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The letters of the apostle Paul might well be classi-
fied as appeal or as appeals for Christian unity. The 
church had been in existence only a short while until 

ambitious men entered into the fold and began at once to 
pervert the gospel or to change the order of the church, thus 
creating dissention and division in the divinely appointed 
body of Christ.

The Judaizers, with whom Paul exchanged many words 
and many arguments, were one group of persons who found 
themselves at odds with the gospel Paul had been appointed 
to preach to the gentiles. They proclaimed the heresy that a 
man must first become a Jew in order to become a Chris-
tian. Paul fought this concept and gained for the world a 
universal Christianity, eliminating it as an ordinary Jewish 
sect, as the Judaizers conceived. 

Another group, the one Paul is dealing with in the letter 
to the Colossians, were known as the Gnostics. They got 
their name from the Greek word Gnosis, which means 
knowledge. They claimed to have a special revelation of 
knowledge which was not given to anyone else. Thus they 
were the ones who had the information, the gnosis, and 
therefore were called by that term.

In Corinth another sort of division may be noted. Though 
it is related to the first, yet it is carried out much farther. 
Some of the people were attaching human names to them-
selves or naming groups after their favorite preachers. 
They said: “We are of Paul or we are of Apollos or we are 

of Cephas.” Paul was not long in putting them right and 
attaching the right concept to their thinking.

Still another perversion was known or became known as 
Antinomianism. They conceived of their spiritual lives as 
unattached or unrelated to their physical lives. They had 
perfect spirits, though their bodies often got into difficulty. 
They claimed that what their bodies did was not to be blamed 
upon their spirits, since their spirits lived in the realm of 
perfect holiness.

These are only a few of the things that came up in the 
early church. We could go on and name others, but we 
name these only to show you that Christian Unity became 
the plea of the church even before the end of the apostolic 
age. THEIR PLEA WON!!!

Of all the statements of Paul concerning the matter of 
unity, the fifth verse of the fourth chapter of Ephesians 
is perhaps the most concise statement of the essentials of 
Christian Unity. I think we need to look no farther for the 
statement of these essentials: “One Lord, one faith, one 
baptism.”

ONE LORD – 
WHOSE AUTHORITY ALL ACKNOWLEDGE:

This is a sound military policy – the unrelated activity of 
a group or groups fighting in various fields of battle will 
not win the battle. But, if you unite them under a supreme 
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“one Lord, one faith, one baptism,” Ephesians 4:5
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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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“See Something, Say Something!”
We’ve certainly heard that slogan quite a bit in the last few years. It has been 

promoted as a way of getting everyone involved in the fight against terrorism. 
The slogan may have started in some big city where people often have the idea 
of non-involvement.

Non-involvement expresses itself in many different ways. Many will remember 
the line made famous by Sgt. Schultz in Hogan’s Heroes, “I see nothing.” He 
had seen everything, but would not admit it.

A current expression of the same thing is, “It’s not my circus and not my 
monkey.” In other words, I have no investment so I will not get involved.

Others might say, “Don’t rock the boat.” I have been in a boat that was taking 
on water and the mere process of bailing out the water will cause more rocking 
to take place.

The French have a word for it, “laissez-faire.” That means to let things take 
their own course without interfering or, “Let people do as they choose.”

Of course, this whole idea began with Cain and his infamous expressed 
thought, “Am I my brother’s keeper?” (In case you don’t know, the answer to 
that is: “No, you are your brother’s brother.”)

Dietrich Bonhoeffer, the German minister who was involved in trying to stop 
Hitler, made this famous comment: “First they came for the Communists, but I 
was not a Communist so I did not speak out. Then they came for the Socialists 
and the Trade Unionists, but I was neither, so I did not speak out. Then they 
came for the Jews, but I was not a Jew so I did not speak out. And when they 
came for me, there was no one left to speak out for me.” He was imprisoned 
and executed by the Nazis. 

Bonhoeffer also said, “If you board the wrong train, it is no use running along 
the corridor in the other direction.” (I’m including this simply because I like 
the picture it paints.)

I don’t think that we were ever made to “just get along.” People today like to 
quote “iron sharpens iron” from Proverbs 27:17. The entire verse says: “Iron 
sharpens iron, and one man sharpens another.” That is a verse full of meaning 
but to quote it glibly often misses what Solomon was saying. If one takes a dull 
knife and throws it into a drawer with a dozen sharpeners and leaves it there 10 
years and then comes back, that knife will still be dull and maybe even duller 
because of rust. In order for a knife to be sharpened, there must be a putting 
together in the proper way of iron to iron. For sharpening to take place, there 
will be friction. In that process, the dull edge is sharpened.

Teaching and preaching is necessary because something is wrong. Either 
knowledge is incomplete or life action does not measure up. There will always 
be friction in teaching and preaching. It may not be full-blown and noticeable, 
but it will be there. We are meant to interact with one another and help each 
other. God’s Word has been given to help us: “For the word of God is living and 
active, sharper than any two-edged sword, piercing to the division of soul and 
of spirit, of joints and of marrow, and discerning the thoughts and intentions 
of the heart. And no creature is hidden from his sight, but all are naked and 
exposed to the eyes of him to whom we must give account” (Hebrews 4:12-13).

The Great Commission is a challenge and command to get involved with 
people and stop them from traveling to eternity on the wrong road. The com-
mand there (Matthew 28:19) is to “make disciples.”
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commander, whose duty it is to coordinate efforts, the 
victory will be won. Waste of material and effort will be 
avoided. This has been proven again and again all through 
history. It is also a sound policy for divided Christendom, 
too. As long as the various religious groups owe allegiance 
to so many heads and authorities, we cannot have union 
or unity. We cannot have a victory over evil in the world. 
Denominational allegiance must be smashed. We must 
interest Christians in the building, NOT of a denomina-
tion but in the building of the Kingdom of Christ in the 
construction of the church of Christ in the spread of the 
gospel of God.

But at once the question arises, WHO WILL BE AU-
THORITY? Will it be under the Pope of Rome? Will it 
be under the system of Presbyterianism? Will it be under 
the system of Methodism? Will it be under the system of 
Episcopalianism? Will it be under the system of Luther-
anism? No!! It cannot be under any of these systems of 
men!! The authority under which Christians unite will 
never nor can it ever be a man or human. We can unite 
only under divine authority.

Under whose authority could we better unite than him 
who said: “All authority hath been given unto me in 
heaven and in earth?” No one is more worthy and no one 
could gain the allegiance of all but him. “God hath made 
this same Jesus both Lord and Christ.” Thus, Jesus is the 
choice of God himself as the authority in the Kingdom, 
as the head of the church and as the ONE to whom all 
must bow.

ONE FAITH – WHICH ALL MUST CONFESS:
This is our second essential of Christian unity. It again 

is a must if Christian unity is to be. The world has many 
faiths: Buddhism, Mohammedanism, Brahmanism, Con-
fucianism, Shintoism, Judaism, Zoroastrianism, etc. etc. 
etc. BUT the ONE FAITH Paul speaks of and the one 
we speak of here is none of those mentioned. The ONE 
FAITH is faith in our ONE LORD. Says Paul in Romans, 
“if thou shalt confess with thy mouth Jesus as Lord, and 
shalt believe in thy heart that God raised him from the 
dead, thou shalt be saved.” (10:9) Confess Jesus as Lord, 
believe that God has raised Him from the dead. These are 
the conditions of being saved.

The one faith of which we speak is the faith of the church 
of the New Testament; the faith confessed by Peter; the 
faith confessed by the Eunuch; and the faith required 
of those coming to Jesus. It can be NO LESS than this. 
One faith on this basis is impossible someone says. It 
is hopeless to look for all to believe alike. This, I think, 
is baseless opinion. Jesus came to unify the faith of the 
world. We have departed because we have departed from 

Him because we have inserted our opinions and because 
we have not submitted to Him. 

Paul pleads for unity in the church by the possession of 
THE ONE FAITH. Certainly all will agree that unity of 
faith is essential to Christian unity. “How can two walk 
together except they be agreed?” The answer is they can-
not. Agreement in essential faith is essential to unity. The 
promises and the hope of the church are based in the faith 
of the New Testament. There is no other faith which all 
will confess but this faith.

ONE BAPTISM – TO WHICH ALL SUBMIT:
I know there are those who deny this is essential but 

the importance of this ordinance of Christ which holds an 
important place in every conversion recorded in the New 
Testament upholds this fact and proves them wrong. I do 
not uphold this as essential from my standpoint, because 
I say it is so, but Jesus Christ is my Lord and master and 
what he says I must do. So, I submit to His will regarding 
baptism (immersion) because my Lord commands it and 
says it is for the forgiveness of my sins and of your sins. 
I think baptism (immersion) is essential to unity because 
through it we all become ONE BODY. Through it we 
come into the fellowship of the spirit, we participate in 
ONE HOPE and we share a common interest in the love 
and protection of ONE GOD.

Isaac Errett said long ago: “One baptism stands along 
with one Lord, and one faith among the essentials of 
Christian unity. We may no more ignore it or pervert it than 
we may ignore or pervert the one Lord or one faith. If we 
consent to disregard it, we disregard one of the divinely 
recognized essentials of Christian unity and fellowship, 
and to that extent preach another gospel.” To this I whole-
heartedly agree. It is difficult to see how anyone could not.

Paul pointed it out as essential. He saw the necessity 
of baptism in conversion and he saw its abandonment 
endangered unity, so he proclaimed, “one Lord, one faith, 
one baptism.” It must be contended with – here is baptism 
in the Scripture – mentioned, proclaimed, and preached 
as essential to conversion and as essential to unity. Now, 
those who want to be converted or those who hope for 
unity must see it as essential to that unity.

It must be concluded then that the essentials to Christian 
unity are ONE LORD, ONE FAITH, ONE BAPTISM. 
Nothing less will do!

Essentials of Christian Unity

____________________
The late Harold W. Ford was a professor who taught in many of our 
Bible Colleges. This article first appeared here in October 2008.
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In the early summer of 1809, Thomas Campbell stood up at 
meeting in the home of Abraham Altars near Washington, 
Pennsylvania, and exclaimed, “Where the Scriptures speak, 

we speak; and where the Scriptures are silent, we are silent.” It 
is the principle that launched the Restoration Movement.

A few months later Campbell wrote a document, THE DEC-
LARATION AND ADDRESS, that many refer to as “the con-
stitution of the Restoration Movement.” It affirms that the Bible 
is the only rule of faith and practice for Christians; that nothing 
should be considered an article of faith or a test of fellowship 
that is not as old as the New Testament. It was another way of 
saying “speak where the Scriptures speak and be silent where 
the Scriptures are silent.”

Barton Warren Stone led a group in the west who called 
themselves Christians only. He was known as the intellectual 
leader of the reformation in the west. There was a unity meeting 
in Lexington, Kentucky, over the New Year’s holiday in 1832 
where Stone and the Christians in the west met with the Reform-
ers in the east represented by Raccoon John Smith. Smith arose 
and spoke. He said:

“Let us no longer be Stonites or Campbellites; New Lights or 
Old Lights; or any other kind of lights, but let us follow the Bible 
and the Bible only that will give us all the light we will need.”

