will going the route of becoming Christian liberal arts col-
leges improve effectiveness in ministerial training? James 
Davison Hunter in Evangelicalism: The Coming Generation 
stated, “There is, of course, irony in the history of Christian 
higher education in the United States. Institutions which be-
gan as systematic efforts to defend the faith have evolved into 
structures which oppose if not systematically undermine it.” 
While many evangelical liberal arts colleges “began as Bible 
colleges or institutes, the majority eventually diversified their 
curricula into a liberal arts design with religious studies or 
Biblical studies being just one of many areas of inquiry. So 
too among the colleges which have adopted the liberal arts 
educational model, professional educators capable of running 
the institution as a business have replaced clergymen as the 
principal executives. What is more, in order to enhance their 
stature, these schools have become increasingly professional-
ized, aggressively competing for faculty and administrators 
who are highly credentialized.”

Hunter reports on a study of nine evangelical Christian col-
leges that found students from freshman to senior year expe-
rienced “a consistent decline in adherence to various aspects 
of the evangelical world view.” He said the apparent safety of 
the setting makes students more vulnerable to the corrosive 
attitudes and views of some faculty members who debunk 
their earlier conservative traditions.”6  While this should not 
be inferred to be true of every Christian liberal arts college, his 
evidence is disturbing.

Millard Erickson in Where Is Theology Going? observed, 
“In a time of declining financial resources, the church is asking 
whether the Christian liberal arts college is a good investment. 
There is little difference in the content of physics, engineering, 
or even business as taught in a Christian college and in a state 
university. Furthermore, if sociology and literature are taught no 
differently except for some affective matters, is there value in 
studying them in a more (supposedly) insulated environment? 
Indeed, teachers at Christian colleges who are reacting against 
their fundamentalist backgrounds are frequently less objective 
and fair than many of their counterparts in secular institutions. 
Hunter’s book has made relatively little impact at the popular 
or lay level, perhaps because schools of the type in his survey 
have managed to mute its discussion. I anticipate however, that 
the church will increasingly ask itself whether its goals might 
not be more effectively accomplished by supporting a strong 
student-ministry program on secular campuses. As a result, 
Christian colleges will turn to a broader clientele, as has been 
the case with other church-related schools in the past.”7 

A Case for the Traditional 
Bible College

A college committed to biblical studies and ministry training 
should be more effective in deepening motivation of students 
to ministry (both vocational and volunteer) than a college with 
many career options. In colleges with business, pre-medicine, 
pre-law, etc., students who come with ministry goals often 

Where Are Bible Colleges Going? (cont.)
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migrate to non-religious career options. The other vocations 
often become competitors to and recruiters from the ministry 
vocations.

A single focus on Christian service in a college may be the best 
environment for training in holiness, motivation, and zeal for 
service. Outstanding single-focus schools, such as The Juilliard 
School of Music, do one thing and do it well. Officer training 
schools are also single in focus. Can a college that attempts to 
prepare students for both church-related vocations and non-
church-related vocations be effective in training persons for 
church-related ministries?

As programs are added to include more areas of study outside 
of biblical and ministry studies, it becomes more difficult to 
find professors with the biblical study, ministerial experience, 
and commitment to New Testament Christianity. Pressure is 
felt to compromise in favor of academic credentials rather than 
spiritual qualifications. 

It is the responsibility of the church to train Christian work-
ers. Is it the church’s responsibility to subsidize an education 
for non-church-related vocations? Is it right to use an institution 
and facility founded and funded by churches to prepare men and 
women for Christian service to change its mission to train for 
other vocations? Is it good stewardship of the church’s finances 
to compete with and duplicate the education available in public 
and private colleges and universities? 

Historically Bible colleges have required at least 30 semester-
hours of biblical studies. Reducing the number of required Bible 
hours has been a growing trend in many Bible colleges. Many of 
the hours counted as Bible are Bible-related but not exegetical 
studies of the biblical text.

In listing reasons for starting College of the Bible, J. W. Mc-
Garvey said that at Bethany College he had learned about the 
Bible but he did not have direct study of the Bible in his courses. 
He felt the need for a college where the emphasis of the curricu-
lum was the exegetical study of the Bible.8  A valuable part of 
the genius of the Bible college ideal is being lost as schools are 
reducing required Bible hours and requiring primarily surveys 
of the Bible and courses about the Bible.

Two things are shifting some of our Bible colleges away from 
the classic Bible college model: degree-completion programs 
and employment of administrators and faculty whose train-
ing and experience have been only in liberal arts colleges and 
universities.

Degree-completion programs are designed to allow work-
ing adults, age 25 and older who have completed at least two 
years of college, to complete a bachelor’s degree. Often credit 
is granted for life experience. Generally 18 semester hours or 
less of Bible-related courses are required. Students normally 
complete the program in 18 months by taking one four-hour 
class meeting once a week.

Our colleges are facing pragmatic pressures to give people 
what they want rather than what they need. The degree comple-
tion programs have swelled the enrollment statistics and pro-
vided finances for some Bible colleges. Several Bible college 
presidents have confided that the degree-completion programs 
have helped them survive financially. Has survival displaced 
mission? Is it more important that we get more students or that 
we train more workers?

While some schools are emphasizing a ministry track, others 
have larger enrollments in management. While older students 
come with more maturity, what is being done in these degree 
completion programs to guarantee that the standards of regular 
Bible college work are being maintained? Leaders of Bible col-
leges and AABC need to make sure that in the degree-completion 
programs the mission of the college and the quality of education 
is not compromised in the interest of numbers and finances.

It is not necessary that every administrator and faculty member 
hired by a Bible college be a Bible college graduate. If the mission, 
philosophy, and spirit of the Bible college are maintained, it is 
essential that those hired share this vision. Some Bible colleges 
have shifted from the Bible college model because of trustees, 
administrators, and faculty who want to move the school in an-
other direction. Certainly a case can be made for the Christian 
liberal arts college. But I lament the fact that several of our Bible 
colleges are moving in the direction of becoming general colleges, 
not colleges specializing in training Christian workers.

Jerald Brauer stated, “The problem is that the Christian col-
lege is trying to be all things to all men, not in order to witness 
to the vitality of the faith be in order to keep the doors open. This 
cannot go on.”9  

Tiffin and Robinette stated, “When a college tries to become 
all things to all people, it may become nothing to anyone. It is 
far better to serve well a particular group to which the college is 
particularly responsible. In other words, some colleges may die 
because they did not adapt to environmental change, while others 
expire because they adapt too much, losing any special appeal they 
might have enjoyed, thus succumbing to very stiff competition.”10 

Robinette and Tiffin researched 182 colleges founded by the 
three branches of the Restoration Movement and drew conclu-
sions about the survival of independent colleges. Of the 47 
degree-granting colleges and seminaries established by Christian 
churches and churches of Christ, as of 1980, 35 had survived. They 
concluded that for these schools survival was not automatically 
related to accreditation, endowment, size, geographical region, 
urbanization, or era of founding. Their survival rate runs counter 
to the accepted thinking in higher education and sociology of 
organizations and is unique as compared to other Restoration 
Movement colleges and colleges in general. They stated: 

“Independent Disciple’s colleges consistently appeal to a well-
defined loyal constituency who are in turn committed to those 
colleges. In return, these colleges have generally responded to 
the specific and peculiar needs of that constituency rather than 
the larger society. In such a fashion, colleges representing a 
minority position in the larger culture survive when one might 
not expect them to. As colleges become less peculiar and at-
tempt to serve more diverse constituencies, competition with 
similar institutions make survival more difficult. A well-defined 
niche appears to offer as much a guarantee for survival as does 
endowment, accreditation, curriculum, and other factors whose 
weights has to be questioned on the basis of our research. Well 
and specifically defined purposes, faithfully carried out, surely 
have aided survival.”11 

In 1973, a president of a large community college spoke at a 
convocation service in a Bible college. He challenged the col-
lege to retain its “distinctive flavor that sets it apart from public 
education, or liberal arts….Christian education should not be 

Where Are Bible Colleges Going?
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The Faith of J.W. McGarvey
By R. C. Foster

Professor Greek and New Testament (1924 - 1970)
The Cincinnati Bible Seminary, Cincinnati, Ohio

Third article in a series reviewing W. C. Morro’s Biography of J. W. McGarvey

(This is a continuation of last month’s article in which Morro speaks 
of McGarvey’s weaknesses.)

The slim evidence which Dr. Morro produces lacks a good 
deal of establishing his covert thesis that McGarvey loved 

to palaver with unbelievers. Why did McGarvey accept Willett’s 
invitation for a friendly meeting in his home? Does anyone who 
really knew McGarvey doubt that his conscience was set on fire 
the moment he received such an invitation? Or that he thought 
the thing through before he moved a step? Supposed he declines, 
would it be interpreted as cowardice? Suppose Willett really had 
a deeper longing in the depths of his heart for the simple faith 
in Christ which he had had as a young man, would not God 
hold McGarvey responsible for rejecting this call from a man of 
Macedonia?  Suppose Willett wanted a close-range discussion 
of the issues they had been discussing at a distance, would not 
McGarvey’s message, AND HIS MASTERY OF IT, WARRANT 
SUCH A MEETING? If the Ames-Willett-Morro combination 
could produce evidence of McGarvey meeting in the home of men 
like Willett week by week, playing checkers and enjoying pleasant 
relaxation, I should find myself compelled to agree with Morro’s 
analysis. But the statement of Dr. Willett himself describes the 
meeting as “friendly and informing,” and tells that McGarvey 
gently reminded them that he was absolutely compelled to cor-
rect the false teaching Dr. Willett was propagating. The fact that 
McGarvey humbly told them that he loved them does not mean 
that he had forgotten his firm defense of the truth, but that his 
evangelistic zeal was like that of the Master.

When Jesus dined in the homes of publicans and sinners, people 
walked the sidewalks and said, “H-m-m-m!” When He went into 
the homes of highly moral Pharisees, who had been meeting Him 
in furious debate over the fundamental issues of religion, we are 
not told that any university professors said, “H-m-m-m,” but few 
should not be surprised at it. The love for lost souls sent Jesus 
wherever men would hear Him. McGarvey was moved by this 
passion as few men I have ever known. How dangerous his pro-
cedure was in this case is seen in the opportunity given to men to 
rise up and falsely accuse him after his death. Perhaps McGarvey 
would rather have it so than to fail in what he considered his duty.

Two further suggestions are offered by Dr. Morro in explain-
ing what he considers the great enigma of McGarvey character.

“Why, it will be asked, need he be so sharp and so lacking in 
courtesy? Two things may be said to soften the offense, and if 
these are not satisfactory there is nothing more to be added. First, 
it was characteristic of the men of his generation to use language 
of this type and they did not expect their opponents to take of-
fense. McGarvey was scarcely more than extreme in this respect… 

The second point is that McGarvey deliberately made choice of 
this manner of speech because, as he said, ‘It lent piquancy and 
interest to the discussion.’The language of McGarvey was not 
the gauge of his kindly heart” (p. 34).

It is particularly important to see that Dr. Morro makes his 
own definition of McGarvey’s style: “sharp and so lacking in 
courtesy”; “scarcely more than extreme” above others of his 
uncouth time; and then attaches a statement he quotes from 
McGarvey to the definition that he himself has formulated! Dr. 
Morro cannot produce a single citation from all the voluminous 
writings of McGarvey in which he says that he was deliberately 
“sharp” and “lacking in courtesy” toward those whose teaching 
he opposed and that he did this to attract attention to the discus-
sion. McGarvey wielded a good, stout broadsword; but he never 
stooped to misrepresentation.