Stone extended his hand to Smith and many look upon that 
handshake as the real beginning of the movement. It was an 
affirmation of the principle, “speak where the Bible speaks, be 
silent where the Bible is silent.”

Alexander Campbell assumed leadership of the movement 
and took the principle into a new dimension that I believe to be 
the genius of the movement. He said we must go back beyond 
Luther and Calvin, beyond Augustine TO THE CHURCH THAT 
WAS GIVEN . . . GIVEN TO THE APOSTLES IN THE NEW 
TESTAMENT TO SHAPE AND FORM. Restore the church that 
was “given,” then we have the foundation upon which to discuss 
Christian unity on the basis of the Bible.

It was an idea whose time had come. But it went back to his 
father’s assertion, “Speak where the Bible speaks and be silent 
where it is silent.” 

THE PROBLEM WITH BE SILENT
WHERE SCRIPTURE IS SILENT

Then the principle “speak where Scriptures speak, and be 
silent where the Scriptures are silent” presented a problem, or 
at least the latter part of it, “be silent where the Scriptures are 
silent.” Some interpreted “silence” to mean prohibition, others 
interpreted it as liberty, or permission. The prohibition led some 
to say there is no explicit command or approval present for 

musical instruments in the Lord’s Day worship and held it as a 
test of fellowship, and for some even a salvation issue. It led to 
a formal division in 1906 when the United States census listed 
two separate groups.

It is my conviction that the Civil War precipitated the division 
or, at least, exacerbated it. We cannot conceive the trauma of that 
war. It was a war between the North and the South. It pit brother 
against brother, even father against son. More soldiers were killed 
at Gettysburg, one battle, than all in the Vietnam war; more boys 
from Indiana, a state far removed from the battles, lost their lives 
than did American boys in Vietnam. Sherman marched to the 
sea with a “scorched earth” policy; burn the crops, confiscate 
livestock, tear down barns, leave nothing to support Confederate 
troops. Sheridan did the same thing in the west.

 A deep bitterness ensued and some of it still lingers. An unusual 
boy was riding a horse across the Milligan campus when I was 
a student there. A professor asked, “Smiley, why are you riding 
the horse?” He replied, “The South’s going to rise again and I’m 
leading the cavalry.” If you don’t believe the antipathy continues, 
read bumper stickers on pick-up trucks in Georgia.

The lingering antipathy has demographic implications for our 
movement. Northeast Tennessee, where Milligan is located, was 
Union during the Civil War; Lincoln’s Vice President, Andrew 
Johnson, was from Greeneville, Tennessee, just few miles from 
campus; the first abolitionist journal was not published in Boston 
but Jonesborough, county seat of Washington County. Look at 
Tennessee today: Northeast Tennessee is Republican, Union, 
and Christian Church; everything east is Democrat, Confeder-
ate, and a cappella Church of Christ. Church of Christ strength 
is Nashville south and west, while Christian Church strength is 
solidly Midwest – Ohio, Indiana, Illinois, Kentucky, and Missouri.

It was “boom times” in the north following the war. Christian 
Churches prospered and gained respectability. James A. Garfield, 
an ordained Christian Church minister, was elected president, and 
he had been a general in the Union army, a hero at Chickamauga. 
Northern churches began to build large edifices and some wanted 
to put musical instruments in them, as in the case of Broadway 
Church, in Lexington, Kentucky, where John W. McGarvey was 
a member. McGarvey said, “If you put the instrument in the 
building, I will leave.” It made the front page of the newspaper. 
The congregation voted overwhelmingly to include it. McGarvey 
kept his word and joined the Locust Street Church of Christ. But 
he did not make it a test of fellowship; he participated in Chris-
tian Church conclaves and when he died he was buried from the 
Broadway Church.

The South was devastated following the war. David Lipscomb 
chided the Northern churches for not helping the Southern 

WHERE THE SCRIPTURES SPEAK, 

WE SPEAK. 

WHERE THE SCRIPTURES ARE SILENT,

WE ARE SILENT!

Marshall Leggett
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churches. He began the Gospel Advocate, saying he wanted a 
journal that would not hurt the feelings of Southern people when 
they read it.

The Southern churches generally adopted a position for a 
cappella music based on the principle, “Where the Scripture is 
silent.” There are several defenses offered for a cappella music 
only. The Scriptural root of the position comes from Ephesians 
5: 18-21 where it says “singing and making melody in your 
heart to the Lord.” Years ago a book was written to show that 
the Greek word “psallo” had evolved to the place that it meant a 
cappella music only. That has been thoroughly discredited. Many 
manuscripts, contemporary with the New Testament church and 
beyond, show the word meant singing with accompaniment of 
an instrument. The context of the Scripture verses does not lend 
itself to a cappella music. Verses 18-21 in the old King James 
Version are one sentence. There are four other admonitions in 
it: “be not drunk with wine;” “be filled with Spirit;” “giving 
thanks always;” “submitting yourselves to one another;” none 
of which have anything to do with the Lord’s Day assembly. Don 
Dewelt suggested that he saw no New Testament precedent for 
congregational singing at all, 1 Corinthians 14:26 and James 5:13 
being solos, messages in music.

A second defense of a cappella music only that comes from 
“silence” says there is no approved precedent for the use of the 
musical instrument in the New Testament and that makes it 
an unwarranted innovation. It is true that there is no approved 
precedent for using the musical instrument in the Lord’s Day 
worship. However, there are other unwarranted innovations used 
in a cappella churches. We have a television program that comes 
to us in Ft. Worth from an a cappella church in Oklahoma every 
Sunday morning. It uses the same theme song every week that 
is obviously taped. There are ten or twelve of their best singers 
standing before the camera holding song books, an aid to worship 
without approved precedent. Alexander Campbell said that an 
organ in worship is like a cow bell in a symphony. But he also 
said he had rather see an organ in worship than a song book with 
shaped notes. There is no New Testament precedent for church 
buildings. At least six times it says “they met from house to 
house” or “in the house,” obvious precedents. There is a group 
of a cappella house churches that hold it as a test of fellowship.

There is the argument that “the expression of thing excludes 
all other others.” Singing in Ephesians does not mention the in-
strument and therefore it must be excluded. That is a dangerous 
rule. Paul said “take a little wine for the stomach’s sake,” does 
that mean you can’t take Maalox? James said when you are sick, 
“call the elders to pray and anoint you with oil,” does that mean 
you can’t go the doctor? 

Prohibition from silence strains the Scripture and has proven 
factious. I ministered in Lynn, Indiana, population only 1166 
and it had two Churches of Christ, First Church of Christ and 
the North Church, very small and isolated. Our ushers were 
instructed that if strangers walked through the door, saw the 
organ and started to back out, they were to be told to go back to 
the intersection, turn left and they would find the North Church. 
The North Church did not allow an instrument in the building 
but for weddings they put a piano in the bed of a truck, drove 
the truck up to the side of the building, opened a window, and 
played the wedding march.

They tell of a church in Oklahoma that divided and then built 

a wall down the center of the auditorium. One group worshipped 
on one side, the other group on the other side. The issue? A cup 
must have a handle.

Prohibition from silence has proven factious. A cappella 
churches have a number of divisions who will not fellowship with 
each other: there is the Mainline majority; and those who will not 
support the radio/television program of the Mainline group and 
are called the “Antis;” there is the anti-Sunday group that will not 
break out into classes because it says “they came together;” the 
Pre-millennial churches that have been ostracized; there are the 
in-house churches; and the one-cuppers who pass the cup from 
lip-to-lip because the New Testament says repeatedly “the cup;” 
and maybe now the “handle-cuppers.” Prohibition from silence 
strains the Scripture and becomes divisive.

There seem to be three prevailing a cappella attitudes toward 
those of us in the Christian Churches/Churches of Christ: (1) 
The hardliners want nothing to do with us. The Gospel Advocate 
strongly opposed the Restoration Forums that sought rapproche-
ment with a cappella churches. Milligan hosted a Forum on 
campus and wrote the president of Lipscomb College to have a 
prayer. I did not hear from him so I called. He declined saying, 
“I will not attend. The Forums are more divisive than uniting.” 
(2) There is another group that has begun to use instruments in 
worship. The North Richland Hills Church is the largest a cappella 
congregation and is in a suburb of Ft. Worth. It has a Saturday 
night service and one Sunday morning service with instrumental 
music. The Church of Christ in San Antonio, where Max Lucado 
ministered, now has instrumental music in the Lord’s Day wor-
ship. There are others who have followed suit. (3) There is a third 
group, and I believe a large one, who do not want the instrument 
but who do not hold it as a test of fellowship and are open to rap-
prochement. The Christian Churches in southwestern Virginia 
rented a school building for a four-day meeting and tried to kill 
me. They had me do a Restoration Father at the beginning of the 
evening, then during the song service I dressed, and came back 
to preach a sermon. A minister there the first night could not wait 
to come back the second night. I think I had done Barton Warren 
Stone. He had had a ninety-one-year-old woman with him and 
on the way home she said, “I did so much more enjoy that first 
preacher than I did the second one.” He could not wait to come 
back and tell me.

The first night an elder from an a cappella church came, the 
second night he brought two elders with him, the third night they 
asked to meet with the ministers. We retired to a church and the 
elder said, “We are hungry for fellowship. We don’t want the in-
strument. If you come to our place you will not find one. But we 
want our children to go to your service camp and we want to be 
a part of your area men’s group. We are hungry for fellowship.”

We must continue reaching out to the a cappella churches. They 
are good people, and we must reach out to them with Peter’s 
admonition, “with gentleness and respect . . .” (1 Peter 3:15).

A PROBLEM WITH SPEAK WHERE THE 
SCRIPTURES SPEAK

Theological Modernism (Liberalism) struck our people at the 
beginning of the twentieth century. It called into question the 
authoritative nature of Scripture and sought to humanize Jesus. 
Harry Emerson Fosdick was the most articulate liberal preacher, 

WHERE THE SCRIPTURES SPEAK, WE SPEAK.
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ministering to the Park Avenue Church, New York City. He said, 
“Of course I do not believe in the Virgin Birth or in that old-fash-
ioned substitution doctrine of atonement, and do not know of any 
intelligent minister who does.” Francis J. McConnell, president 
of the Federal Council of Churches wrote: “Critics point out to 
us that in the early days of the church it was quite common even 
in popular thought to deify a man . . . is not this tendency to deify 
Jesus more heathen than Christian?”

My college basketball team visited Johnson Bible College 
and we attended chapel. President R. M. Bell spoke and he was 
livid. He lifted his clinched fists above his head and said, “He 
called the cross an inconsequential irrelevancy.” I did not know 
what an inconsequential irrelevancy was, but it was plain that it 
upset President Bell. He had gone to a conference where a liberal 
speaker had said the cross of Christ means nothing. That strikes 
at the heart of the Gospel message.

Modernism began to make inroads into the Christian Churches 
when ministers went up East for their seminary education and 
brought it back with them to the Midwest. It culminated in what 
is called “The Lexington Controversy” on the campus of the 
College of the Bible in that city. John W. McGarvey, President 
of the College, was incensed by the inroads of Modernism and 
wrote article after article in the CHRISTIAN STANDARD calling 
it “the new infidelity.”

McGarvey died in 1911 and his successor, R. H. Crossfield, 
began to call Liberal professors. (One was named “Snoddy”; I 
think that is a good name for a Liberal.) Students began to hear 
strange things in class: “We must give up immersion as baptism 
for the sake of Christian union;” “I am a hard evolutionist;” “The 
men who wrote the New Testament were inspired, and not their 
writings;” “Revelation did not cease with the Bible, but continues 
in the great hymns of today.”

A student named Battenfield wrote a letter to three hundred 
ministers accusing professors of teaching “destructive criticism” 
that resulted in a trustees meeting to investigate. The meeting 
lasted five days and resulted in a complete victory for the Liberals. 
Mark Collis, Chairman of the Board and minister of the Broadway 
Church, resigned in protest and several professors left. It was May 
7, 1917, a landmark date in the history of the Christian Churches. 
The banners were unfurled and you were called to stand beneath 
either one banner or the other, liberal or conservative.

Modernism swept across the movement like a high tide. I at-
tended the funeral of P. H. Welshimer where W. R Walker spoke. 
He said speaking of Welshimer, “We stood back-to-back in the 
conventions trying to stem the mounting tide of Modernism.” 
But the mounting tide of Modernism could not be stopped. Ev-
ery accredited college and seminary was swept away in its tide. 
These were such schools as Texas Christian, Butler, Phillips, 
Bethany, and Hiram. Of the colleges in 1917, only three survived: 
Minnesota Bible College, Johnson Bible College which tried to 
serve both groups as long as it could, and Milligan. Milligan was 
suspect. President Derthick wrote to the CHRISTIAN EVANGE-
LIST saying, “Milligan wants to be a Christian College but not 
a Christian Church college.” That later changed. Burris Butler, 
editor of the CHRISTIAN STANDARD, said to me that it seemed 
to him that at the time that only a remnant was left.

The cleavage was bitter. The remnant was called “out of step, 
behind the times . . . ignorant.” Churches had to go to court to 

decide ownership of property. Did it belong to the denomina-
tion or local congregation? It split families. It split my family. 
My father was removed as an elder, dismissed as Sunday school 
superintendent, black-balled by the Masons Lodge, when lodges 
were not an issue. My brother became a Disciples minister. At the 
present time all my family is Disciples. I tell them I am the only 
one who escaped.

Tom Brokaw wrote a book entitled THE GREATEST GENERA-
TION. It was the generation that came out of World War I, endured 
the Great Depression and World War II. If I were to write a book 
entitled THE GREATEST GENERATION OF THE RESTORATION 
MOVEMENT, it would be the generation before mine. They were 
called “out-of-step,” but they dug in their heels, kept the course, 
and saved the faith. Without that generation we would not be 
here for this Symposium. The remnant went to work re-digging 
some old wells of living water. It used three tools with which to 
dig: (1) it started Christian Service Camps for the inspiration of 
youth. My ministry, for whatever it is worth, is a product of the 
Christian Service Camp; (2) it started Bible colleges to prepare 
a ministry; (3) and it founded a publishing house that produced 
literature true to the Bible. With the living water from the old wells 
it revived the body.

It grieves me when I see what has happened to the Disciples. 
They have lost up to 30% of their membership; their influence has 
dwindled; they have one of the highest age levels of any denomina-
tion. A group of conservative Disciples put a motion on the floor of 
their Assembly that the Bible is not the only source of revelation but 
is the leading source of revelation. The motion was tabled and has 
never come off the table. The next year the group made a motion 
that Jesus is the only name given among men whereby we may be 
saved. It, too, was tabled and has never come off the table. They 
adopted the Social Gospel and a friend of mine visited an Assembly 
where they were giving away condoms. Their leadership is poised 
to merge with the United Church of Christ but hesitates because it 
knows it will produce a large exodus. The United Church of Christ 
ordains homosexuals and approves gay marriages.

Dr. Ronald Osborn was Chairman of the Church History Depart-
ment at the Butler School of Religion when I was a student there. 
He wept in the chapel pulpit over what he called “the fractured 
body of Christ.” He believed the solution was to create a Super 
Protestant Church out of the existing denominations and wrote 
books advocating it. It was to be union by compromise. He ad-
vocating restructuring his fellowship of churches into a mainline 
denomination with a national president and regional presidents. 

Osborn retired, moved to California, and a short time before 
his death wrote a paper that could be called his valedictory. Disil-
lusionment! Heartbroken disillusionment! Let me confess: when I 
first read this paper I wept. My family has been Christian Church 
for generations. Thomas Campbell visited eastern North Carolina 
and stayed at the home of Dr. Jeremiah Leggett, Old Ford, NC.

The good professor begins, “The new situation demands . . . 
our reappraisal of the price we have paid in a misguided quest 
for status.” He continues, “. . . many congregations rarely see the 
baptism of anyone above ten years of age. A generation of ministers 
who from childhood on have had no experience of evangelism 
… downplaying of the emphasis on evangelism as a part of the 
world mission.” His criticism is harsh toward “the clergy” concept. 
“Among our younger ministers ‘clergyperson’ has become the self-

WHERE THE SCRIPTURES SPEAK, WE SPEAK.
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QUESTION: As you have pointed out, Colossians 2:12 says that 
we are buried and raised with Christ (i.e., regenerated) IN baptism, 
and THROUGH faith. But the rest of the verse describes this faith 
as being tēs energeias tou theou. This is usually translated as faith 
“IN the working [or power] of God.” But there is no preposition 
“in” in the Greek text. In fact, the genitive case is used; and in the 
Greek language this case is usually translated with “of.” So, is not 
Paul actually saying that our faith is OF the working of God? Does 
the genitive case then support the Calvinist doctrine that faith is not 
our choice, but is the gift of God? Is Paul actually saying that we 
are regenerated through a faith caused by “the working of God”? 
Is he saying that God is the source of our faith?

ANSWER: You are correct in saying that “the working of God” 
is in the genitive case. And you are correct that the genitive case is 
often translated as a possessive, using our preposition “of.” (There 
is no actual Greek preposition here meaning “of”; this meaning is 
drawn from the genitive case of the noun for “working.”)

The question is whether the use of the genitive case always and 
necessarily means “of,” in the sense of possession. IF that were the 
case, then the “faith” in Colossians 2:12 might indeed be something 
“belonging to” or “drawn from” the working of God. But here is 
the fact (and this is very important): the genitive case simply does 
not ALWAYS and NECESSARILY have this possessive meaning. 
It has other connotations, according to the context.

This is especially true when the Greek noun pistis (“faith”) is 
followed by a noun in the genitive case. The following data will 
show very clearly that the genitive case is often used with “faith” 
to show the OBJECT of that faith, and is NEVER used to describe 
its source.

I have limited my search to Paul’s writings, using a Greek-
English concordance. I found 20 instances (including Col. 2:12) 
where the word “faith” is followed by a noun phrase. In these 
20 instances, TEN of them are using the genitive case, and ten 
are using a preposition. Three different prepositions are used: en 
(“in”), seven times; pros (“toward”), twice; and eis (“unto”), once. 
Now, here is the important point: besides Col. 2:12, every phrase 
is describing the OBJECT of the faith, and never the SOURCE 
of the faith. 

In fifteen of the twenty instances, the object of the faith is Jesus 
himself. Philemon 5 uses pros: “faith toward the Lord Jesus.” 
Colossians 2:5 uses eis: “faith unto Christ.” Six texts use en (Gal. 
3:26; Eph. 1:15; Col. 1:4; 1 Tim. 3:13; 2 Tim. 1:13; 3:15), with 
the simple meaning of “in Christ Jesus.” But here is the important 
point: the remaining seven texts describe faith IN JESUS by using 
the simple genitive case: Rom. 3:22; Gal. 2:16 (twice); 2:20; 3:22; 
Eph. 3:15; Phil. 3:9. These last seven texts show that the genitive 
case is being used to indicate the OBJECT of faith. (Some have 
attempted to interpret them to mean “the faith of Jesus,” in the 
sense of “the faithfulness of Jesus”; but this is extremely faulty 
theology. The texts are clearly referring to OUR faith IN Jesus.) 

In the other five texts, the noun “faith” is followed by five other 
nouns. First Thessalonians 1:8 speaks of “faith toward [pros] God.” 
Romans 3:25 speaks of “faith in [en] his blood.” The next two 

use the genitive case to describe the object of faith: Philippians 
1:27, where “faith (of) the gospel” clearly means “faith IN the 
gospel”; and 2 Thessalonians 2:13, where “faith (of) the truth” 
indisputably means “faith IN the truth.” This leaves Colossians 
2:12, where “faith (of) the working of God,” following the 
consistent pattern everywhere else, MUST mean “faith IN the 
working of God.”

The false idea that the genitive case (“of”) in Colossians 2:12 
must mean that the working of God is the source of faith is simply 
an instance of Calvinist propaganda, and ignorant propaganda at 
that. As shown above, in all of the other cases where the genitive 
case follows the noun “faith” in Paul’s writings, the OBJECT of 
the faith is meant. There is no reason the think that Colossians 
2:12 is any different.

[ADDENDUM. Outside of Paul’s writings there are but a 
few other uses of a phrase combining “faith” with a following 
noun. Here are the ones I found: (1) In Mark 11:22, Jesus says, 
“Have faith in God.” “In God” is actually just the genitive for 
God (theou). This supports the conclusion above regarding 
Col. 2:12. (2) Acts 3:16 has two phrases, “faith (of) His name,” 
genitive, meaning “faith IN His name”; and “faith THROUGH 
(Greek, dia) Him,” speaking of the faith that brought about the 
lame man’s healing. (3) Acts 20:21 and 24:24 both speak of faith 
eis Jesus. (4) Hebrews 6:1 speaks of “faith TOWARD (epi) God. 
(5) Finally, in Revelation 2:13 Jesus speaks of “faith in Me,” 
using the genitive mou. This is a pronoun, not a noun; but the 
use of the genitive is significant. It obviously indicates Jesus as 
the object of faith.]
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William Penn once stated, “Right is right even if everyone 
is against it, and wrong is wrong even if everyone is for 

it.” Many folks in America tend to throw their support behind 
a particular candidate based on polling data. Many people will 
endorse a particular viewpoint based on majority thinking. Since 
so many Americans have become low-information voters and 
thinkers, it is absolutely essential that the news we get either from 
the airwaves or print be as accurate, factual, and committed to 
details as possible. Herein lieth the problem. If this past election 
cycle taught us anything it is this – good journalism and attention 
to facts took a long hiatus this past November. 