The description which Dr. Morro gives of how the member 
of the faculty at The College of the Bible requested President 
McGarvey to change his style of writing (I wonder who ma-
nipulated this presumptuous request) is followed by the account 
of Professor Deweese (acting for whom?) later suggesting to 
President McGarvey that “in exposing errors all names should 
be omitted,” for, Professor Deweese explains, “his critics and 
some of his friends (italics mine – RCF) thought his method was 
often most exasperating. This would have removed entirely the 
ground of offense, but McGarvey’s answer was, ‘It is the per-
sonal feature which lends piquancy and interest to a discussion’” 
(pp. 187, 188). This is an entirely different declaration from the 
charge which Dr. Morro makes when he ties a clause out of this 
quotation to his own bitter criticism of McGarvey’s writings 
as “lacking in courtesy.” If Dr. Morro had omitted President 
McGarvey’s name and the name of everyone else he criticized 
in this biography, just how intelligent and forceful would the 
book be? The fact that Dr. Morro grows so bitter in criticizing 
what he considers the bitterness of McGarvey shows again that 
the question as to who  is talking about whom has a tremendous 
amount of significance in human estimates as to what is severe, 
but just, and what is bitter and vitriolic.

Since McGarvey’s clear-cut challenge to Professor George 
Foote Moore of Harvard, is considered by Dr. Morro as a sort 
of climax of vituperation, at which he holds up his hands in holy 
horror, it should be of prime importance to hear what Professor 
Moore says on the subject. Dr. Morro writes:

“In reviewing George Foot Moore’s ‘Commentary on Judges’ 
he (i.e. McGarvey) writes, ‘Criticism more arbitrary, more 
antagonistic to right reason, can scarcely be imagined; yet in it 
Professor Moore is but blindly following his German teachers.’ If 
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The Faith of J.W. McGarvey (cont.)
he does this in the green tree, what shall be done in the dry? If he 
comments thus concerning George Foote Moore, what should he 
say concerning some younger man or university student?” (p. 195).

When I went to the Harvard Divinity School in 1912, upon it 
being learned that I intended to specialize in the New Testament, 
I was sent first to Professor Ropes and then to Professor Moore 
for conferences. The professors were very courteous. I had been 
in the home of Professor Moore only a few moments when he 
asked after the health of President McGarvey. I informed him 
that President McGarvey had died the preceding year. He heard 
the news with a very deep regret and sat for a time in meditation. 
Not knowing what his feelings towards McGarvey might be, and 
being somewhat curious to learn, I remarked: “J. W. McGarvey 
was a very kindly man, but he was severe in argument.” Profes-
sor Moore turned to me with sudden and emphatic utterance: “He 
was exactly my kind of man. I like a man who has convictions 
and who is willing to fight for them. I have crossed swords with 
McGarvey many a time.”

This phase of the discussion had some very important aspects 
today. I quote a very famous and pertinent section from the pen of 
the English writer, Mrs. Trollope, in which she gives her impres-
sions of the Campbell-Owen debate, held in Cincinnati in 1829,

“When Mr. Owen arose, the building was thronged in every 
part. It was with the profoundest silence, and apparently with the 
deepest attention, that Mr. Owen’s opening address was received; 
and surely it was the most singular one that ever Christian men 
and women sat to listen to.

“When I recollect its object, and the uncompromising manner 
in which the orator stated his mature conviction that the whole 
history of the Christian mission was a fraud, and its sacred origin a 
fable, I cannot but wonder that it was so listened to; yet, at the time, 
I felt no such wonder. Never did any one practice the ‘suaviter 
in modo’ with more powerful affect than Mr. Owen. The gentle 
tone of his voice; his mild, sometimes playful, but never ironical 
manner; the absence of every vehement and harsh expression; the 
affectionate interest expressed for ‘the whole human family;’ the 
air of candor with which he expressed his wish to be convinced 
he was wrong, if indeed he were so; his kind smile; the mild ex-
pression of his eyes – in short his whole manner, disarmed zeal 
and produced a degree of tolerance that those who did not hear 
him would hardly believe possible.

“Mr. Campbell then arose; his person, voice and manner all 
greatly in his favor. In his first attack he used the arms which in 
general have been considered as belonging to the other side of the 
question. He quizzed Mr. Owen most unmercifully; pinched him 
here for his parallelograms; hit him there for his human perfect-
ibility, and kept the whole audience in a roar of laughter. Mr. Owen 
joined in it most heartily himself, and listened to him throughout 
with the air of a man who is delighted at the good things he is 
hearing and exactly in the queue to enjoy all the other good things 
that he is sure will follow. Mr. Campbell’s watch was the only 
one which reminded us that we had listened to him for half an 
hour and, having continued speaking for a few minutes after he 

had looked at it, he sat down with, I should think, the universal 
admiration of his auditory…Mr. Owen is an extraordinary man, 
and certainly possessed of talent, but he appears to me so utterly 
benighted in the mists of his own theories that he has quite lost the 
power of looking through them, so as to get a peep at the world as 
it really exists around him.

“At the conclusion of the debate, (which lasted for fifteen sit-
tings), Mr. Campbell desired the whole assembly to sit down. They 
obeyed. He then requested all who wished well to Christianity to 
rise, and a very large majority were in an instant on their legs. 
He then requested them to be seated, and then desired those who 
believed not in its doctrines to rise, and a few gentlemen and one 
lady obeyed...

“This was a result that might have been perhaps anticipated, but 
what was much less to have been expected, neither of the disputants 
ever appeared to lose his temper. I was told they were much in each 
other’s company, constantly dining together, and on all occasions 
expressed most cordially their mutual esteem.

“All this, I think, could have happened only in America. I am 
not quite sure that it was very desirable it should have happened 
anywhere” (“Domestic Manners of the Americans,” pp. 123-126).

It is very noteworthy that something of the same sense of shock 
expressed by Dr. Ames is registered by Mrs. Trollope upon hear-
ing about Campbell and Owen dining pleasantly together. She felt 
sure that such a scene as this debate of such tremendous issues, in 
such vigorous fashion, with such absolute observance of all the 
social decorum, could not possibly be duplicated any place else 
in the world. This immediately brings up what seems a corrobora-
tion of what Dr. Morro calls “the characteristics of the men of his 
generation,” but we shall shortly see that the problem is not at all 
ancient one, but very real and living today. Mrs. Trollope asserts 
that she is not at all sure that such conduct as this, impossible any 
place else in the world, is at all desirable in any place in the world. 
This causes one to meditate. Does she mean that men should not 
defend what they believe? That the right of free speech and free 
discussion should be abrogated? Surely not! Does she mean that 
men discussing such life-and-death matters as the very existence 
of God – Christian and atheist boldly arguing their cases – should 
not then pause and engage in social conversation as they eat a meal 
together? Did she mean that the good old American adage of “Fight 
and Smile” is a bad motto? Would she urge all who contend over 
such life-and-death matters to “Fight and Scowl”?

Mrs. Trollope did not know the facts concerning the personal 
conferences between Robert Owen and Alexander Campbell. Had 
she known the facts, her reflections would probably have been dif-
ferent. Fortunately for us, history has preserved enough of the details 
of these meetings to make clear their nature. The pointed and frank 
discussion of the hope for a life after death which arose when Owen 
visited Campbell at Bethany before the debate has become very 
famous. When they met together again in private, personal farewell 
conference after the debate, Alexander Campbell urged Owen so ear-
nestly to abandon his atheism and come back to God that Owen was 
moved to tears, although he did not change his adherence to atheism.
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The Faith of J.W. McGarvey (cont.)
The parallel between the personalities, dispositions, methods 

and, elemental outlook of Robert Owen and Herbert Willett, and 
of Alexander Campbell and J. W McGarvey is so obvious as to 
make any further analysis unnecessary. Modernists usually shrink 
back from the frank exposition of atheism such as Owen gave, but 
they find themselves desperately clinging to the side of a precipice 
which offers no secure footing. Of course, it is not to be supposed 
from the above that J. W. McGarvey attempted to hold a revival 
meeting in the home of Dr Willett, but the motives and longings in 
the heart of J. W. McGarvey certainly must have been deeper than 
any mere enjoyment of fun and fellowship. One cannot help but 
wonder whether the fact that they themselves have abandoned the 
simple message of salvation which the Son of God brought from 
heaven to earth, and have lost that evangelistic passion which set 
the primitive church aflame, does not explain why certain people 
find it so easy to impugn the motive of J. W. McGarvey.

Few more perplexing matters than the relation to unbelievers 
face the conscience of the Christian today. The apostle Paul is very 
clear in 1st Corinthians that there is nothing wrong, necessarily, 
in a Christian accepting an invitation to dine in a pagan home 
(3:9d). it is equally clear, however, that Paul most urgently warns 
the Corinthian Christians, and through them all other Christians 
who find themselves surrounded by people who are not Christians, 
that they are to keep their devotion to Christ the ruling desire of 
their lies so that they will not desire and long for the fellowship 
of private entertainment in the homes of pagans for the sake of 
enjoying such (1 Corinthians 10:27ff). The commands to avoid the 
company of apostates are frequent and stern in the New Testament.

Of all the heart-rending any people ever faced! Here we are, a 
movement calling the world back to Christ that all his followers 
may be one, and in the midst there arise those who no longer be-
lieve the very foundation truths concerning Jesus and the Christian 
gospel! How we long to be gracious and kind to all, and to have 
no one think ill of us! And yet, the situation is exactly parallel to 
that which obtained in the first century when the solemn warnings 
found in Revelation, the catholic Epistles and the pastoral Epistles 
were issued against fellowship with apostate unbelievers. Through 
it all there keeps ringing in the ears the bugle call of the Master of 
men: “Think not that I came to send peace on the earth; I came to 
send peace on the earth; I came not to send peace, but a sword. 
For I came to set a man at variance against his father, and the 
daughter against his mother, and the daughter-in-law; and a man’s 
foes shall be they of his own household. He that loveth father or 
mother more than me is not worthy of me; and he that doth not take 
his cross and follow after me, is not worthy of me. He that findeth 
his life shall lose it; and he that loseth his life for my sake shall 
find it” (Matthew 10:34-39). Are these words “sharp” and “lack-
ing in courtesy”? Did Jesus use such language to add “piquancy 
and interest to the discussion”? Are His words “scarcely more 
than extreme” for such an uncouth age? Is there such a person as 
God? Is there such a thing as a revelation from heaven? Is there 
actually a heaven and a hell? Or is the whole of life play-acting? 

In the closing essay of this series, I shall discuss “The Faith of 
McGarvey.”

attempting to do what the public sector is already doing. But it 
must do what the public sector cannot do: change lives, inculcate 
values, educate soldiers of the cross.” He urged the college to 
remain true to its founding mission of equipping for the ministry.

Bible colleges seeking to expand the scope of their program 
should seriously consider the historical evidence and possible 
consequences of this decision. Of greatest concern is the influ-
ence on the Bible college’s effectiveness in educating persons for 
vocational Christian ministry. If Bible colleges move away from 
their mission of preparing men and women for Christian service, 
perhaps God will raise up other institutions to do it.

Where Are 
Bible Colleges Going?

1 Johnny Miller, “A Bridge to the Future--The Rescue of the Titanic.” AABC 
Newsletter (January/April 1997) 6 & 8.
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______________________
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in a Bible college. He is now retired and lives in Carl Junction, MO. 
This article first appeared in the October 12, 1997, issue of Christian 
Standard and is used by permission of the author.