I recently got my hands on a book entitled Media Revolution, 
authored by Brian Fisher, who served as the CEO of Coral Ridge 
Ministries. This book points out how the left-leaning media in 
America has literally twisted truth and negatively influenced 
the American public in regard to people of faith and those who 
hold conservative political views. Fisher believes the American 
people have been intentionally misled for the last fifty-plus years 

through what he refers to as the “media of 
mass deception.” One of the first questions 
he poses in his book is, “Do mainstream 
American values coincide with the modern 
day media’s value system or are they miles 
apart? Do the vast majority of television, 
radio, Internet sites, music and books really 
reflect main street American beliefs?” That 
question cannot be answered effectively 
until we dissect the words, “mainstream 
America.” We have been taught by those 

on the left that individuals who hold a Judeo-
Christian value system essentially represent a 

very tiny minority. The fact is, the modern media simply do not 
fairly represent mainstream America. It never has. The media 
loves to minimize the majority of Americans as illiterate fun-
damentalist who are uneducated and easy to persuade. So, the 
question again must be raised, does mainstream America and the 
mass media embrace the same values and political ideologies? Or 
are the media pundits completely out of touch with “main street” 
America? Are conservative thinkers coming to the realization that 
most media outlets in this country are nothing short of toxic, left-
leaning ideologues posing as objective journalist?

According to recent studies, fewer Americans are putting stock 
in big networks for their information. Joseph Farah in his book, 
Stop the Presses, explains that, “Americans are leaving traditional 
sources and flocking toward alternate providers, such as talk radio 
and the Internet, to get good truthful information.” Farah suggests 
that what you and I are exposed to every day on television reflects 
the work of a small group of media insiders. Then he makes a 
point that really caused me to rethink how I have been using the 
term “main-stream media.” He went on to say, “We shouldn’t 
use the term ‘mainstream media’ to describe the media of mass 
deception.” You see the media of mass deception loves it when 
we give them credit they simply don’t deserve. We give them a 
greater audience than they have. The liberal media represents a 
fraction of the American way of living and thinking. When you 
remove the university elites and the hedonists in Hollywood, the 

left doesn’t have as much of a following as they think. 
Question: Would you have ever thought, by watching the three 

biggest network news stations over the last two years that the 
liberal party in America under the leadership of that administra-
tion would have lost over 1000 elected seats across this country? 
That’s right. We were told that progressive thinking was going to 
dominate the political landscape of America and that those who 
held too closely to their faith and traditional family values were 
simply going extinct. Well, look around folks. What we have all 
seen taking place over the last four years is nothing short of a Great 
Awakening. More and more Americans simply refuse to let the 
tired old fossils on network news shape their thinking. If this last 
election taught us anything, it was this; the days of solid, truthful, 
and honest journalism being reported by the major networks and 
major newspapers in America is as dead as the dodo bird. Speak-
ing of the “Big Three” networks, ABC, CBS, and NBC have seen 
a viewership drop from 52 million in 1980 to just 26 million in 
2006. OUCH!!!!

Brian Fisher goes on to write, “The media of mass deception has 
influenced American culture in an undeniable way.” In a speech 
given to the Heritage Foundation, David Kupelian, managing edi-
tor of WorldNet Daily and author of the book, The Marketing of 
Evil, stated, “No institution in America is more complicit, more 
responsible for making evil look good and good look evil, than 
the news media, because it is the filter through which we all get 
our information.”

Remember back in the day when the news anchor would report, 
not politicize, the news? He was fairly well-respected and Ameri-
cans felt they could trust the news media to at least be balanced 
and objective. Now the press has become the mouthpiece for the 
liberal agenda. They portray themselves as honest, hard-working, 
fact-finding journalist, whose only desire is to report information 
in the most unbiased and objective fashion. In reality, they have 
turned their newsdesks and printers into a tool of the liberal agenda. 

Bernie Goldberg, who worked as a news correspondent for CBS 
for 28 years, raised a lot of eyebrows when he wrote his book 
entitled, Bias and Arrogance. He stated, “I don’t want journalists 
deciding what’s right and what’s wrong. I don’t want them cham-
pioning certain causes, because I guarantee you this: they will not 
champion the causes that a lot of conservative people in America 
champion. When it comes to making the world a better place, let’s 
leave that to ministers and social workers, not journalists.”

As painful as this may be, think back to April 12, 2015, when 
then presidential candidate Hillary Clinton set sail her candidacy on 
Twitter. Brent Bozell writes, “The secular media tossed out words 
like, ‘savvy’ and ‘trending’ even the word ‘electrifying’ was used. 
He goes on to report that presidential candidate Ted Cruz launched 
on March 23 of 2015. The not so mainstream media used these 
adjectives to describe his introduction, ‘scary,’ ‘dangerous,’ ‘slimy,’ 
‘firebrand,’ ‘hardline,’ and of course the liberal’s favorite word to 
describe anyone whose agenda is different from theirs, ‘extremist.’”

Jesus Himself said to His disciples in Matthew 10:16 “Behold 
I send you out as sheep in the midst of wolves. Therefore, be wise 
as serpents and harmless as doves.” 

Next time the evening news comes on, look closely; what 
you think looks like a news anchor may in fact be the big 
bad wolf!



9 (81)April 2017

“A Movement of Mean-
ing And a Life 
Invested In It” is a 
book that deals with 
the Restoration Move-
ment from the unique 
perspective of Harvey 
C. Bream, Jr. Harvey 
has had an active 
part in helping this 
great movement. You cannot fully 
understand the RM without knowing the 
materials in this book. 

99 pages. $6.00 plus p. and h.

“A Movement of Meaning 
And a Life Invested In It”

RH

Tony Sullivan

Leadership is key to having a growing congregation. 
When choosing men as elders and deacons, we should 

follow the examples given in Scripture. We should seek 
men who meet the requirements given by Paul to Timothy 
and Titus. 

One reason that we see weakness in our churches may be 
because we have a weakness in our leaders. Many times, 
we just pick someone to fill the office without any regard 
to what Scripture teaches about those in Biblical leadership. 
We are paying the price for this bad decision. 

Besides elders and deacons, there are others who hold 
leadership roles in the Church. Those who serve as Sunday 

School teachers, youth leaders, leaders of 
women’s groups; these need to be chosen 
just as carefully. 

While Scripture gives us what we should 
follow in choosing elders and deacons, 
there are no guidelines for those who lead 
in these other areas. However, there are 
certain qualities that we should see in the 
life of anyone who leads. 

We should seek people of integrity – 
those who are honest and have strong moral principles. 

 Scripture is clear on the importance of being men and 
women of integrity. Solomon writes in Proverbs 10:9, “Who-
ever walks in integrity, walks securely, but he who makes his 
ways crooked will be found out.” Again in Proverbs 11:13, 
“The integrity of the upright guides them, but the crooked-
ness of the treacherous destroys them” (ESV).

There should never be any question about the character 
of one who leads in the congregation. 

 Scripture teaches us in Psalms 15:4 that an honorable 
man will keep his word even if it harms him. Jephthah found 
out the hard way, in Judges 16, that keeping a promise can 
sometimes lead to our own hurt. If we are men and women 
of integrity, we will keep our word, no matter if it harms us.

People with integrity will pay their bills, speak the truth, 
and avoid any action that would lead to their witness being 
discredited. Peter gives this advice in 1 Peter 2:12, “Keep 
your conduct among the Gentiles honorable, so that when 
they speak against you as evildoers, they may see your good 
deeds and glorify God on the day of salvation.” (ESV)

Those who lead should be, like Jesus, people of compas-
sion. We all remember the old cliché, “She made her bed, 
let her lie in it.” While that may sound good to some, it is 
a far cry from the compassion we see our Savior live out 
in Scripture.

This certainly was not His view with the woman caught 
in adultery, nor was it His attitude toward the woman at the 
well. I am also thankful it was not how He felt about me and 
the mess I was in when I came to Him for His forgiveness.

Matthew 9:36 says, “When He saw the crowd He had 
compassion on them, because they were harassed and help-
less, like sheep without a shepherd” (ESV). The heart of a 
leader should be the heart of compassion. 

When you read about the judgment in Matthew 25 you 
see there those who were judged were told they were lost 
or saved, based on how they had treated people. Jesus 
emphasizes compassion for others in the parable of The 
Good Samaritan. 

Paul tells us in Ephesians 4:32, “Be kind to one another, 
tenderhearted, forgiving one another, as God in Christ 
forgave you” (ESV).

Compassion will create a servant heart in all of us. 
One other quality that every good leader should have is a 

sense of humor. “Where is that in the Bible?” some would 
ask. Well, truth is, it isn’t there. However, if you work with 
people in the church long enough, you are going to need a 
sense of humor. If you don’t have one, you will go crazy.

Humor helps in dealing with difficult people. It can defuse 
a tense situation and it just makes life better. Besides, people 
with a sense of humor are just more pleasant to be around.

 Scripture tells us, “There is a time to laugh …” (Ecclesi-
astes 3:4). Solomon reminds us in Proverbs 17:22, “A joyful 
heart is good medicine.” People will enjoy your company 
more and you will enjoy people more, if you can face life 
with a smile on your face.

“A glad heart makes a cheerful face.” 
See you next month!
While getting this article ready for print, news came 

to me of the passing of Charles “Charlie” McManaway. 
Charlie was a gentle and loving Christian man. He led his 
family in the ways of Christ. He was an example to all of 
us in how a Christian should live. Our prayers are with 
his family. 
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The house phone rang; I looked to see who the caller was but 
the phone caption just said “Private.” When I answered, the 

voice on the other end said, “How are you doing, Grandma?” I 
didn’t recognize the voice, so I said, “Who is this?” The voice 
continued, “You don’t recognize your grandson?”

I replied, “Since I have several grandsons, that doesn’t help 
much. Which one are you?” “Guess!”, he answered in a teas-
ing way. I knew it wasn’t either of my two grandsons who 
live in Joplin; I know their voices well. But I have a couple of 
grandsons who never call me, so what they might sound like 
over the phone was not clear. Besides, I wasn’t wearing my 
hearing aid. I named the one I thought it most sounded like.

“That’s the one,” he said, then added, “I’m on a trip down 
in Florida.” “Florida?” I exclaimed. “What are you doing in 
Florida?” Since Florida is my home state, I’m always interested 
in what goes on there. “I’m here with my friend Chris, but I’ve 
run into a problem. If I tell you about it, will you promise not 
to tell anyone?”

I wondered what kind of problem he had that he didn’t want 
me to tell, but I just said, “I know how to keep a confidence.” 
I had an idea that some of his plans had fallen through and he 
was going to ask if he could stay at my mobile home I still 
possess down there. I’ve put up other family in the past.

“Well, Chris and I were in this taxi when the police pulled 
the driver over on a traffic violation. However, it turns out he 
has a stash of drugs in the trunk of his car. We don’t know 
anything about it, but the officer thinks we are in cahoots with 
the driver and we were arrested.”

O.K. I’ll admit I was a little slow catching on to this 

scam. This is where they ask you to send bail money. Put it 
down to my age and not stupidity.

“So you’re going to jail? Good! That’s where you belong, 
and I hope they keep you there for a long time!”

And I hung up. He did NOT call back!
There are so many voices out there: lying voices, persuasive 

voices, deceiving, enticing, soothing - - and terribly wrong. 
Elderly people are cheated out of their life savings; innocent 
young girls are lured into relationships that have no intention 
of being permanent or responsible; ill-informed people are led 
into soul destroying cults, and the list goes on.

Even upright, intelligent people can sometimes be deceived 
by shysters, devious lawyers, fast-talking brokers, crooked 
politicians. Jesus warned us that in the latter days ravening 
wolves would come among us dressed in sheep’s clothing. 
Those days are now, but Christians who are familiar with the 
voice of “the great shepherd of the sheep” will not be led astray 
in matters of their soul. He has given us this precious promise:

“My sheep hear my voice, and I know them, and they follow 
me; and I give them eternal life, And they shall never perish, 
and no one shall snatch them out of my hand” (John10:27, 28).

How well do you know His voice?
In the Lamb,
Maxine
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*Kansas City, MO –– Reggie Hundley has been named the 
new Chief Executive Officer/Administrator for Kansas City-
based Christian Churches Pension Plan (CCPP), a nonprofit 
defined benefit retirement plan with 1,900 subscribers and $36 
million in current assets. His selection by CCPP’s Board of 
Governors will be effective June 30, 2017.

“Reggie is the right person to lead Christian Churches Pen-
sion Plan as we continue to minister to 
those who minister to others,” said Jon 
Scott Williams, Chair of the CCPP Board 
of Governors.

Hundley will succeed Ray Stites, the 
current CEO/Administrator, who has 
overseen the nonprofit pension plan since 
July 1, 1999. Hundley has served on the 
organization’s Board of Governors since 
1998 and on the Executive Committee 
since 2002. He also served as the Chair of 

the Board of Governors from 2012 to 2015.

Reggie Hundley

Hundley brings to the role more than a decade of experience 
in the investment/financial service industry with companies in-
cluding Guardian Life New York, Raymond James, and Edward 
Jones. Since 1996, Hundley has served as Executive Director of 
Mission Services, a global missions support organization based 
in Knoxville, Tennessee. Hundley holds masters and doctoral 
degrees in theology.

“Reggie knows personally the challenges of helping minis-
tries, nonprofits and churches provide for retirement for their 
personnel,” said Ray Stites. “Plus he knows how a well-managed 
plan can be a reliable part of a diversified and secure financial 
retirement strategy.”

“I have been serving CCPP since 1998 and am excited to 
devote my energies to this organization on a full-time basis,” 
said Hundley.

Since 1969, Christian Churches Pension Plan has ministered 
to those who minister to others, with the goal of helping them 
achieve their retirement goals. CCPP’s defined benefit plan 
was specifically developed for missionaries, church employees, 
ministry staff, and those serving nonprofit organizations associ-
ated with Christian Churches and Churches of Christ. It has the 
greatest committed rate of return in the industry. More on CCPP 
is available at ccpension.org.

Ray Stites, CEO/Administrator of Christian Churches Pension 
Plan ccpensn@sbcglobal.net, 913-369-2200. RH
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Several years ago, my wife introduced me to an 
outstanding realtor by commenting, “All of us call 

him the Pumpkin Man.”

In response, the realtor handed me 
one of his business cards which had 
a picture of a bright orange pumpkin 
printed on one corner. He then said, “I 
farm by giving pumpkins away.”

I didn’t understand because I didn’t 
know what a realtor meant by “farm-

ing.” I learned quickly that “farming,” 
in real estate sales means that a realtor will focus on a 
certain section of houses, actually knock on doors, in-
troduce himself, and leave his business card and other 
information. He usually does this several times a year. 
That group of houses becomes the realtor’s “farm.”

The “Pumpkin Man,” however, went beyond this 
simple approach. He bought a truck-load of small 
pumpkins each October and gave them to the children 
on his “farm.” That, of course, is how he earned the 
nickname, “the Pumpkin Man.”

Did it pay off? Of course it did! When it came time to 
list their house, many people remembered “the Pump-
kin Man.” He got the listing and he reaped the reward.

Why was real estate farming such a good thing for 
the realtor? I can think of several reasons.

1. The realtor and the potential customer became 
acquainted. People thought of the “farmer” when they 
had a real estate need.

2. The realtor really became acquainted with housing 
and the logistics of his “farm.” He would have ready 
information about schools, local government, etc. He 
had answers to the questions that were most often 

asked. He had expertise pertaining to that area – his “farm.”

3. The realtor left constant reminders of his ability to 
serve by making regular front-door calls.

In my opinion, there ought to be something better than 
pumpkins before Halloween, but the local congregation 
of a church could take up “farming.” We are working on 
this idea at this present time and we can see it happening 
this way.

1. Someone must lead the “farm crew” so that they do 
not all “farm” the same fields.

2. People volunteer to “farm” an area in their commu-
nity. They introduce themselves, leave information from 
the church, and say they will make a front door call a few 
times a year.

3. We believe the best “farming” will take place by 
leaving information about special events sponsored by the 
church. Things like Christmas programs, Vacation Bible 
School, and musical programs can all be advertised by the 
“farmer” leaving information with a note.

“Farming” for the church will not be a big job. A smaller 
church in a small town or rural community might need 
only five or six people to start the program. It will produce 
results but I fear that this approach is so simple that only 
a few will try it. So – I find myself wondering, “Why do 
we think that only complicated approaches will work in 
evangelism?”

** This column first appeared here in June 2007

The CRA is now accepting VISA, Master-
Card, and Discover cards for bookstore 
purchases, subscriptions,and contri-
butions.
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Psalm 23

Background of Text
We could think of many ways a person would want to 

define him or herself in a public presentation to others: 
university degrees, major accomplishments, sports prowess, 
employment, or family. Many times it would be all of the 
above. But in reality we are more defined by what we fear 
than by whom we perceive ourselves to be. That is because 
our fears speak to our insecurities and our weaknesses; 
perceived or real! To say that we have no fears would be 
disingenuous or downright dishonest – to ourselves and with 
others – for we all fear many things. 

Jesus spoke to our fears when He stated “My peace I give 
unto you…do not let your hearts be troubled” (John 14:27). 
Peace is the antidote for fear. It is the polar opposite. Perhaps 
our greatest fear is death and what lies beyond. Paul went to 
the heart of the matter when he asked rhetorically, “Where, 
oh death, is your victory?’’ (1 Corinthians 15:55), as he points 
out that the fear comes from the power of sin in our lives. So 
dealing with fear and insecurity is one of the primary topics 
in the Bible and it is one of the issues that every religion must 
strive to answer.

For today’s passage we go back to one 
of the individuals in the Bible that often 
had good reason to fear: King David. Da-
vid was hounded and hunted by enemies 
from within and from without of Israel. 
At times it even seemed that he was his 
own worst enemy. In Psalm 23 he pens 
one of the most eloquent passages and 
oft quoted passages in the Bible; and his 
focus is specifically the theme of fear 
and peace. In one of the shorter Psalms 
in the Bible David delivers perhaps his 
most eloquent and wise counsel to the 
fear wracked soul.

In this text David may well be looking 
back to past provision as he searches for 
peace in his own turbulent world. The 
“still waters” reference could be an al-
lusion to Numbers 10:33-35 where the 
children of Israel searched for a resting 
place and were led there by the Lord 
as their enemies were scattered before 
them. In the difficult days of the Exodus 
it was the Lord who protected them and 
provided for them as he led them through 
adversity. Psalms 78:19 certainly uses 
the provision analogy in the context of 
the Exodus. Psalms 106:8 does the same 
thing. So the Exodus imagery certainly 
informed David as he struggled with his 
fears and insecurities and he looked to 
the Lord for provision and deliverance. 

Verses 1-4: David speaks metaphori-
cally as he figuratively becomes the 
defenseless sheep depending on the 
strong shepherd, the Lord, to provide 
and protect him. Jesus himself will later 

use this same protective and redemp-
tive terminology in John 10:11. As 
the Psalmist begins the text, he boldly 
states that the Lord is his shepherd 
and then attributes total provision to 
that noble shepherd. “Since the Lord 
is my shepherd I shall lack nothing.” 
Here he makes an oblique reference to 
the frequent shortcomings of human 
shepherds and a bold reference to the 
omnipotent provision of the Lord. In 
the first four verses David deals with 
it all: basic necessities such as food, 
water, rest, and protection. And then 
he moves on to the restorative nature 
of this sustenance: the right direction 
in life. Ultimate protection comes 
from following the Lord’s guidance 
in choosing the right direction in our 
lives. 

Verses 5-6: In the last two verses 
of the Psalm, David seems to change 
gears. His language is no longer of the 
sheep and the shepherd as he turns to 
royalist themes by mentioning spread 
tables, banquets of conquest, and a 
royal anointing. This could simply be 
an amplification of the metaphor in the 
area of protection and ultimate victory 
over one’s enemies by presenting the 
same idea in different terminology or 
he may be changing tone by providing 
a more direct and personal application 
based on the direction the metaphor 
has taken him. Either way, the intent 
of the Psalmist is the same in that he 
continues to address our fears and 

anxiety. He continues to offer the pathway 
to peace and the assurance of constancy 
and ultimate victory through a steadfast 
faith in the provision of the Lord! Either 
way, David addresses his own fears and 
insecurities as he speaks to ours as well. 

The early church found solace in Psalm 
23 as it was used as a primary text during 
the Easter vigils and to encourage the new-
ly baptized as they celebrated their first 
communion after their baptism, and who 
would likely soon face persecution and 
hardship because of their newfound faith. 
Throughout the history of the Church, the 
23rd Psalm has been a prominent Scrip-
ture to encourage those who are suffering 
and facing the fears and doubts of trials. 
It has been a constant theme at funerals 
for the believing as they have passed and 
as their loved ones mourn that passing. 

Today as we face our own fears, be they 
the uncertainty caused by losing a job, the 
heartbreak of divorce, the traumatic loss of 
a child, or one’s own diagnosis of terminal 
cancer, we will all face many times of fear, 
doubt, and uncertainty in our lifetime. 
We must all struggle with the debilitating 
doubt that those fears produce. We must 
all look for answers in some source. Those 
of the world may turn to drink or drugs. 
The agnostic will likely be embittered and 
lash out at God and society. The Christian 
can look to the Lord and find peace and 
strength even in the most difficult days of 
their lives. “Yea though I walk through the 
valley of the shadow of death, I will fear 
no evil, for you are with me.” 
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John 3:1-16

Background of Text
This is one of the most oft-quoted verses in the whole Bible 

and it is perhaps the most loved of all Biblical texts. At very 
least, among evangelical churches, this verse reigns supreme. 
Yet that very tendency to memorize and quote this verse has at 
times seemed to trivialize it and rob it of the depth of mean-
ing found in this passage. The reason for that may be that for 
the simplicity of memorization, the verse is almost always 
deprived of its context. 

In this way the verse is often made to say something that it 
was never intended to declare: that salvation comes through 
a simple, often nearly meaningless belief, apart from any 

further action or even a full trust in the Lord. As all adults 
seek insight and understanding, this verse begs for a further 
study in the context in which it was originally written. Only 
then can we find the true meaning and allow it to guide us 
in understanding the true meaning of love. 

One of the issues is that the passage is included in the 
context of figurative language. Such linguistic structures are 
not always understood in the same way or on the same level. 
For a basic understanding, we must have a clear comprehen-
sion of the basic premises of the verse. Only then can we 
appreciate the richness of meaning in this passage. 