Endnotes:
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A Page from the Book
Lord Help Us To Be Thankful

It would seem the more blessed we are as a nation, the more 
we would appreciate all the blessing God has permitted us to 

enjoy. One of the greatest lessons I learned in ministry was from 
a group of Jamaican preachers I was teaching on the island. For 
years I served on the board of the Jamaican Christian Seminary 
and enjoyed going down to the island and teaching the preachers 
and visiting their churches. One particular day I was feeling a bit 
put out due to the heat, I was tired, and really hungry for a giant 
Burger King Whopper. That afternoon we sat down to eat lunch 
that some of the ladies had prepared for me and the students and 
I became, let’s say, a bit ungrateful. I felt the lunch was sub-
standard. I asked one of the students to pray over lunch while 
I sulked. That is where my perspective on life and possessions 
and contentment began to change. You would have thought we 
were sitting down to a four-course meal prepared by Paula Dean 
herself. The prayer of that young preacher student was one of 
gratitude, thanksgiving, and contentment. He was experiencing 
every emotion that I wasn’t. This young man had to travel miles 

by bus to get to the mission compound. He 
had to travel miles home that night in order 
to get back to his family and work. Yet his 
prayer reflected on all that God had blessed 
him with, along with his anticipation of a 
wonderful dining experience. And there I 
sat. I had a beautiful home to go back to in a 
few days. I had food a-plenty. I had a job that 
paid me well. Yet, it was this young Jamaican 
preacher that had the spirit of gratitude. He 
had the attitude I desired for myself. 

In the book of Numbers, chapter 11, God 
had provided so much already for the people of Israel. They had 
personally witnessed the exodus out of 400 years of slavery. They 
watched as the Red Sea parted right down the middle. They looked 
behind to see the army of Egypt consumed by the great wall of 
water. God had a pretty good resume’ going here with the He-
brew people. Yet according to verse 1, “The people complained, 
it displeased the Lord and His anger was kindled; and the fire of 
the Lord burnt among them, and consumed them that were in the 
uttermost parts of the camp.” So, God decides to deal with this 
contrary spirit amongst the people. I kinda get the idea that God 
has little patience with His people complaining. I get the idea that 
God has little patience with His people exhibiting an attitude of 
ungratefulness. You would think that when this hit the news, the 
close to 2 million people in the camp would get the hint. Well, in 
verse 4, Moses records, “The mixed multitude that was among 
them began to crave other food, and again the Israelites started 
wailing and said, ‘If only we had meat to eat! We remember the 
fish we ate in Egypt at no cost also the cucumbers, melons, leeks, 
onions and garlic. But now we have lost our appetite, we never see 
anything but his manna!’” I believe the term, “mixed multitude’ 
refers to the Hebrew people who married into Egyptian culture. 
Therefore they are now stating that the diet in the wilderness is 

sub-standard. Isn’t it interesting how quick the people are to trade 
in their freedom and ultimate prize of a land flowing with milk and 
honey for a few fruits and vegetables. It reminds me of the time 
Esau traded in his birth right for some soup. Hey, Hebrew people, 
you are in the wilderness. Yes, it will be difficult, the menu items 
are very limited, but keep your eyes on the prize! 

Christians do this a lot. People begin to reflect on all the things 
they had to “give up” when they committed to living a Christian 
life. Satan loves to hit the rewind button. That’s why Jesus said, 
“No one who puts his hand to the plow and looks back is fit for 
service in the kingdom of God”(Luke 9:62). This passage in Num-
bers also points to a people who are completely ungrateful. They 
cannot embrace freedom and faith and hope for a better life for 
their families. They cannot appreciate their newfound relationship 
with God in his Tabernacle of worship with a calloused heart. 

The same can be said of each believer. How can I truly embrace 
the joy of my salvation? How can I say as Paul in Philippians 4:11-
12, “I have learned in whatever state I am, therewith to be content 
whatever the circumstances? I know what it is to be in need, and 
I know what it is to have plenty. I have learned the secret of being 
content in any and every situation.” Contrast Paul’s attitude with 
the constant complaining of God’s people during the Wilderness 
Period. Both Moses and God Himself got so frustrated with it that 
God did indeed provide an over-abundance of meat for the people, 
so much that according to Numbers 11: 20 “ You will eat meat until 
it comes out of your nostrils.” God said you will eat it till you hate 
it. Sound familiar? God blesses us with homes and we complain 
about the upkeep. We have cars that transport us from one place 
to another and yet we complain about having to fill it up with 
fuel. We have so many clothes that we become despondent when 
we run out of closet space. Do you ever feel that God wonders 
why he hears so few times the word “Thank you?” Maybe we 
are more like the Hebrew people then we want to admit. Maybe 
we cannot appreciate the bountiful blessings we have because 
we are too busy looking across the table, disenchanted with all 
we don’t have to the point we can never just be content with all 
we have been given. 

Yes, that prayer given many years ago on a mission compound 
in Jamaica, transformed how I look at my possessions, and how 
I look at life in general. God allowed me to hear a prayer from a 
servant who refused to look at a table and see what was missing 
but rather look at a table and see all that was available. 

Paul did go from one extreme to the other. He was invited 
by Lydia in Acts 16 to live in her home and be cared for by her 
family. I imagine she was quite a wealthy woman, being a seller 
of purple cloth. And yet he was also shipwrecked, left for dead, 
beaten and mocked for his faith. Many of his letters were written 
in a jail cell. Yet through all of these life experiences, both happy 
and painful moments, he was always CONTENT!! 

So my prayer is that I will better appreciate the Good Shepherd 
“Jehovah-Jireh,” the great provider, and all that He allows me to 
enjoy. I pray that I will not be like the Hebrew people and complain 
and frustrate His generosity. Lord, help us to be thankful!
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“Saved by Grace” Part 3
Double Curse, Double Cure

The English word “grace” can be used in three ways. First, it 
can refer to the cause of salvation: it represents the aspect of God’s 
nature that causes him to love sinners and seek their salvation even 
though they do not deserve it. Second, “grace” can refer to the 
way of salvation: we are saved by the grace system (via the grace 
gate), as contrasted with the impotent law system (via the law gate).

The third way we use the word “grace” is this: it refers to the 
content of salvation, which we receive as a gift in the moment when 
we make the transition from lost to saved. In this sense grace is 
like a package we receive at conversion. What’s in this package? 
An old hymn (“Rock of Ages”) includes this prayer: “Be of sin the 
double cure: save me from its guilt and power.” (Another version 
says, “Save from wrath and make me pure.”) This “double cure” 
is the content of grace.

If grace is a double cure, then sin must inflict upon us a “double 
trouble” or a “double curse.” Two of the worst curses in life are 
serious debt and serious sickness, which often fall upon someone 
together as the result of a catastrophic illness. This has happened 
to every man and woman in a spiritual sense as the result of sin. 
Every sinner is under a double curse. How do we explain this?

First, sin makes us guilty. When we break God’s law, we become 
guilty sinners. This guilt puts us into debt to God: we OWE him 
the debt of eternal punishment in hell (Matthew 6:12: “Forgive us 
our debts”). This is the sinner’s most serious problem. It is like a 
slave owing his master millions of dollars—an unimaginable and 
unpayable sum (see Matthew 18:23-35).

Second, sin gives the sinner a sinful nature. It is like having a 
fatal illness of the body, only in this case the disease of sin affects 
the soul (i.e., the spirit, heart, or inner man). Sin is not just an act; 
it is a condition, a state of sinfulness or corruption or depravity 
(partial, not total). As Jeremiah 17:9 says, “The heart is deceitful 
above all things, and desperately sick.” It is even called a state of 
spiritual death (Ephesians 2:1, 5; Colossians 2:13).

If I wanted to write this “double curse” up for a national gossip 
magazine (like The National Enquirer), I would give it this catchy 
title for the cover: “Preacher Confesses: I’m in Trouble with the 
Law, and I Have a Bad Disease!” 

But this is not where the narrative ends. It’s time now for “the 
rest of the story,” as Christian broadcaster Paul Harvey used to 
say. The whole purpose of God’s grace is to counteract this double 
curse with a DOUBLE CURE! “Amazing grace” solves both 
aspects of the curse of sin.

First, to resolve the problem of guilt and punishment, God gives 
us the forgiveness of sins, or what the Bible often calls justifica-
tion. We are “justified freely by his grace” (Romans 3:24). God 
is “the justifier of the one who has faith in Jesus” (Romans 3:26). 
This means that our “lawless deeds are forgiven,” and our “sins 
are covered” (Romans 4:7). It means that God is not holding our 
sins against us (Romans 4:8); he does not require us to pay him 
the debt we owe him, i.e., eternity in hell.

The reason the righteous God is able to do this is that he him-

self—in the second person of the Trinity, God the Son—became a 
human being and paid the debt for us! He took upon himself our 
penalty of God’s eternal wrath when he died for us on the cross. 
Thus we are “justified by his blood” (Romans 5:9).

Justification thus means that in the moment of our conversion 
(i.e., our baptism), God’s attitude toward us instantaneously changes 
from wrath to grace (he already loved us, of course). He no longer 
looks at us as guilty, hell-bound sinners, but as his forgiven children. 
“Justification” is literally a legal term. It means that God in his 
role as Judge looks at us as defendants, and he addresses this legal 
declaration to us: “No penalty for you!” (See Romans 8:1.) And he 
continues to whisper this in our spiritual ear for as long as we hold 
on to Jesus Christ as our Lord and Savior. Our debt of punishment 
is gone, because Jesus paid it for us.

But that is just the first part of the double cure. In the second place, 
the grace of God resolves the problem of our spiritual sickness and 
restores us to spiritual wholeness. Here God is working on us in his 
role of Healer or Physician; indeed, he is performing “open-heart 
surgery” upon our souls. He is giving us a spiritual heart transplant: 
“And I will remove the heart of stone from your flesh and give you 
a heart of flesh” (Ezekiel 36:26).

This direct operation on the heart is usually called regeneration 
(see Titus 3:5), but it is the same as being “born again” (John 3:3, 
5), and being raised up from spiritual death to new spiritual life 
(Ephesians 2:5-6; Colossians 2:12-13). It is also a “new creation” 
(2 Corinthians 5:17). It is the spiritual equivalent of what doctors in 
old western movies used to mean when they said, “The fever broke.” 

This moment of regeneration is caused by the renewing power 
of the gift of the indwelling Holy Spirit (Ezekiel 36:27; Acts 2:38; 
Titus 3:5; John 3:5). This instantaneous event is just the beginning 
of the life-long healing process usually called sanctification, which 
is empowered by the continuing indwelling of the Holy Spirit (Ro-
mans 8:13; Ephesians 3:16; 1 Thessalonians 5:23). The success of 
this process depends on our ongoing submission to and cooperation 
with the Spirit (Philippians 2:12-13).

So who are we now, or where do we stand now—now that we 
have received the double cure of grace? What is our Christian life 
all about? Two things: we are NOT in the process of trying to pay 
our debt to God, or trying to “make it up” to God, or trying to work 
off the consequences of our sins in some way. Justification means 
that “Jesus paid it all!” We are continuing to trust this promise. Also, 
we are in the process of getting well from a serious disease. This 
includes following the divine Doctor’s instructions on how to live 
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“If I Were An Elder” 
(No. 3 in Series)

(Note: The subject of this present series was suggested to me by someone 
deeply concerned about the eldership in our churches today. I am writing 
in response to his request. I do not intend to dwell upon qualifications of 
the elders but instead upon the work of the elders.)

In our consideration of Paul’s farewell to the elders of the church at 
Ephesus, we are now ready to consider the words of Paul, “Feed 

and shepherd God’s flock.” This passage could well be translated 
“pastor the flock.” The picture, as made clear in most translations, 
is that of a shepherd caring for his flock. I believe there is no work 
of the elder more significant and more important than this one. And 
I believe that this is probably the work most neglected by the present 
day eldership in a majority of today’s congregations. 