This passage is the story of Jesus’ en-
counter with Nicodemus, a distinguished 
teacher of the law and member of the 
Sanhedrin. The entire third chapter of 
John records this conversation and it 
has no parallel in the synoptic Gospels. 
Nicodemus had been hearing much 
about this strange new teacher that was 
roaming the land. He was fascinated by 
the accounts of his “signs” or miracles. 
He had obviously heard some puzzling 
things about the content of Jesus’ teach-
ing. Though he was a “doctor of law” 
in the Jewish system and a member of 
the governing council, the Sanhedrin, he 
wanted to hear more but was embarrassed 
to be seen asking Jesus for clarification. 
He came to Jesus by night, apparently so 
other members of the council would not 
hear of his visit. And so the stage is set: 
the distinguished doctor and the itiner-
ant preacher discuss the theological fine 
points of the nature of salvation.

Nicodemus begins by “throwing flow-
ers” at Jesus; he heaps praise on him. 
Jesus is not taken in by the praise and he 
does not do what would have been cus-
tomary, as he does not return the praise. 
He “cuts to the chase” as he delves im-
mediately into the issues that Nicodemus 
is pondering. Nicodemus would have 
almost understood the symbolic nature of 
Jesus “born again” analogy as referring 
to salvation. But he could not see how 
that could apply to him. After all, he was 

“the teacher of Israel” (v. 10). As he 
attempts to sidestep the issue, Jesus will 
not let him off of the hook. As Nicode-
mus apparently feigns ignorance, Jesus 
dispenses with the purely symbolic and 
makes it clear that this new birth involves 
a total transformation of the person. It is 
more than just a baptismal ritual; it is a 
total regeneration that only begins with 
the ritual washing of baptism. It is truly 
a new birth that will lead to a new life 
and Nicodemus thought he was certainly 
beyond that. Clearly this enigmatic new 
teacher felt he needed something more 
than his slavish adherence to the dry 
letter of the law. Nicodemus had been 
trained to believe and would have almost 
certainly taught that salvation comes 
through adherence to the law. That was 
the Jewish mentality. When Nicodemus 
questions the puzzling potential of this 
new teaching, Jesus explains the why 
and the how. 

Nicodemus could not be expected to 
fully understand because he is still “of 
this world.” Even those earthly things 
troubled his heart as he ponders the 
message and the nature of the person 
with whom he is speaking. Jesus begins 
to clarify all of these conundrums for 
Nicodemus. He explains that He can 
know the mind of God because He has 
“descended from heaven” (v. 13). He 
clearly indicates that He is the means 
of salvation by claiming Messiah status 

as he applies the term “Son of Man” 
(v. 13) to Himself. Without a doubt the 
sincere Nicodemus now has a whirlwind 
of thoughts coursing through his mind. 
He had come to Jesus recognizing him 
as a “teacher come from God” (v.2) and 
even that was far more than most of his 
stature would have conceded. Now Jesus 
takes him far beyond that. 

Reaching back to the Old Testament, 
Jesus uses an illustration to explain the 
“how” to Nicodemus when He states, 
“And as Moses lifted up the serpent in 
the wilderness, so must the Son of Man 
be lifted up” (v. 14) Could it be possible 
that the Sanhedrin had already discussed 
the possibility of having Jesus executed? 
We cannot ignore that probability. If that 
is the case, these words would have car-
ried the ring of prophesy for Nicodemus 
and would have penetrated to the very 
depth of his weather-vaning soul. But 
Jesus does not stop to allow Nicodemus 
to assimilate what has been said. His 
clarification and delineation of the is-
sues continues to draw a noose around 
the neck of legalistic salvation by works. 

Jesus begins to clarify the nature of 
salvation and the purpose of the law. He 
places salvation in the realm of love, not 
legalism, of sacrificial giving, not in the 
dryness of reaching a certain level of per-
formance. He sends Nicodemus back to 
the Sanhedrin with far more than he had 
come for! He challenges us to move far 
beyond our simplistic view of this verse!
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John 20:1-10; 1 Peter 3-5, 8-9

Background of Text
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Easter is one of those times when many Americans become 
“religious” and decide to attend church. Resurrection Sun-
day is typically one of the high points in church attendance 
in many areas of our country. It is a time when “unbelief” 
suddenly becomes belief for many people; at least for that 
weekend at grandma’s house. Unbelief is a common thread 
of human existence. While faith has been the foundational 
doctrine of the Christian faith, within the human journey we 
call life, the tendency to doubt also shares the causeway. If 
belief is not always easy for us, it was not easy for the early 
disciples either. 

In this particular passage, on the original Easter morning, it 

was doubt that reigned supreme. The disciples were a broken 
and fearful lot. They had not dared to leave their seclusion, 
much less demonstrated any real belief in Jesus’ prophetic 
words of victory over death. It was women who had gone 
to the tomb, and John follows the experience and narrative 
of Mary Magdalene who had gone to the tomb with them, 
apparently to fulfill the burial customs. Upon her arrival she 
saw that the stone had been rolled away and the tomb was 
empty. She ran back to the disciples’ hiding place. Only after 
she had returned with a startling announcement of the empty 
tomb did the men venture out. Even then the concern was that 
the body of Jesus had been removed by someone and perhaps 
hidden. Unbelief still dominated in the disciples’ hearts.

The Scripture today deals with the 
tendency to share any startling news. 
It also deals with the common human 
characteristic of doubt and the determi-
nation to find out for one’s self. While 
a belief in life after death is common, 
the concept of a physical resurrection 
had not been commonly held. In this 
way, the early disciples are a prototype 
of modern cultural trends and so speak 
clearly to them. As the disciples headed 
to the tomb, they did so at full bore. They 
wanted to find out what had happened. 
John outruns Peter but then pauses when 
arriving at the entrance to the tomb and 
simply stares in with disbelief. Peter ar-
rives and barges right in and then John 
follows, as does a crescendo of rising 
belief. Jesus had arisen from the grave, 
just as he had said he would. This was 
incredible! 

They had been through the crucible. 
Their faith had floundered. Yet in their 
sincerity they had hearts that were ready 
to believe. Once they had checked the 
facts, their doubt gave way to the brilliant 
light of saving faith and that now rock-
solid faith would propel them to a life of 
service in declaring the Gospel, the Good 
News, to a still doubting world. Their 
message would soon turn that world 
upside down, just as their own world had 
been turned upside down by these events. 

History would be changed by these 
incredible events that had changed two 
cowering disciples into towers of faith. 

Peter would later speak in a man-
ner that reflected back on the changes 
produced in his heart on that fateful 
morning. As he addresses issues of faith 
and salvation in his general epistle, he 
speaks in glowing terms of a new birth 
or new beginning that is brought about 
by a living hope in the rock-solid fact of 
Jesus’ resurrection from the dead (v. 3). 

How different this Peter is from the 
former timid and doubting disciple who 
ran to the tomb that fateful morning. 
He can now speak of the resurrection 
with no hint of doubt and confirm in 
these new believers who had not seen 
the resurrected Christ yet, but now be-
lieve as he once could not. These hearty 
new Christians have been filled with 
an inexpressible and glorious joy (v. 8) 
even though they had not been the ones 
to have seen. That joy comes from the 
reality of salvation of their souls that has 
come through their deep seated faith in 
the victory of Jesus over death and the 
grave. They have achieved this ultimate 
goal in life: the tranquility and peace that 
comes from knowing what lies beyond 
the grave and where they stand as they 
present themselves to God. 

This brings us full circle. As modern 
culture lauds skepticism and disbelief, 
many people have been lured into a 
spiritual numbness and insensitivity. 
Such individuals will go to an Easter 
Sunday service more as a cultural duty 
or a concession to grandma than out of 
any real faith. 

For those of us who are Christians 
with a committed faith: How will we 
receive them? While Easter is a time for 
us to celebrate, it is also an opportunity 
to share faith in a faith faltering world. 
If we present the reality of salvation 
through the work of Christ on the cross 
and through His victory of death and 
the tomb, we can offer a message of 
new hope and the joy that comes from 
it to a world mired in the hopelessness 
of disbelief. 

It will be our joy and not our anger that 
wins them. It will be the Good News of a 
new start rather than any condemnation 
of their excessively visible shortcomings 
that brings about the new birth or begin-
ning that we all long for. 

Let’s make this Easter a time to share 
the hope we have in the path that has 
brought us out of a similar quicksand 
of doubt to saving faith in our Lord and 
Savior: Jesus Christ!
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Romans 5:6-11; 8:31-39

Background of Text
Human beings tend to oscillate between an overconfident 

exuberance and a nagging doubt and fear. Some people may 
be overconfident in an egotistical bravado while others may 
suffer silently in fear and self-doubt all of their lives. The ma-
jority of people experience periods of tranquil self-confidence 
then go through the dark valleys of doubt and anxiety. The 
God-like characteristics of confidence and determination are 
challenged by the reality of the fall where people are aware 
of their weaknesses and shortcomings. This can engender a 
torturous doubt and insecurity as we mediate on the uncer-
tainty of this world and the meaning of life.

In the lesson for today Paul deals with that secondary 

characteristic that so many of us will face at certain times in 
our lives. We hear of automobile accidents cutting someone’s 
life tragically short. Cancer tragically affects so many in our 
society today. We are inspired as we hear of soldiers or first 
responders risking and then sometimes losing their lives as 
they attempt to save others. As a result, we all endure a cer-
tain nagging anxiety about the ultimate reality of separation 
from those we love and hold dear. Our fear of loss of those 
we hold dear holds us hostage to doubt and deprives us of 
our tranquility in our salvation and eternal destiny in Christ 
as our Savior. Paul in our key verse challenges Satan as the 
evil one seeds our hearts with doubts and fear. 

In Romans 5:6-11 Paul “cuts to the 
chase” and takes on the causes of our 
anxiety and fear. Before our relation-
ship with Christ, we were powerless 
and in the grips of Satan’s deceit. 
Our separation from God caused us 
to listen to Satan as he whispered his 
lies into our ears and convinced us 
we were helpless and hopeless. Jesus 
became that noble first responder 
who gave Himself for us and broke 
the bonds of servitude to sin. 

With our freedom purchased at 
the cost of His blood and His life, 
we are now justified and our broken 
relationship with God has been re-
stored. The power of sin and death 
has been broken and we now have the 
opportunity to escape the clutches of 
fear and doubt. 

But when and how does this hap-
pen? In these verses Paul simply 
states what happens and we must 
look elsewhere to find the “how and 
when” of that reconciliation. At the 
moment of our baptism we attain 
reconciliation as we “die” to that old 
self and are reborn, or resurrected in 
His likeness to new life in Christ. 

That new life starts at our baptism 
and continues through all eternity! 
“We can now rejoice in God through 
our Lord Jesus Christ” (v.11) as we 

have through the sacrifice of Christ 
broken the chains of bondage and be-
come free to live the God-like image 
that was instilled in us at the creation. 

Paul recapitulates and explains the 
nature of this new life in Christ in the 
chapters that follow and details the 
“how and when” part of the equation. 
He gives us the formula for success 
in our struggles with the old nature. 