There may be a number of reasons for negligence in this area on 
the part of elders: 1) An elder may be involved in too many activi-
ties outside the church. If I were an elder, I’d take an inventory of 
everything I was involved in, and I’d make a concerted effort to 
“scratch” a number of activities from my calendar if it were at all 
possible. 2) An elder may be somewhat reticent concerning “shep-
herding.” In other words, he may think he will be unwelcome in 
the lives of the flock. In most instances, however, that is patently 
untrue. In fact, I’ve heard members of congregations complain 
because they “don’t even know the elders and wonder if the elders 
know them.” If I were an elder and were somewhat reticent about 
visiting in the homes of members, I’d ask for a more experienced 
elder to accompany me as I visited. 3) An elder may believe that 
greeting someone Sunday morning is shepherding. That would be 
somewhat like a shepherd who sees his sheep once a week, calls out 
their names, and believes he has done his job. If I were an elder, I 
would attempt to do more than merely greet people in the assembly.

Notice how this work of shepherding the flock complements 
well the work of the elder as stated in a previous installment of this 
series: one who is sought after for advice and counsel, one who is 
respected because of his experience and knowledge. Sheep, almost 
more than any other animals, need shepherds. God’s people are His 
sheep, His flock. And for their shepherds, God has appointed the 
elders. If a shepherd does not care for the flock (and if this is one of 
the most important works of an elder), as it seems to be, then it is 
imperative that this become a major task of every elder in Christ’s 
church today. 

From our reading concerning shepherds, we know that they know 
their sheep. And so we might ask the members of today’s congrega-
tions, “Do your elders know you? Do they call you by name? Do 
they know your needs, spiritually, emotionally and physically? Do 
they seek to attend to those needs or find those able to do so? Jesus, 
Himself the Good Shepherd, said, “. . . the sheep recognize his voice 
and come to him. He calls his own sheep by name and leads them 
out. . . . he walks ahead of them, and they follow him because they 
know his voice” (John 10:3, 4). I know of few elders who would not 
want to be a shepherd such as Jesus describes in this passage. He 
would want to be recognized by his sheep, but he would also want 
to be one who knows his sheep by name, one who leads them as 
he walks ahead of them, and one whose voice they recognize. It is 
sad that in many congregations of the twenty-first century there are 
members of the flock who know the flock better than the shepherd 

knows the flock. Being a shepherd as Jesus spoke of a shepherd takes 
quite a man. It takes a man willing to give his time and energy to the 
flock over which God has made him an overseer. If I were an elder, 
I’d want to be that type of shepherd, that kind of man. 

Shepherds will also sacrifice their own lives for the sake of their 
flock. In other words, shepherds will give up their own desires in 
order to protect their flocks. This is exactly what I previously stated 
when I wrote that an elder must be willing to give up lesser activi-
ties for the good of the sheep, that an elder must be willing to know 
the sheep by name and to know their needs in an intimate fashion, 
and must realize that “knowing the sheep” means more than merely 
greeting them on Sunday morning. In fact, it is sad to say that I’ve 
heard people in various congregations say, “I’ve never had an elder 
speak to me.” If that be true in any congregation, then it is definitely 
time for a change in the relationship between shepherds and sheep.

Just to re-emphasize what has been said to this point in this series: 
1) If I were an elder, I’d be greatly concerned about guarding the 
flock. And to guard the flock from the influence of false teachers, 
I’d take advantage of every opportunity to study the Word offered by 
the church, and certainly I’d be in the Word in my private study and 
devotional times, also. 2) If I were an elder, I’d make sure I knew 
my flock. I’d know their names. I’d know their needs. I’d make sure 
those needs were addressed and cared for. I’d give my life for the 
sheep, and thus, I’d rid my life of many lesser things. In that way, 
I could give more time to the sheep over whom the Lord, through 
His people, has appointed me.

(It must be admitted that no shepherd is able to know or care for 
a very large flock. In that case, a church (flock) in which there are 
many members (sheep) might have to be divided among the elders 
in order that the elders will be able to care for at least a number of 
the sheep. There is probably no better way to make sure that all of 
the sheep are cared for.)

(To Be Continued)
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William “Bill” Stobaugh (89) went to his eternal reward on 
Monday, December 28, at home, surrounded by his wife, Janet, 
three children and their spouses, and his two brothers.  He had heart 
disease and liver cancer.  

Bill was a travelling evangelist for CRA for many years in the 70s.  
He preached his last sermon on his 89th birthday on September 27th, as 
a guest of Gary Armes, Senior Minister of Hickory Valley Christian 
Church, Chattanooga, TN.  He donated his body to medical research. 

There will be a celebration of life memorial on Saturday, March 
5th in Chattanooga, TN.

Evangelist Bill Stobaugh Goes Home
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Ask the Professor (cont.)

 (cont.)

so as to help facilitate this healing.

What happens when we die and meet God face to face? We 
will no doubt still have a residue of sin in our lives; we will not 
be perfectly healed yet. But this does not disqualify us from 
heaven! This is when God will make us completely well in our 
spirits; this is when our spirits will be “made perfect” (Hebrews 
12:23). The main point, though, is this: when we die and meet 
God, in the most important way we will still be the same as 
we are now! We will meet God 100% debt free! There will be 
nothing to pay – no penalty for us – EVER! This is the “blessed 
assurance” that grace gives us.

Asa an example and reminds him of Israel to the north and what 
happened to them because they forsook their God. If you forsake 
God, He forsakes you. Your unfaithfulness happens first.

Asa took courage and continued the reforms to get the nation 
back to God. Notice also that their population GREW during 
the time of reforms as people came from other tribes when they 
noticed that Judah and King Asa were following God and God 
was with them. 

After about 25 years of following God and having peace, 
Baasha, the king of Israel, decided to make war against Judah. 

But instead of Asa praying, instead of seeking the Lord, instead 
of doing the right thing, someone, maybe Asa himself, said, 
“I’ve got a great idea. We need to broaden our support. Let’s 
add programs and a new team and then we can defeat them.” 

Asa bought the army of Syria to fight for him. He thought 
kings and kingdoms more important than trusting the King of 
Kings. Oh, they defeated Israel, but the prophet of God went to 
Asa and said, “Because you relied on the king of Syria, and did 
not rely on the Lord your God, the army of the king of Syria has 
escaped you. Were not the Ethiopians and the Libyans a huge 
army with very many chariots and horsemen? Yet because you 
relied on the Lord, he gave them into your hand. For the eyes 
of the Lord run to and fro throughout the whole earth, to give 
strong support to those whose heart is blameless toward him. You 
have done foolishly in this, for from now on you will have wars.” 

He had problems from then on because Asa didn’t trust God. 
Of course Asa didn’t blame himself, he blamed the prophet and 
took out his anger on him. When repentance was called upon, 
Asa “inflicted cruelties upon some of the people.”

How does that story from the Old Testament apply today? I 
know that the things in the Old Testament were written for our 
instruction (Romans 15:4, 1 Corinthians 10:11) but probably 
not this story. I guess we should just ignore it and “restructure.”

Oops. The last time someone said “restructure” in our brother-
hood, the consequences were horrific. RH



Restoration Herald12 (60)

Here’s An Idea!
 “Effective Christian Education”

Ben Merold

______________________
Ben Merold is a minister of the Harvester Christian Church in St. 
Charles, MO. Email contact: terri.brown@harvesterchristian.org. 

RH

About Our Lesson Writer

601 North Center Street, 
Shelbina, MO 63468

Phone (573) 588-2191 www.shilohranch.org

Written about in The New York Times
On file with St. Louis Better Business Bureau

“Christian homes for 
America’s 

abused/neglected children”

The ideas presented here come from conversations 
with my wife. Pat has always had a heart for effec-

tive Christian education.

Thom Rainer, author and researcher associated with 
Lifeway Christian Resources, has writ-
ten more than twenty books. He predicts 
the resurgence of the Sunday morning 
Bible School. Why not put your church 
ahead of the curve by putting a strong 
emphasis on building a Sunday School 
program that really does the job of inspir-

ing and educating our church members?

The place to start is with our teachers. First, we must 
show appreciation for their efforts. We can do this by 
planning a banquet that will be enjoyed by all. Have 
awards and gag gifts but also present each teacher with 
a book that will help in whatever he or she is teaching at 
that time. Children’s workers would benefit from a book 
on classroom management. Teachers of adults might ap-
preciate books on lesson preparation as well as material 
beyond what a quarterly provides.

One of the most effective things we did was take a 
month to visit in the home of all our teachers. It should 
be brief. Preachers and an elder could plan to get this 
accomplished by choosing a one-month emphasis. Late 
spring, when the daylight hours are longer, seems good 
to me. Most teachers get little recognition.

If your church school is large enough to warrant a sepa-
rate banquet for your children’s department, it would be 
very helpful for volunteer teachers to have a professional 
grade school teacher to come in as the special guest to 
speak on classroom management. We all need help in deal-
ing with disruptive pupils and effectively accomplishing 
our task within the time frame we’re allotted.

As we travel around the country we see many wonderful 
nurseries and children’s classrooms, but we must remem-
ber that the real emphasis has to be teaching, appropriate 
for the age group.

While we occasionally hear a very well-prepared 
teacher, we’re often disappointed to find many ill-prepared 
teachers who do nothing more than read from a quarterly. 
When we highlight Bible Study class time as we talk 
about our church and/or give announcements, we subtly 
influence teachers to spend more time in preparation 
and to make their teaching a real priority in their time 
management.

We can help teachers by adding to their libraries of 
resource material. If your church budget is not adequate, 
at least furnish a list of helpful books a teacher could 
purchase themselves.

Again, a professional teacher of adults could be invited 
to speak to your teachers about lesson preparation that is 
effective. Asking stimulating questions and getting stu-
dents involved in discussion is a skill that can be acquired 
or enhanced by all of us.

Years ago a national magazine cover headline suggested 
that Bible School was the most wasted hour of the week. 
Let that not be true for those who attend your church.

Phil Strunk currently ministers 
with the Parsippany Christian 
Church in northern New Jersey (a 
suburb of New York City).  Prior to 
this ministry he spent twenty-four 
years with the Bux-Mont Chris-
tian Church in the Philadelphia, 
Pennsylvania area.  He began his 
preaching ministry in West Virginia 

at the Mt. Union Christian Church in Slanesville.  He 
is married to his wife of twenty-eight years, Lesa.  
Together they have three children.
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Note: New American Standard Version used as text.

Uniform Lesson
March 6, 2016
Mark 9:14-29

Background of Text
On a particular day when our youngest son was two, 

my wife noticed something. Colin could not turn his head. 
A neighbor who is also a nurse came over and urged us 
to call the doctor. It ended up that Colin had an infected 
lymph node in his neck. The infection landed him in the 
hospital for nine days, including surgery.

Needless to say, our world stopped. Schedules were 
adjusted, childcare for our other two children was secured, 

and transportation to and from Philadelphia was arranged. 
All this had to be done in the midst of our tremendous 
concern for our son. We were not unlike other parents in 
similar situations. Most parents would gladly trade places 
with their sick child.

In Mark 9:14-29 we meet a heartbroken man whose 
world had stopped. He comes to Jesus. Why? He has a 
sick child

This event happened after the 
Transfiguration of the Lord. Peter, 
James, and John were with Jesus; 
the other disciples were down 
the mountain. The man with the 
sick child first came to the other 
disciples. They tried to heal the 
demon-possessed boy, but could 
not. On-lookers, including some 
Scribes and curiosity seekers, saw 
the disciples’ inability to heal the 
boy.

Then Jesus arrived. The crowd 
stopped. Jesus asked them their 
dispute with His men. There was 
no response from the Scribes…
busted! One in the crowd spoke 
up. He brought his son who could 
not hear nor talk and who went 
into severe outbursts. It was a very 
complicated situation. The boy’s 
condition sounded much like the 
diagnoses of epilepsy in today’s 
world. The man asked the disciples 
for help, but they could not heal 
the boy. According to verse 29, 
they lacked power because they 
lacked faith. Three chapters earlier, 
in Mark 6:7, Jesus gave His men 
power over evil spirits. The favored 
three were with Jesus; perhaps their 
presence with the others would 
have produced a different outcome.

“Bring him to me,” Jesus said. 
Jesus is confident in Himself. At 

the mere presence of Jesus, the de-
mon threw the boy into an epilep-
tic-type episode. The Lord asked 
the man how long the boy had been 
suffering. He didn’t give an exact 
age, but simply said, “from child-
hood.” He told of times when the 
boy was thrown into fire and water 
by the demon. This was certainly 
a sad situation. That old demon 
would gladly destroy the boy and 
his father, just as the devil tries to 
do today. Jesus rightly identified 
him as the one who steals, kills, 
and destroys (John 10:10).

The father of the boy unknow-
ingly showed a lack of faith. He 
says to Jesus, “If you can…have 
mercy on us.” “If you can?” Jesus 
asked. It was not a matter of if Je-
sus can. Of course He can. It was 
not a matter of if the Father God 
can. Of course He can. The matter 
is if the man had enough faith in 
Jesus. All can be accomplished by 
God for those who believe.

Immediately the father cried out, 
“I believe. Help my unbelief.” So, 
the seed of faith had developed 
enough for an increase in faith. 
In other words, “give me strength 
and grace enough to put my entire 
confidence in You.” He wanted 
the barrier to his son’s healing 
removed.

Jesus ordered the demon to 
depart. Notice Jesus is Lord over 
the physical world and spiritual 
world. He is Lord of all! The de-
mon departed the boy violently. He 
appeared dead. Jesus took him by 
the hand and raised him up. Only 
Jesus can deliver us from the devil.

In a private moment, the dis-
ciples asked Jesus why they could 
not get the job done. Jesus said that 
prayer was the key. Matthew, in his 
gospel, added “because of your 
little faith.” In Matthew’s account, 
Jesus showed just how little faith 
it takes. Perhaps pointing to Mount 
Hermon and its grandeur, He said 
that with faith as little as a mustard 
seed, mountains can be moved. 
Faith that is effective is faith that 
prays. In our important work in the 
Kingdom of God, the answer is not 
found in forming a committee or 
being busy, but in praying.

In closing, remember, the devil is 
dangerous, prayer is powerful, and 
only Jesus can save us.

Mark 9:24, “Imme-
diately the boy’s father 
cried out and said, ‘I do 
believe; help my unbe-
lief.’”



Note: New American Standard used as text.

Uniform Lesson
March 13, 2016
Mark 10:17-31

Background of Text
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What are the chances of a chance meeting with someone 
changing a life? It doesn’t happen often, but it does happen. 
Of course, a meeting with Jesus of Nazareth has that potential. 
Someone noted that, “Socrates taught for 40 years, Plato for 
50, Aristotle for 40, and Jesus for only three. Yet the influence 
of Christ’s three-year ministry infinitely transcends the impact 
left by the combined 130 years of teaching from these men who 
were among the greatest philosophers of all antiquity.  Jesus 
painted no pictures; yet some of the finest paintings of Raphael, 
Michelangelo, and Leonardo da Vinci received their inspiration 

from Him. Jesus wrote no poetry; but Dante, Milton, and scores 
of the world’s greatest poets were inspired by Him.  Jesus 
composed no music; still Haydn, Handel, Beethoven, Bach, 
and Mendelssohn reached their highest perfection of melody 
in the hymns, symphonies, and oratorios they composed in His 
praise. Every sphere of human greatness has been enriched by 
this humble Carpenter of Nazareth.” In today’s passage, we 
will see a man who had a chance meeting (from the human 
perspective, not God’s) with Jesus. The man is confronted 
with changing the way he is living.

In Mark 10:17-31 (see also Matthew 
19:20, 22 and Luke 18:8), Jesus meets 
a man who has become known at the 
Rich Young Ruler. Wow, he seems to 
have it all going for him. He is young. 
He is rich. He is a ruler. But notice, the 
man puts aside the dignity of a ruler 
as he “ran up to Him and knelt before 
Him.” He then confesses that being 
rich, young, and a ruler doesn’t bring 
fulfillment in life. He asks Jesus, “Good 
Teacher, what shall I do to inherit eter-
nal life?”

Jesus responds in what may appear to 
be a harsh way. “Why do you call me 
good?” He says. He’s probably trying 
to shake the man, awaken him as if 
flinging cold water in his face. “No one 
is good except God alone.” Zechariah 
14:9 points out, “And the Lord will be 
king over all the earth; in that day the 
Lord will be the only one, and His name 
the only one.” If only One is good, then 
any acts of goodness come from Him. 
God is the source of all goodness. But, 
when the man calls Jesus “good” and 
Jesus responds, “Only God is good,” it 
puts one in the position to say that Jesus 
is God come in the flesh.

The man asks, “What must I do?” 
No doubt he has grown up with many 
seeking good. But this man does not 
ask Jesus to show him good, but rather 
to give him insight to DO good. Je-
sus responds by listing six of the Ten 
Commandments. Interestingly, Jesus 

cites the latter part of the command-
ments dealing with the relationship 
with fellow man. However, He lists the 
seventh (no adultery) before the sixth 
(no murder), emphasizing that adultery 
is just as serious as murder. The fifth 
command (honor parents) is listed last 
so as to say “remember the importance 
of honoring your parents.” One other 
change in Jesus’ list is that He used the 
phrase “do not defraud” in place of 
“do not covet.” In other words, don’t 
advance your cause by putting others 
down. The man confidently explains 
that he has practiced these commands 
from his childhood.

It’s an interesting thing about human-
ity. Those void of a true relationship 
with the Lord tend to see themselves 
as better than they really are. Even the 
Apostle Paul thought he was in good 
shape until he was really confronted 
with God’s Law. He then saw how woe-
fully short of God’s glory he was. (See 
Romans 7:9, 14 and I Corinthians 4:4.)

As Jesus and the rich young ruler 
converse, Jesus feels a love for the 
young man. The man seems happy with 
how he has lived. But, knowing there 
is more, he inquires how to live better.

The conversation has a sad end-
ing. Jesus presses him and raises the 
stakes. “Sell all you have and give to 
the poor,” Jesus tells him. The man 
could not, would not, relinquish his 

precious goods to serve the Lord. The 
young man goes away sad and grieved. 
He probably owns a lot of property and 
other material things. He is confronted 
with the reality of Matthew 6:24, “No 
one can serve two masters; for either 
he will hate the one and love the other, 
or he will be devoted to one and despise 
the other. You cannot serve God and 
wealth.” Those with a worldly, mate-
rialistic mindset tend to say to God, 
“Depart from me,” or their hearts depart 
from Him.

Notice, Jesus does not beg the young 
man to stay and reconsider. He turns 
and uses this episode as an opportunity 
to teach His disciples. He emphasizes 
how hard it is to be saved if life is full of 
worldly wealth. He doesn’t say impos-
sible, just difficult. It’s like a child hold-
ing an object in each hand but wants the 
cookie offered to him. He must let go 
of something to get something that, in 
his mind, is better.

Jesus’ words amaze His men. They 
ask, “Who then can be saved?” Jesus 
responds that salvation is only possible 
with God. The true test of faith is when 
it is faced with other allegiances. Which 
one gets the attention? Allegiance to 
God provides the greatest reward. In 
reality, you cannot afford not to be 
generous. The Lord doesn’t need your 
money and goods, but you sure need 
to give them, lest they become your 
master.
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Uniform Lesson
March 20, 2016

 Mark 14:26-31, 66-72

Background of Text
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I was raised with a prohibition against singing 
at the table. When we sat down for a meal, the 
time was for eating and conversation. When I 
was a Bible College student, I rebuked a friend 
who had broken out in song during our meal in 
the dining hall. His response changed my idea. He 
said, “Jesus and His disciples sang at the table.” 
Indeed they had. It seems to be the last thing 

they did before they ended the meal and left for 
the Garden of Olives. In moments, evil emotions 
would arrest, torture, and kill the Lord of life. The 
men’s singing shows a pure emotion that would 
make the salvation of even those who killed the 
Savior. From the upper room to the garden, Mark 
shows us a series of events that lead to the pas-
sion of Christ.

Jesus immediately warns His men 
that there would be a falling away, 
but He also gives them encourage-
ment. In verses 27 and 28, Jesus tells 
them that He, the Shepherd, will be 
struck and they would all run away. 
He then assures them that He will 
be resurrected; He would meet them 
back in Galilee.

But Peter, in a show that he had 
great self-confidence, says that even 
if he were left alone he would never 
leave. Like many, Peter loves the 
Lord but remains self-reliant. “I will 
never leave you.” This shows the 
truth of I Corinthians 10:12, “There-
fore let him who thinks he stands take 
heed that he does not fall.” 

Jesus lowers the boom on Peter in 
verse 30. Jesus predicts that not only 
will Peter not stand with Jesus, but 
he will also deny Him. In fact, Peter 
will deny the Lord three times before 
the old rooster crows twice. I am not 
a chicken farmer, but I hear that the 
rooster crows once at midnight and 
again in the early morning, around 
three. Peter holds on to his stand that 
he would never deny the Lord, but 
then he adds, “even if I have to die 
with You.” The rest agree.

Rather quickly Peter has the op-

portunity to put his money where his 
mouth is. Jesus is taken into custody 
and brought before the religious 
leaders for an interrogation. Peter is 
in the courtyard. A woman is there, 
watching Peter. Matthew calls her 
“a maid.” John records that she is a 
“slave-girl who kept the door.” She 
observes as Peter stands by a fire 
trying to stay warm. She approaches 
him and makes an accusation. “You 
also were with Jesus the Nazarene,” 
she says. Surely his dialect gives him 
away. He is Galilean. Surely he is a 
follower of Jesus. She reports this 
to those who are standing around in 
the courtyard. It is time for Peter to 
shine and be true to his word (“I will 
never deny you”). Yet, he can’t do it. 
He cannot stay true His Lord. Just as 
Jesus predicted, three times Peter has 
the opportunity to stand up for Jesus 
and three times he denies Him. Ex-
asperated, Peter calls down a curse, 
a divine wrath on himself, if what he 
is saying is not true.

Three opportunities, three denials, 
and the rooster immediately crows 
(probably around 3:00 a.m.). Then 
something chilling happens. Luke 
says “the Lord turned and looked at 
Peter.” What look is in Jesus’ eyes? 
I think it is a look of sadness.

How many times has Jesus looked 
at us with sadness? Do we ever say 
we are not followers of Christ? Prob-
ably not. What about our silence? 
There are times when we can stand 
up for Jesus vocally but choose not 
to. Another way we deny Jesus is 
by not living up to our profession of 
faith. To deny the third person of the 
Godhead’s (the Holy Spirit) influence 
in your life is also to deny Jesus. After 
all, the Spirit is a gift from Jesus to 
help us live the Christian life.

Jesus said, “Therefore everyone 
who confesses Me before men, I 
will also confess him before My 
Father who is in heaven” (Matthew 
10:32). The common way to confess 
Christ is to publicly accept Him as 
Lord and Savior. To praise God and 
express thanksgiving publicly is 
another way to confess Christ. But 
perhaps the most critical way to 
confess Jesus is to live the Christian 
life. Be quick to give the Lord credit 
when people compliment the way 
you are living.

Stand up, stand up for Jesus! It is 
increasingly urgent that we stand up 
for what we believe. Decide now, is 
Jesus Lord? If He is, live for Him, 
serve Him, and talk about Him.
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Background of Text

Uniform Lesson
March 27, 2016

Mark 16:1-8

It is the central fact of the Christian faith. However, 
the only explanation is through revelation. The revela-
tion does not explain the process only the fact. One’s 
acceptance of the revelation depends on his acceptance 
of God. If He is greater than His creation, bringing all 

Eeriness hangs over the Sabbath 
after Jesus dies. We are introduced to 
women who came back to the tomb: 
Mary Magdalene, Mary the mother of 
James, and Salome. These same women 
were viewing the crucifixion from a 
distance (Mark.15:40). Although spices 
were applied to Jesus’ body at the time of 
burial, these women must have thought 
the spices were not enough. When the 
first day of the week dawned they made 
their way back to the tomb with more 
spices. The admiration given by another 
should not prevent us from showing our 
admiration.