Then in Chapter 8 Paul bursts out 
into a rapturous exuberance of the 
security we have in our salvation 
through the powerful God who pro-
tects us as long as we remain faithful. 
We can almost hear the excitement in 
Paul’s voice as he dictates verse 31 
to his scribe: “What then shall we 
say to these things? If God is for us, 
who can be against us?” There is no 
reason to fear and there is no longer 
any reason to doubt. Our God is a 
powerful God-and He is on our side! 

From here he deals directly with 
the sources of our fears and doubts. 
He speaks to the persecution, the 
hardships, the dangers to life itself. 
He recognizes their existence and 
recognizes that our security is not of 
this world or even in this world but in 
the love of Christ for us. Then Paul, 
the who would soon be a prisoner for 
his faith claims that we are “more 

than conquerors” (v.37) through 
the power of love as Christ Himself 
conquered death and suffering to give 
us life eternal in Him. 

He lists a rather lengthy number 
of possible challengers to Christ 
and concludes with total confidence 
that none of those could separate us 
from the liberating love of Christ that 
crushed the power of sin in our lives. 

This brings us to an unavoidable 
conclusion that in our own lives as 
we feel the fear and anxiety well-
ing up when we are challenged and 
humiliated at work because of our 
Christian faith; the physician informs 
a loved one that they have terminal 
cancer; when the call comes in the 
middle of the night and it is the state 
patrol on the line; we have an anchor 
that will keep our soul safely moored 
in the storms of life. 

Certainly the words of Pricilla 
Owens in that grand old hymn of the 
church were inspired by Paul’s mes-
sage in these passages of Romans. 
The love of Christ and the power of 
our God will hold us secure in “the 
straights of fear” or in the “floods of 
death” because no power on this earth 
can separate us from the love of God! 
Amen dear Father, amen!
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Background of Text
In our modern world, much of the agrarian references of the 

Bible can easily lose their meaning. We simply do not live on 
the farms and work with the soil and the animals in the high 
percentages of past generations. As many people are culturally 
distant from that past, they also are distant from the significance 
of references to the importance of certain practices and people 
in the economy of Bible times. Certainly, the job of shepherd is 
seldom practiced today as synthetic materials have replaced wool 
in the manufacture of protective garments. And so for many, the 
term “pastor” has become a reverend title or is seen as an eccle-
siastical profession rather than a descriptive term for the caring 
and protective nature of the shepherd or pastor in Biblical times.

As adults we will be many things; but almost all of us will 
on some occasion be many different things. At times we will be 
followers and then at other times we will be leaders. At times 
we will do well and at other times we will fall short. In that 
process, a person could provide the caring and nurturing guid-
ance offered to others or become a destructive force in the life of 
others, misleading and damaging others. The tragedy is that the 
destructive person seldom realizes that his or her leadership style 
is doing such harm, as such people are often blinded to their own 
shortcomings by their myopic belief in the validity of their own 

methods or in the methods they have adopted from some other.
Shusaka Endo, in his book Silence, reflects on egotistical and 

self-centered leadership when he mused, “Sin, he reflected, is 
not what it is usually thought to be; it is not to steal and tell lies. 
It is to walk brutally over the life of another and be quite oblivi-
ous to the wounds he has left behind.” Certainly this was the 
shortcoming of the Pharisees in the passage for today. Certainly 
it is the primary failure of many elders, ministers, and religious 
leaders of our day, who might be considered moralistically good, 
or even perfect, yet leave so many broken lives in their wake 
as they build their leadership team on the way to building their 
congregation, oblivious to the scriptural teaching on servant 
leadership and personal humility.

The true leader, at least the true leader from a Biblical and 
Christ-like perspective, is the person who cares enough for the 
people he or she is leading to get to know them and understand 
their needs. The genuine leader with a pastoral heart will care 
so much for those under his or her guidance and care that such a 
person will dedicate every effort to the care, nurture, well-being, 
and protection of those vulnerable individuals. The best interests 
of the disciple will be the primary concern of the true leader, not 
his own status or public image. 

As Jesus delivers this parable, the 
Pharisees who considered themselves the 
leaders of Israel failed to comprehend the 
implication directed at their shortcom-
ings and failures (v.6) and so Jesus retells 
the same story in an expanded version 
(vv.7-18). Jesus presents Himself in two 
different but key components in this story. 
First, He is the door by which the caring 
shepherd enters and calls out to his sheep. 
Later He presents Himself as the “Good 
Shepherd” or “Good Pastor” in our modern 
terminology. The destructive leader does 
not enter through Jesus as the door nor is 
he subservient to the caring pastor who is 
also Jesus in this story. These self-serving 
leaders are arrogant and destructive. They 
induce harm into the life of others, where 
Jesus gives life and protects it. This de-
structive type of leader looks for his or her 
own benefit whereas Jesus is concerned 
about the well-being of His followers. 

In the analogy of the true pastor or shep-
herd laying down his life, Jesus alludes to 
His death on the cross as the mechanism 
for salvation of his followers (v.10). As 
Jesus had referred to the thieves, He also 

refers to the hired hand who only works 
for a salary and so has little concern for 
the sheep under his care. This imagery of 
the hired hand who demonstrates little real 
concern for the sheep is a clear reference to 
Old Testament passages such as Jeremiah 
23:1-3, Ezekiel 34:5-10, and Zechariah 
11:15-17. This is clearly an oft-repeated 
reference to leaders who seek power and 
wealth as opposed to working with a ser-
vant’s heart for the good of those under 
such a leader’s care. 

The image of the Good Pastor or Shep-
herd referred to in this passage would ap-
pear later in Jesus’ teaching as well. Other 
parables, such as those found in Matthew 
18:12-13 and Luke 15:4-6, would again use 
this same imagery. Jesus presents Himself 
as very different from those looking for the 
praise of men or the personal benefit that 
self-centered leadership can bring. For Je-
sus, all good would be for His disciples and 
He would gain suffering and hardship in 
the pursuit of their good and their ultimate 
salvation. The Pharisees ultimately would 
lead the Jewish people to the destruction 
of their homeland and tremendous loss of 

material well-being, and even life itself. 
One cannot avoid such comparisons to 
many modern religious leaders as one 
looks back on these Biblical teachings. 

In our own day the self-serving leader 
demands respect yet seldom tolerates criti-
cism or even differing points of view. This 
destructive type of leader will impose his 
or her own program on a church and run 
slip-shod over any perceived opponent. We 
can look at notable “health and wealth” 
preachers who live in mansions and enjoy 
an opulent lifestyle as they promise similar 
benefits to many who will never attain any 
such prosperity. Instead of service, they are 
obviously being well-served by those who 
follow them. The true leader will lift up 
the Good Pastor while serving in a humble 
and sacrificial manner. He or she will point 
others to Christ and build Christ’s kingdom 
rather than building their own image and 
empire. When such a leader has finished 
his or her service, it will be said that “when 
they (his or her followers) lifted up their 
eyes, they saw no one but Jesus only” 
(Matthew 17:8). May that be said about 
each and every one of us! 	
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We Win!

The first time Jesus used the word “church” in Scripture, 
He boldly proclaimed her ultimate victory.  Jesus was 

commending Peter’s famous confession that Jesus is the Christ 
(Matt. 16:16-18).  He declared that He would build His victori-
ous church on the glorious reality of His own Lordship:  “And 
I tell you that you are Peter, and on this rock I will build my 
church, and the gates of Hades will not overcome it.” (16-18). 
Hades couldn’t stop it.

We’ve all been stirred by messages about the gates of hell not 
prevailing against the Lord’s church.  Since gates are defensive, 
it’s a picture of God’s people boldly storming the gates of hell 

in the power of the Spirit.
Cool image.  Biblical concept, but it 

wasn’t Jesus’ primary focus in Matthew 16.  
Nearly every English translation except the 
KJV properly uses the word “Hades” instead 
of “hell”.  Yes, hell is real and forever, but 
it’s not specifically what Jesus was referring 
to in this passage.

Hades is the place of the dead until the 
time of the final resurrection.  So Jesus’ com-
ment about the “gates of Hades” is actually 

a reference to death.  This understanding of Jesus’ declaration 
adds some inspiring lessons without negating the traditional 
“gates of hell” application.

Jesus’ message to us in Matthew 16:18 is clear:
— He died, rose again, and ascended back to heaven while 

His mission continued.
— His chosen apostles died, but the church kept moving 

forward.
— Early Christians were tormented, harassed, tortured, and 

killed, but the church kept marching across the Roman Empire 
in triumph.

— Evil powers through the centuries have tried to wipe out 
the church, but she continues.

— Generations of faithful believers have come and gone, but 
Jesus’ church lives.

— Countless preachers and missionaries have died, but the 
Gospel proclaimed by Jesus’ church is still the power of God 
for salvation. 

The early church survived Nero, the Herod family dynasty, 
Gnosticism, immortality in the Corinthian church, ethnic 
prejudice by Jewish Christians, and self-focused leaders like 
Diotrephes.  Why?  Because Jesus is Lord.

Today’s church can survive Islamic persecution, frivolous 
lawsuits by the ACLU, music wars, pettiness, materialism, and 
my own personal shortcomings as a minister of the Gospel.  
Why?  Because Jesus is Lord.

 Jesus’ church is bigger than any one congregation, minister, 
elder, musician, Christian college, or missionary organization.  
We are each small but important parts of the winning team.

I’ve read the end of the book.  Hades gets thrown into the 
lake of fire (Rev. 20:14).  Jesus the Lamb overcomes all His 

enemies, and His faithful followers get to share in His victory 
(Rev. 17:14).  Jesus wins, and He invites us to partner with Him 
in His life-changing mission until He comes. 

Good Hope
Near the southern tip of the African continent is a cape around 

which storms often rage.  For hundreds of years, European 
explorers speculated what lay beyond that cape, wondering if 
it was possible to safely sail east from the Atlantic Ocean, into 
the Indian Ocean, and on to India.

The first European on record to reach the cape was the Portu-
guese explorer Bartolomeu Dias in 1488.  He named it the Cape 
of Storms because of the weather, fears, and mystery surround-
ing it.  Though Dias rounded the cape, he soon turned back.

Finally, when Vasco da Gama successfully sailed around the 
cape and on to India in his famous 1497-1499 voyage, Europe-
ans learned there truly was a safe water passageway from their 
continent to the Far East.  What once had seemed a fearful barrier 
was shown to be an exciting passageway to new opportunties.  
Portugal’s King John II soon renamed the cape The Cape of 
Good Hope to reflect this new perspective.

Until the resurrection of Jesus, death had been the cape of 
storms and fear where the hopes of humanity were wrecked.  The 
human race was held in slavery by the fear of death (Hebrews 
2:15), but with His sacrificial death and glorious resurrection, 
Jesus turned that place of fear into a cape of good hope.

He is Lord!  He is Lord!
He is risen from the dead and He is Lord!
Every knee shall bow, every tongue confess
That Jesus Christ is Lord.

We celebrate hope!