The women waited for the sun to rise 
to light their way to the tomb of Jesus. 
As they walked, with heads hanging, 
they realized that a large stone sealed the 
entrance to the tomb. John points out that 
it was a “new tomb” (John 19:41). It was 
new in the sense that it had never been 
used. Mark tells us in 15:46 that the tomb 
was cut out of rock. This confirms that 
Joseph of Arimithea was a very wealthy 
man, for only royalty or wealthy people 
could afford to have their tombs carved 
out of rock. Poor men were buried in 
simple graves. The original language sug-
gests that not only was the tomb carved 
out of stone but that it was polished and 
highly developed. This was a grand and 
expensive place of burial. Isaiah proph-
esied that the Messiah would be buried 
in a rich man’s tomb (Isaiah 53:9). From 
all indications this was the expensive 
tomb for a rich man. The natural question 
for the women was “who will move the 
stone for us?” It was a huge stone. It was 
intended to secure the tomb and make it 
permanent. After the initial preparations 
of the body were complete to Joseph of 
Arimithea’s satisfaction, he (and anyone 
who was with him) rolled the large stone 
to the entrance. As the women got closer 
they looked up and to their astonishment 

into being simply by speaking it into existence and sustain-
ing it by His power He can bring back to life that which 
has died. Today, on Resurrection Sunday, the lesson will 
focus on the first realization that the resurrection of Jesus 
Christ happened.

the stone was already rolled from the 
entrance. Matthew tells us an angel did 
the work of rolling the stone away (28:2).

As the women entered the tomb, ex-
pecting to see the lifeless body of Jesus, 
they saw a young man in brilliant white. 
Matthew records this man’s being outside 
the tomb when the women arrived. Alford 
says, “to have gone in with them from 
without; only awaiting their arrival to 
accompany them into the hallowed spot, 
and instruct them about it.” The women 
were amazed.

The women’s emotions changed with 
the man’s words and what they saw. “Do 
not be amazed; you are looking for Jesus 
the Nazarene who has been crucified. He 
has risen; He is not here; behold, here 
is the place where they laid him” (verse 
6). In the midst of deep grief they were 
amazed. In the early morning they were 
expecting a sealed tomb, but found a tomb 
open. They expected to encounter nobody 
but were confronted with a divine being. 
Amazement and fear are natural responses 
when confronting the divine (Mark 4:41; 
5:15, 33; 6:50; 9:6; 10:32). 

They came to the tomb that should be 
closed but was now open. The body that 
should be in the tomb was not there. In 
the place where the body of Jesus should 
have been was a young man dressed in 
heavenly white robes. Now they hear that 
death that is so final is not final with Jesus. 
No wonder they were amazed.

The women could not sit for long to 
ponder what had happened. They were 
instructed to go tell Jesus’ disciples what 
they experienced. The man added to tell 
Peter too. These men who fled from Him 
during His arrest in the garden, and Peter 
who denied knowing Him three times are 
now assured that Jesus has forgiven them 
and will maintain the special relationship 
they had in spite of their failure in Jesus’ 

time of crisis. Peter was a changed 
man knowing that, despite his terrible 
fall, the risen Lord showed a special 
remembrance of him.

Jesus said in Mark 14:28 “But after I 
have been raised, I will go ahead of you 
to Galilee.” Verse seven of chapter 16 is 
fulfillment of these words. The man told 
them they would see Him. The Christian 
faith is dependent on eyewitnesses, not 
second-hand information. This is great 
news, but also a little unsettling. It is 
said two things are for sure – death and 
taxes. If Jesus was able to cheat death, 
what other things that are certain will 
become uncertain? Maybe they will find 
that the poor are blessed of God instead 
of the rich (Matthew 5:3). Maybe they 
will find that those who mourn find 
comfort and not be viewed as pitiful 
(Matthew 5:4). Maybe, just maybe, the 
meek rather than the aggressive will 
inherit the earth (Matthew 5:5).

The young man’s counsel to not be 
afraid had little effect on the women. 
They were afraid and said nothing to 
anyone. Other accounts say the women 
went to tell the disciples. Perhaps 
Mark’s gospel shows us we are all 
broken. The disciples were unfaithful 
to the Lord during His arrest and now 
the women are unfaithful in carrying the 
word of the resurrection.

What are the lessons this Resurrec-
tion Day?

• Always admire and obey Jesus.
• Be in awe of Deity.
• You are not too broken for God.
• Tell others about the victorious 

Jesus.
• One day, with Jesus, you too will 

cheat death.
• Rejoice, He is risen!
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Perhaps we should not even go near this topic again. This 
time, however, we focus on not the issue itself, but the report-
ing of the matter. In any case, don’t forget the old dictum about 
moths and flames. See that candle up ahead? Watch your wings 
as we take a look at . . .

We Report, So You Will Decide to Agree With Us
“Baker Knew Speaker Choice Was Unconventional”

Christian Standard, September 2015

This is a news story style item by Darrel Rowland, who ap-
pears now to be the CS main reporter. We are told that he is 
the public affairs editor at The Columbus Dispatch. That means 

he probably is a real reporter, or used to 
be before being an editor. Like much 
so-called reporting today, this “story” 
turns out to be another case of “we decide 
what to report so we can influence what 
you think” (just to put a twist on the Fox 
News “we report, you decide”). While 
there are two sides presented, one side 
is presented with a significantly posi-
tive bias, though it is subtle. There is an 
agenda being pressed in this article, and 
it is the agenda that is winning the day.

That agenda is women preachers. Without going into too 
much detail, this is the matter of women who expound the word 
of God to audiences that include adult men when the church 
gathers together. Just to remind ourselves, the Apostle Paul 
says in 1 Timothy 2:13, “I do not permit a woman to teach 
or to exercise authority over a man; rather, she is to remain 
quiet” (English Standard Version) and Paul then goes on to cite 
as reasons for this the order of creation, and the order of the 
first sin. There are, of course, 50 ways to leave your lover, and 
at least 550 reasons why Paul cannot possibly mean what he 
says here, or at least why we need not pay it much attention. It 
is like so many other matters where our culture conflicts with 
the Apostolic teaching. But that has been hashed over enough 
elsewhere.

With that as background, let’s look at the article in question. 
First comes the title. Was the play on the word “conventional” 
intentional? In any case, notice how even the title attempts to 
downplay the matter. The title could have been “Baker Knew 
Speaker Choice Was Biblically Questionable” or even “Baker 
Knew Speaker Choice Was Controversial.” But the choice 
was merely “unconventional.” So, since conventions can be 
changed, this is not a big deal.

The article begins by quoting Mike Baker, this year’s  (2015)
NACC president, “I did not set out to do radical stuff.” The 
“radical stuff” here was scheduling a woman preacher for a 
main session at the convention.

Americans are egalitarians. It is an impulse that had a seed 
in the very founding of this country, though the original idea 
was equality before God and thus before the law. But that was 
changed by some in a way that eventually developed into the 
idea that all people should be treated exactly the same, and 
that any deviation from this amounts to something near an 
injustice that is an insult to humanity. The modern version of 
“equality” is nearly incoherent and leads people and govern-
ments to conclusions and policies that are downright idiotic. 
But we cannot explore this general point here.

Instead, what we must recognize is that our culture can-
not accept 1 Timothy 2:13 because it is clearly a case of the 
kind of inequality that our culture detests. This has led most 
American denominations to reject this Scripture in practice 
and receive, some quite enthusiastically, women preachers. 
It began in church denominations and groups toward the 
“left” of the theological spectrum, and has been working its 
way across that spectrum ever since. Now, it has come to the 
North American Christian Convention, and those who run the 
Christian Standard have decided that it is a wonderful idea.

Meanwhile, independent Christian churches have not quite 
decided about this matter yet. But most are coming around 
to the way of thinking demanded by our culture, even if it 
is rejected by the Apostle Paul. But there are still holdouts, 
enough holdouts that a convention that needs their money 
and participation cannot yet just ignore them. The president 
of this year’s NACC is surely aware of this, as you can see in 
his statement quoted in the article about this matter:

“I’m an old-school Christian churcher, so I know full well 
that both my dad and my grandfather, who have passed on, 
would not approve of me [sic] having a woman speaker. But 
I’m also a word guy, and I’m also a Greek guy, and I also 
know the word kérussó that we translate as ‘preaching’ simply 
means to ‘publicly declare.’”

That is a statement worthy of a sly politician or a crafty 
used car salesman. It has nothing at all to do with whether 
or not women should preach to men. But that doesn’t matter, 
because it is disarming. The completely irrelevant appeal to 
the meaning of the word for “preaching” suggests that the 
only reason people would disagree is because they don’t 
know Greek. The author of the article did not have to create 
this quote, of course. But featuring it at the opening sets the 
tone for the whole article as a snow job.

In other words, Mike is saying that, while his dad and grand-
father would not approve (nod to the holdouts on women preach-
ing), Mike knows Greek, and the Greek word for “preaching” 
means to publicly declare. Move along folks, nothing to see 
here. We just had a woman publicly declare something at the 
NACC, and how can any sane person object to that? Anyway, 
Mike did not “set out” to do anything radical. It just sneaked 
up on him with a little help from the Greek. Mike knows better 
than his father and grandfather; presumably they simply did 
not know Greek like he does. If they had, surely they would 
have agreed with him. So don’t worry; all is fine at the NACC.

So since it really is not a big deal, and the convention was 
targeting a younger audience who mostly (according to Mike) 
“think it’s absurd we don’t have a woman preacher” then the 
case is closed. Greek and pop culture agree, and when those 
two agree, that’s game, set, and match.
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The article then does give a nod to the opposition with a 
sentence or two from Steve Kehrer of the University Heights 
Christian Church in Indianapolis. The little that is quoted 
from Steve here makes good points, but it is very brief. 
The author of the article sums it up this way: “Kehrer was 
echoing the concerns raised in blogs shortly after this year’s 
speaker lineup was announced in 2014, and the traditional 
view long espoused by those, such as Professor Jack Cottrell 
of Cincinnati (Ohio) Christian University.”

Did everyone catch that? The “reporter” who wrote the 
article lined up “based on Greek and absurd if you don’t 
do it” against “traditional.” We decide how to report so we 
decide how you should think. But wait, as the TV salesmen 
say, there’s more.

Most of the article was devoted to something of a bi-
ography of Jodi Hickerson, the speaker in question at the 
NACC, and that of Laura Buffington, who is a “teaching 
pastor” South Brook Christian Church in Miamisburg, Ohio. 
Hickerson is quoted at length, but here is a sample: “I feel 
like every time God opened the door for me to have an op-
portunity, instead of being a lot of resistance, there was a 
lot of ‘you should go for that,’ and I’m super grateful for 
that . . . Meeting other women, it’s been like, wow, I didn’t 
even know for a lot of the time that there was shame around 
certain giftedness or resistance or it had been hard.”

Again, notice what is juxtaposed in the article. A warm, 
“story” (and our culture loves a good story) about ladies, 
who are no doubt very nice and just being oppressed by 
men, on one side. How can anyone disagree with “it’s been 
like, wow”? On the other side, a short blog quote by one of 
those traditional, oppressing men and the mere mention of 
a professor, Jack Cottrell, who “espouses” that old, worn 
out, traditional view.

It appears that the NACC president and the women preach-
ers were interviewed for this article. On the other side, Kehrer 
only had a blog quoted, and Cottrell was just some ancient, 
traditional, ethereal background figure. My guess is that 
Cottrell would have supplied a quote if asked. Apparently, 
he was not asked. And no warm background story about 
how Kehrer and Cottrell came to their views. Did they have 
to struggle against our clearly feminist culture while being 
labeled oppressors of women? Is the deck now being stacked 
against them in some way for holding an unpopular view? 
We are not told, because no space in the article is devoted 
to their biography, which is a subtle way of suggesting that 
it is not important. We report, you decide?

Teaching pastor Laura Buffington even offers an answer 
for those musty, old traditionalists who think women should 
not be preachers when she is quoted as saying, “My new 
defense is, you’re right, I shouldn’t be doing this. And neither 
should you. None of us should. We are the perfect imperfect 
vessel for what God’s up to. And once I kind of make peace 
with that, I think I can go forward without pride or role get-
ting in the way of some cool stuff.”

There is an answer that does not even require any Greek. 
No one should be a preacher. So since no one should, anyone 
can, no matter what the Apostle Paul might say. We can only 
hope that the logic of this argument is not typical of teaching 

pastor Laura Buffington. But logic does not matter here. 
This meaningless quote from the female teaching pastor is 
presented in the article as a warm, fuzzy, “Wouldn’t you be 
ashamed even to attempt to answer this?” statement.

There is more in the article, but the lesson we are supposed 
to learn is clearly this: the days of thinking women cannot 
preach in Christian churches is over. The story of women’s 
lives, the demands of our culture, and even an irrelevant 
Greek word tell us so. And while there are still a few musty 
traditionalists holdouts in the hinterland, many important 
churches and people say those days are over. At this year’s 
NACC Jodi Hickerson even got, “encouragement before 
her NACC message from such megachurch leaders as Dave 
Stone of Southeast Christian Church in Louisville, Ken-
tucky, Gene Appel of Eastside Christian Church in Anaheim, 
California, and Tim Harlow of Parkview Christian Church 
in Orland Park, Illinois, last year’s NACC president.” The 
unstated message here is clear: bishops of some of the most 
important mini-denominations in the Christian church say 
“yes” to women preachers, and so should you out there in 
Podunkdom, especially because you probably don’t know 
Greek as well as they do.

Perhaps women speaking at a convention simply does not 
fall under the umbrella of what Paul is saying in 1 Timothy 
2:13. The context of Paul’s statement is what happens in 
the church. One might argue that a convention does not 
equal the church. We could talk about that. But it really 
does not matter for our point here. This article was written 
to put a good face on women who do preach in churches, 
and “important” people at churches who now think this is 
acceptable. At the Christian Standard, they decide what and 
how to report, and they have decided that women preaching 
to men is a good idea. Your job is simply not to read very 
carefully and quietly agree.

*Kent B. True is the alter ego of Harold N. Orndorff, Jr., a 
campus minister who has taught college and seminary courses in 
the fields of apologetics, philosophy, ethics, and logic. Find more 
Kent, if you can stand it, at http://www.kentsclubhouse.blogspot.
com - contact him at hnoii@hotmail.com.
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Lessons from the

Past

By mid-twentieth century three separate wings existed 
within a movement once committed to Christian unity 

based on a restoration of biblical authority. A separate Census 
Bureau listing of the Churches of Christ testified to the split. 
Congregations once cordial grew apart and issues separating 
them became sharply defined. Charge and counter-charge, 
in editorials and debate, drove the wedge deeper until fel-
lowship across “party lines” became nearly non-existent. 
For over 50 years neither segment made much of an effort 
to restore broken relationships.

Fissures between liberal and conservatives in the Disciples 
wing were so deep by the time of the Great Depression that 
de facto division existed. Comity agreements, open mem-
bership, and liberal scholarships created suspicion and deep 
dissatisfaction. Conservatives increasingly withdrew support 
from Disciples’ agencies, redirecting it to “direct support” 
missionaries or newly established ministries deemed faith-
ful to New Testament Christianity. Support or non-support 
of Disciples’ agencies became litmus tests of loyalty. The 
1940s and 50s saw litigation over church property aimed at 
those withdrawing support from Disciples’ organizations. 
Lawsuits dotted court dockets in Indiana, Ohio, and Iowa 
in particular, but other states saw similar action. 

In the mid-1950s, moved by strong ecumenical fervor, 
liberal Disciples began a “Decade of Decision” with the goal 
of constructing a complete denominational superstructure. 
That effort culminated in September 1968 with the approval 
of a Provisional Design for Restructure. With that action, 
division between liberals and conservatives was no longer 
de facto; it was real. 

Conservative and liberal Disciples alike between 1927 and 
1968 tried to maintain an appearance of unity. Most of those 
efforts merely frustrated leaders while the two segments 
remained at loggerheads. Once the Disciples completed 
restructure, conservatives attempted to renew communica-
tion with non-instrumental congregations. Smarting from 
an accusation that conservative Christian Churches and 
Churches of Christ no longer exhibited much interest in 
Christian unity, conversations began with leaders from the 
Churches of God (Anderson, Indiana) in the late 1980s. This 
chapter examines attempts to maintain brotherhood unity 
as well as gives attention to discussions with the Church of 
God (Anderson, Indiana).

Unity Efforts Within The Disciples
A reader considering the suspicion and controversy be-

tween liberal and conservative elements within the Disciples 
might get the idea that the liberal element wanted to drive 
their opponents from the brotherhood. That is simply wrong. 
There were radical liberals who said, “The train is on the 
track, either get on board or get out of the way.” At the same 
time there were more moderate and considerate leaders who 
hoped to maintain unity.
The Commission to Restudy the Disciples of Christ. 

In an effort to check a widening breach, the International 
Convention meeting in Des Moines, Iowa formed the Com-
mission to Restudy the Disciples of Christ. That commission 
represented a cross section of Disciple sentiment. Among 
them were Edward Scribner Ames and C.C. Morrison (liber-
als), Fred Kerschner and George A. Campbell (moderates), 
and P.H. Welshimer and W.E. Sweeney (conservatives). In 
subsequent years W.E. Garrison, J.H. Dampier, and Dean 
E. Walker, all of whom were theologically moderate or 
conservative, along with Orval Morgan and James DeForest 
Murch, both of whom were staunchly conservative, joined 
the commission.

The commission met three times a year, devoting two 
meetings to study and the third to business matters. Serious 
differences arose during these meetings but the commission 
tirelessly tried to define positions so they could be debated. 
Even before focusing on existing problems, the commission 
attempted to arrive at points of agreement, thereby empha-
sizing their common ground rather than their differences.

The commission’s first report of any consequence ar-
rived at the 1946 International Convention in Columbus, 
Ohio. The report stressed it would be unwise to think any 
one agency, convention, or benevolent enterprise could 
express the wishes of all churches. Commission members 
suggested congregations remain free to relate to each other 
as they thought best and to cooperate or not cooperate as 
they wished. In other words, the commission called for the 
brotherhood to “agree to disagree.” At the same time, the 
commission called for the International Convention and the 
North American Christian Convention to unite, thus present-
ing a unified front. By then it was too late!

In spite of the commission’s report, conservative congre-
gations continued to pull away, thinking it best to withdraw 
from those in error. Radical Disciples felt it was “an admis-
sion of wrongdoing to cave in to the conservatives.” Even 
while the commission worked on its proposals, the Disciples 
in 1942 elected as president of the International Convention 
an avowed proponent of open membership. Conservative 
members believed this undercut their efforts to maintain any 
semblance of unity. Edwin Errett pleaded with the brother-
hood to realize this election did not reflect the thinking of 
all Disciples. To prove his claim The Christian Standard 
conducted a “straw poll” showing more congregations disap-
proved of the election than approved it. Such events demon-
strated the strain upon the commission in is efforts to find 
common ground. It was always easier to diagnose causes of 
dissension than to prescribe a solution that brought healing.

In 1943 conservatives mounted an all-out attack on those 
seeking reconciliation. An ad hoc committee formed at The 
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Cincinnati Bible Seminary to wage war on liberals. Burris But-
ler, Orval Morgan, R.C. Foster, and Ard Hoven comprised the 
committee and they stood firmly opposed to reconciliation. A 
December 1943 issue of The Christian Standard said the periodi-
cal would be “a rallying center for all who believe implicitly in 
the authority of Christ as revealed to us in the divinely inspired 
New Testament Scriptures.”
Consultations on Internal Unity    

Renewed interest in the “internal unity” of Disciples began 
in 1959. In a meeting sponsored jointly by the Consultation on 
Christian Union and Phillips University, brethren called for the 
movement to “heal itself.” 

Professor James B. Carr of Manhattan Christian College invited 
ministers in Kansas and Oklahoma to consider reunification 
discussions. This call give rise to the formation of an ad hoc 
committee (the Restoration Movement has been good at forming 
ad hoc committees) comprised of James B. Carr, John Greenlee, 
Charles Gresham, Clifford Hauxwell, and T.O. Parish. From that 
committee came the first Consultation on Internal Unity. Consulta-
tion participants – at least 200 – gathered at Friends University in 
Wichita, Kansas June 2-3, 1959. Independents and Cooperative 
Disciples had nearly equal representation.

It is significant that leaders associated with Manhattan Chris-
tian College encouraged these meetings. Identifications such as 
“liberal” and “conservative” didn’t fit Disciples in Kansas and 
Oregon. Relationships between independent and cooperative 
Disciples continued unabated in these states – and a few others 
– well into the 1960s. Most congregations in Kansas and Oregon 
remained theologically and biblically conservative owing to the 
rural makeup of the population. Churches in Kansas, with few 
exceptions, opposed open membership but continued supporting 
Disciple agencies and ministries. Congregations opting for open 
membership or a more liberal theological bent existed in the 
cities of Topeka, Kansas City, and Wichita. Furthermore open 
membership churches in the Kansas City area were located in 
Missouri rather than Kansas and congregations in the other two 
cities were not large or influential.

A second consultation convened in Wichita’s Broadway Chris-

tian Church February 8-10, 1961. Presenters included Fred P. 
Thompson, who later became president of the Emmanuel School 
of Religion, Donald A. McGavran, the father of the modern 
church growth movement, James DeForest Murch, well-known 
editor of brotherhood journals, and Woody Phillips, long-time 
professor at Ozark Bible College and later president of San Jose 
Bible College. Topics included “Independent versus Coopera-
tive Mission Methodology,” “Local Church Autonomy,” and the 
“Nature of Church Membership.” A. Dale Fiers, president of the 
United Christian Missionary Society, spoke, but this was the last 
meeting when a high-ranking Disciple leader took part.

The third consultation met in Tulsa, Oklahoma in 1962. This 
meeting revealed the obvious: unity within the Disciples was 
not a high priority. Significantly, however, W. Carl Ketcherside 
from the non-instrumental churches gave the Bible lectures.

Disciples held four other consultations between 1963 and 
1966. The fourth met at Nashville’s Disciples of Christ Histori-
cal Society. The Christian Board of Publication in St. Louis 
was host to a consultation in 1964. The last Consultation of 
Internal Unity met in Enid, Oklahoma in 1966. By then the 
Disciples were well on their way to completing “Restructure” 
and by 1966 it was a done deal. Few cooperative Disciples cared 
about internal unity. Instead they focused their efforts at unity 
through merger with denominations participating in COCU. 
That proved fruitless as well!

(To Be Continued Next Month)
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in rural, southern Ohio, and has a heart for encouraging smaller con-
gregations and their leaders. Email: bethlehemchurch1@yahoo.com.

Words to Remember
 Some quotations seem to live on long after they were spoken. 

When we read or hear them our mind is immediately transported 
back in time to an historical event, a movie scene, or even a tele-
vision commercial.

Here are some examples from entertainment and advertising:
— “Go ahead, make my day.”
— “E.T., phone home.”
— “Bond. James Bond.”
— “To infinity and beyond!”

— “I’ll be back.”
— “My Mama always said life was like a 

box of chocolates; 
 you never know what you’re gonna get.”
— “Tomorrow is another day.”
— “You don’t know the power of the dark 

side.”
— “Where’s the beef?”
— “What’s in your wallet?”

 Many of you can immediately name the movie or consumer 
product, but none of these quotes is particularly life-changing.

A few quotes from politics and American life are infamous:
— “I am not a crook.”
— “I did not have sexual relations with that woman …”
— “Read my lips: no new taxes.”
— “If it doesn’t fit, you must acquit.”
 Others evoke powerful images:
— “Ask not what your country can do for you …”
— “Four score and seven years ago …”
— “December 7, 1941. A date that will live in infamy.”
— “An iron curtain has descended across the continent.”
— “Mr. Gorbachev, tear down this wall.”
— “I have a dream.”
— “That’s one small step for man, one giant leap for mankind.”
 Monumental words and times.
 Yet words of Scripture transcend even the most significant of 

human speeches and quotations. The earthly life of Jesus was 
bookended with two life-changing messages from angels. Both 
have eternal implications. Both call us to a fearless, living faith.

— “Do not be afraid. I bring you good news of great joy that 
will be for all the people.  Today in the town of David a Savior has 
been born to you; He is Christ the Lord” (Luke 2:11).

— “Do not be afraid, for I know that you are looking for Jesus, 
who was crucified. He is not here; he has risen, just as he said” 
(Matthew 28:5-6).

 Words to remember. Words to believe. Words to celebrate. 
Words that matter now and forever.

It Is His Cross
It is His cross that makes the claim;
no deity has loved the same.
It is His cross which sets apart
our God and His redeeming heart.

That dreadful tree, the sinner’s plea,
those outstretched arms for you and me.
A thorny wreath about His head,
nail splintered beams with blood stained red.

It is His cross which names Him Lord
who paid sin’s price we can’t afford.
It is His cross which sets at odds,
…the faultiness of other gods.
			   — JD Eident

Victory !
 Seven centuries before the tomb of Jesus was opened by the 

power of God, Isaiah illustrated the ultimate defeat of death 
through these powerful images:

 “On this mountain he will destroy the shroud that enfolds all 
peoples, the sheet that covers all nations; he will swallow up 
death forever. The Sovereign LORD will wipe away the tears 
from all faces; he will remove the disgrace of his people from 
all the earth. The LORD has spoken. In that day they will say, 
‘Surely this is our God; we trusted in him and he saved us. This 
is the LORD, we trusted in him; let us rejoice and be glad in his 
salvation’” (Isaiah 25:7-9).
(see also 1 Corinthians 15:54; Revelation 7:17; 21:4)

A Final Word
 “The message of Easter is that God’s new world has been 

unveiled in Jesus Christ and that you’re now invited to belong 
to it.”				               — N. T. Wright

When understood, grace 
can truly set us free. This 
resource will be one every 
Christian will want to in-
clude in his/her library. 
This book (over 400 pages) 
is by Dr. Jack Cottrell our 
foremost theologian.
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“Hold On”
Scrolling on line one day, I came across some attractive wind-

mills designed to be ornamental rather than functional, and I saw 
one that would fit my budget so I ordered it. I thought it would 
look nice by my front door, and that my great-grandchildren would 
enjoy it when they visited each week.

When it arrived, I lost no time in putting it together and setting 
it up. About five feet high, it was fashioned of black metal rods, 
with two wheels composed of a dozen spokes festooned with flat 
metal leaf shapes brushed with silver and gold metallic paint. It 
worked beautifully, and I was pleased.

My pleasure didn’t last long. To my dismay, the action of the 
spinning wheels caused the nuts holding them on to unscrew, 
and first one and then the other fell off. The fall bent some of the 
spokes, and the black nuts were almost impossible to find in the 
black mulch in the garden beneath the windmill. I tried again and 
again with no luck. You’ve heard the popular saying: “If it is sup-
posed to move and it doesn’t, use WD-40; if it moves and it isn’t 
supposed to, use duct tape.” Well, duct tape wouldn’t work for 
this job. I needed glue. All I had on hand was rubber cement and 
Elmer’s glue, which I didn’t think was strong enough, so I went 
to the big box store to look for some Gorilla glue. I’d never used 
it before, but I had seen the ads. At any rate, the glue worked! I 
glued on those nuts and they stayed glued. The wheels have been 
spinning merrily away now for weeks. I can see them through the 
window when I am sitting in my recliner, and seeing their action 
always cheers my heart.

As I watch it working in the way it is meant to, I think of how 
many lives start out as they should but then something happens 
and they go astray. They fall; they start up again only to fall some 
more. They get bent out of shape, important relationships are 
damaged or destroyed, and in too many instances wind up in the 
trash heap of life. But they can be rescued, repaired, and made to 
work correctly again if they will only trust the right one to make 
the repairs: the Lord Jesus who made them in the first place. Then, 
if they wish to remain in place, functioning as they should, they 
need to make use of the glue that will help them to hold on. That 
“glue” is the Word of God. 

“Thy word have I hid in my heart, that I might not sin against 
Thee” (Psalm 119:11). The whole Psalm is a marvelous tribute to 
the scriptures. We lose most of the poetic effect of this psalm due 
to the fact that it is a translation from the Hebrew. It is divided 
into sections, one for each letter of the Hebrew alphabet. If your 
translation has the terms “Aleph,” “Beth,” “Gimel,” “Daleth,” etc., 
think “A,B,C,D.” Each section has eight verses, and each verse (in 
Hebrew) begins with the letter that titles the section. 

In praising God’s word, David uses many different terms to de-
scribe them and define their use: law, testimonies, precepts, word, 

statutes, judgments, commandments, ordinances, promises. One 
of these words is found in all but three or four of the 150 verses 
of the Psalm. He speaks of:

meditating on them,
obeying them,
delighting in them,
teaching them,
walking in them,
keeping his eyes fixed on them, 
understanding them, 
longing for them, 
trusting them, 
revering them, 
hoping in them, 
loving them. 
These attitudes expressed by David reveal why he is called 

“a man after God’s own heart.” 
This is not Bibliolatry; God is the One we worship, but His 

word reveals His mind, His will, and His purpose for mankind. 
He reveals His power and divinity in His creation, but only 
His word tells us of His love for us, and what He desires of 
us. Through His word He reveals His plan of salvation, and it 
is through words that He communicates all of these things. As 
Peter says: “His divine power has granted to us all things that 
pertain to life and godliness… therefore, brethren, be the more 
zealous to confirm your call and election, for if you do this you 
will never fall” (2 Peter 1:3,10). “For we share in Christ, if only 
we hold our first confidence firm to the end” (Hebrews 3:14). Be 
the blessed man whose... “delight is in the law of the Lord, and 
on his law he meditates day and night” (Psalm 1:2).

In the Lamb,
Maxine
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Jesus said, “Upon this rock I will build my Church and the gates 
of Hades will not overpower it” (NAS). 
The song writer, Timothy Dwight, wrote, “I love thy kingdom 

Lord, the House of thy abode. The church our blessed Redeemer 
saved, with his own precious blood.” 

There are many reasons today why we all should love the 
Church, the body of Christ. “The pillar and support of the truth” 
(1 Timothy 3:15 NAS).

Encased in the Church is the truth that God wants the world 
to know. If the church does not preach the message of truth, the 
world will never hear it. 

If the truth is polluted with falsehoods, it is as dangerous as 
poison in drinking water. If we are to have strong congregations of 
disciples, then we must have pure doctrine. So it is important for 
us to know and preach the truth of what God’s word is teaching.

In the Restoration Movement we have long said that in mat-
ters of opinion we should have liberty. However, if there is a 
clear teaching in scripture, a clear statement made by Christ 

or an Apostle, that should be what we hold as a 
matter of faith.

All effort should be made to keep doctrine pure 
and free of man’s opinion and certainly false-
hoods. When I am thirsty, I want water; fresh, 
clean, and unpolluted water. If doctrine is polluted 
with falsehoods, no matter how sincere, it is no 
longer God’s truth. 

Pillars are used in buildings to support the 
structure. The truth supports the church. Without 
truth the whole structure falls apart. If the body 

falls apart souls will be lost. 
One reason the gates of Hades can’t prevail against the church 

is that it is protected and supported by the truth of God.
Romans 1:18 warns us not to suppress the truth.
1 Timothy 2:3-4 tells us that God wants “all men to be saved 

and to come to a knowledge of the truth.” (This truth comes from 
God through the church.)

John writes in 3 John 4, “I have no greater joy than this, to 
hear of my children walking in truth” (NAS).

In Jeremiah 37:17 King Zedekiah ask, “Is there a word from 
the Lord?” 

Then in 2 Kings 3:11 King Jehoshaphat asked, “Is there not a 
prophet of the Lord here?” 

These questions seem appropriate for today’s world. In truth, 
these questions have been appropriate since the days of Adam 
and Eve. 

If you listen, you might get the idea that the abandonment of 
truth has just happened in the last twenty years. We punctuate 
our church talk with statements like, “No sir, they don’t preach 
like they used to twenty years ago.” “All this stuff wouldn’t be 
happening if some of those old-time preachers were still alive.” 

Let’s face the facts: Satan has been polluting God’s truth since 
he said to Adam and Eve, “You surely will not die” (Genesis 3:4 
NAS). False prophets, wicked kings, and unfaithful leaders have 
been changing the truth of God’s word since time began. 

It still goes on today. Congregations and leaders across the na-
tion are changing the clear teaching of God for several different 
reasons. Some may think it’s for the best. “After all,” they would 
say, “we live in a different time, things have changed. We need 
to do this in order to reach more people.” However, if we are not 
reaching them with God’s truth, we aren’t really reaching them. 

What does it matter if you have large numbers of people in at-
tendance if what they are hearing is not truth? What favor have 
you done them?

When we hear the truth we know what is expected. We may 
not always like what we hear but, if it is truth, we can make the 
necessary changes in order to be saved. 

The truth when preached helps us understand better the will of 
God. That way we can grow in grace and truth. We can mature 
into being the Church God wants us to be.
__________________
Tony can be reached at: tonycra@att.net
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The CRA Today

2016
Bible Research Conference........................................ April 22-23

(Marietta, OH)
Contact: www.ohiobrc.org

Spring Clinic..................................................................May 17-19
(Hillsboro, OH)

Contact: p2pm_office@yahoo.com

Preaching Camp............................................................May 19-21
(Hillsboro, OH)

Contact: p2pm_office@yahoo.com

Hanging Rock Spring Family Camp.......................... June 10-12
(West Lebanon, IN)

Contact: gary baker@hangingrock.org

PA. Family Camp Meeting.......................................... June 19-23
(Hyndman, PA)

Contact: Chad Fatula 276-733-3360

New York Family Camp............................................... July 15-18
(Dansville, NY)

Contact: 585-507-5040

Hillsboro Family Camp................................................ July 25-28
(Hillsboro, OH)

Contact: p2pm_office@yahoo.com

Restoration Destination..........................................November 7-9
(North Myrtle Beach, SC)

Contact: billw43@sccoast.net

The CRA has always been interested in helping 
to develop leadership. This is why in 1924 the CRA 
started The Cincinnati Bible Seminary.

In 1945, Perry Baldwin, of Creswell, NC, organized 
The Christian Bible Institute. In 1966, this became part 
of the CRA’s ministry of training people through cor-
respondence classes. Jim Nichols is the CBI director. 
Contact the CRA for more information.

Also in the 1960s Pearl Willis travelled the country 
conducting Elders and Deacons Seminars. Over 6,000 
men were trained that first year. 

Today the CRA’s director conducts a 7-hour Leader-
ship Seminar that has been taught in 13 states. It can be 
taught to one congregation or several congregations at 
once.  Call the CRA and schedule your “God’s Man” 
seminar.