Resurrection Thought
“The event of the Resurrection brought a new perspective 

to the vision of man.  No longer was he restricted to the little 
distance of an earthly existence.  The horizon melted away, as 
it were, and he could glimpse beyond the clouds the golden 
glory of eternal life.” RH
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Lessons from the

Past

I wrote this book with the conviction the Restoration Movement 
is indeed relevant. I believe Christ’s prayer for the unity of his 
followers is as relevant now as it was on the Mount of Olives 

the night of his betrayal. I am convinced God’s people will never 
be united until there is a common allegiance to Christ as Lord and 
a willingness to do what the Word of God teaches. Christians and 
the church, however, can become negative and intensely legalistic 
and pose a real danger to the movement’s success. Therefore, 
I offer prescriptions to orient God’s people to reform—reform 
designed to create a spirit of unity built on the authority of God’s 
Word. Like Alexander Campbell so many years ago, I am not so 
concerned with those who believe in forever preserving traditions 
and structures. I am concerned for those who follow the risen 
Christ and obey him wherever he leads.

Prescription # 1: Accept Diversity. In the past, leaders and 
members of the Restoration Movement held a variety of views and 
perspectives on matters of interpretation. It is important for every 
believer to express a willingness to embrace biblical teaching and 
a willingness to agree to disagree at times.

Alexander Campbell and Barton Stone set an example of the 
willingness to agree to disagree. Both men held divergent views 
on the doctrine of the atonement. On one hand, Campbell believed 
Jesus died a substitutionary death on the cross. On the other hand, 
Barton Stone taught “the moral influence theory” of the atone-
ment. The two men debated their views in writing in the pages of 
their respective publications. After months of argument, neither 
convinced the other their view was biblically correct. When the 
written debate ended, the two men decided “to agree to disagree.” 
Because both men derived their position from reason and Scrip-
ture, they continued to defend and teach their respective views. 
Neither held the other in contempt and both accepted the other 
as a brother in Christ.

There were other areas where the two men differed. Campbell 
viewed Stone as weak on the biblical doctrine of Christ and his 
relationship within the Godhead. There were differences over the 
preferred name for the church and for Christians. They differed on 
millennial views. Stone had a stronger view of the role of ministry 
while Campbell saw paid clergy as hirelings. Regardless of their 
differences, they recognized and accepted each other as brethren. 
Stone said, “I will not say, there are no faults in brother Campbell, 
but that there are fewer, perhaps, in him, than any man I know 
on earth, and over these few my love would throw a veil, and 

hide them from view forever.” Rather than railing one another 
or questioning their commitment to Christ, they acknowledged 
their different perspectives and loved each other as brethren.

Campbell sometimes appeared less generous on theological and 
practical matters with others. Campbell’s exclusion of Dr. John 
Thomas comes to mind. Even with Dr. Thomas, Campbell was 
willing to permit him to hold his opinions. Thomas stubbornly 
refused to keep his personal views to himself and proved to be 
a man with little integrity. He agreed to stop requiring others to 
accept his views but ultimately did not do so. Campbell broke 
fellowship with Thomas, not because of his view on baptism or 
materialism. He did so because Thomas did not keep his word 
and made his view a test of fellowship. 

Must we all believe the same thing in the same way? Doctrinal 
agreement is important to be sure. When there are differences in 
legitimate views or perspectives when fairly drawn from Scripture 
and reason, must we demand agreement? It is not necessary to 
point fingers and accuse brethren of rejecting or denying God’s 
Word when understanding differs. Granted there are doctrines 
where God has spoken. In those areas, there ought to be agree-
ment and unity; but where positions are derived from Scripture 
by human reason, care should be given that such understanding 
not be bound upon another.

Instead of accusing, agree to continue discussion. Prayerful 
study of important doctrine can eventually lead to agreement. 
When it is not immediately apparent, accept and love one another 
in Christ. Let Scripture speak to both the heart and the mind, but 
keep the attention on Jesus. The church’s greatest problems occur 
when focus on Jesus disappears. Like rays of the sun which grow 
closer with proximity to the sun, so unity in Christ will occur with 
proximity to the Son. 

Prescription # 2: Commit to the Propositions. Thomas 
Campbell was not a prophet or an apostle, but he was a wise 
man who hated division in the body of Christ. After arriving in 
America in 1807, Campbell formulated 13 propositions in an ef-
fort to eradicate divisions in the Presbyterian Church. Defrocked 
by the Chartiers Presbytery, he gathered loyal friends around him 
to promote Christian unity on the frontier. The “Declaration and 
Address” outlined principles Campbell believed would encourage 
a spirit of unity. I believe today’s church leaders need to famil-
iarize themselves with the principles he presented and convey 
them to Christians. The propositions should be taught, not as a 
creed or an expression of Scripture, but as pragmatic principles 
to practice in a church. 

Most of the propositions Campbell expressed are easily un-
derstood, but Propositions 6, 7, and 13 need emphasis. I have 
included a paraphrase of Thomas Campbell’s 13 Propositions in 
the Appendices for easy reference.

Proposition 6: This proposition accentuates the freedom given 
individual believers in Bible study. Every individual has the right 
to read and follow the Bible according to their conscience. Propo-
sition 6 assumes Bible students interpret Scripture objectively 
rather than subjectively. Individual study can result in a variety of 
interpretations particularly where the Bible is not clear. Because 
human reason is fallible, the outcome for different individuals 
could vary. The principle of Proposition 6 says a Bible student 
who reaches a conclusion based on the proper application of 
deductive or inductive reasoning may teach this as God’s Word. 
Such conclusions, however, should never become tests of fellow-
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ship or conditions of membership in a church. Those who differ 
should be permitted to hold and to discuss their understanding 
as long as the goal is mutual edification.

Proposition 7: Proposition seven continues in the same vein 
of thought as the previous proposition. Mature Christians may 
understand a passage one way while new believers struggle to 
understand it. We all interpret Scripture through the lens of our 
personal backgrounds and cultures; therefore, no one should 
expect everyone to see things exactly alike. More comprehensive 
study can eradicate differences in time. I once reached out to a 
prospective church member who hesitated to become part of 
First Christian Church in Canton. He grew up in the Jehovah’s 
Witness cult and feared he would not be accepted even though he 
confessed Christ as the Son of God and was immersed. I encour-
aged him to unite with the church on the basis of his confession 
and previous baptism and to seek to learn more. In time he told 
me he rejected the Jehovah’s Witnesses’ errors and understood 
the relationship of the Father, Son, and Holy Spirit differently 
than he did a year or so earlier. Did I press him on the use of the 
term “Trinity”? No, I did not. That term is not in Scripture. This 
man was willing to let the Scriptures speak for themselves and 
to let them teach him the truth about such things. 

The point is: believers must be given time to form views or 
change their minds. This is not to say every view or idea should 
be tolerated. To do so would be tantamount to “being tossed about 
by every wind of doctrine.” It is one thing to continue studying 
and discussing biblical truth, and quite another to permit stubborn 
resistance to clear biblical teaching. I am not suggesting church 
leaders ignore church discipline and order. 

Proposition 13: The last proposition in Thomas Campbell’s 
list tackles the issue of how to handle expedients. The diction-
ary defines expedient as “that which is suitable for achieving a 
particular end in a given circumstance.”  The dictionary gives a 
secondary meaning as well. An expedient is that which is “char-

acterized by concern with what is opportune.” Thus, in the 
church an expedient is whatever helps the congregation fulfill 
its mission or meet a specific end. Expedients should never 
infringe on, or negate, clear teaching of Scripture. 

The church is free to use any method, tool, and program if 
it assists or enables the church to do its work, unless it is obvi-
ously unscriptural or sinful. When Thomas Campbell wrote 
this proposition, he raised questions about the entrenchment 
of traditions. Scripture neither commands nor sets forth as 
Apostolic precedence many things which become traditional. 
Local churches may cooperate together in a variety of ways as 
long as the cooperation is helpful and contributes to complet-
ing the church’s mission. 

Changes in church music are examples. History reveals 
shifts in music style took place over centuries and in each case 
helped the church reach the lost. Luther borrowed German beer 
hall tunes to accompany newly written lyrics. These lyrics and 
familiar tunes impacted the German people and communicated 
Gospel facts in fresh new ways. It was expedient for Luther 
to adopt secular music to enhance his ministry. 

If this proposition were understood, the “music wars” of 
the early 21st century could have, in large part, been avoided. 
Leaders need to walk a narrow path between what is helpful 
and what is potentially damaging. Churches should never al-
low once helpful practices or programs to become entrenched 
traditions. Clear the decks, especially when pragmatic useful-
ness ceases.
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

I had a university in my backyard for thirty years, so I like 
to read about things that go on at campuses around the country. 
An intriguing article about that is the main subject of the club 
this month. It was written by a professor at the University of 
Wisconsin-Madison. Our professor is one Donald P. Moynihan 
and he brings up some matters worth considering in something 
we will call . . .

Who Is Obliged to Pay for Free Speech?
“Who’s Really Placing Limits on Free Speech?”

New York Times, January 9, 2017

The essence of Professor Moynihan’s article is a complaint on 
his part that some state senators in Wiscon-
sin have threatened to cut funding to his 
university because of courses, or part of 
the content of courses, that are taught there. 
Our professor claims that all the hubbub 
about “safe spaces” and “trigger warnings” 
are only minor matters localized to a few 
elite campuses, or as he puts it, “It’s true 
that these battle lines are drawn across all 
campuses to one degree or another, but what 
many people don’t realize is that they are 
the most pressing concerns only for elite 

private institutions like Oberlin and Yale.”
He offers instead that he and his colleagues “have been given 

much more reason to worry about the ideological agendas of 
elected officials and politically appointed governing boards.” It 
seems that, at least in Wisconsin, elected officials have begun to 
wonder if the taxpayers are obligated to fund just any course or 
course content a professor might want to teach. Our professor 
concludes by saying, “Free speech on campus has survived and 
will survive challenges from students and other members of civil 
society. Its fate is much less certain when the government decides 
to censor discomforting views.”

But is this just a matter of “free speech on campus” or is there 
more to this picture?

For example, one course that came under scrutiny was “The 
Problem of Whiteness.” From the University of Wisconsin website 
course description we find this:

“Critical Whiteness Studies aims to understand how whiteness 
is socially constructed and experienced in order to help dismantle 
white supremacy. . . It explores how they consciously and uncon-
sciously perpetuate institutional racism and how this not only 
devastates communities of color but also perpetuates the oppres-
sion of most white folks along the lines of class and gender. . . we 
will ask what an ethical white identity entails, what it means to be 
#woke, and consider the journal Race Traitor’s motto, ‘treason to 
whiteness is loyalty to humanity.’”

In a free society, people should be able to express ideas like 
these, no matter who agrees or disagrees. That, we could remind 
our professor, is free speech. But there are a couple of other im-
portant questions to ask here.

First, is this sort of class appropriate for students who, if they 
are like many college students, may not yet be able to express 
themselves correctly in a college-level essay? I will leave the 
pedagogues to ponder that one.

An even more important question is this: why should those 
taxpayers who might disagree with parts of this course content 
be forced to pay for it at a government-funded university? A close 
parallel, freedom of the press, does not imply that taxpayers should 
be forced to pay to publish newspapers with which they disagree.

In a sociology course at the same university, students were 
required to write an essay on “gay” men’s sexual preferences. 
Again, those who wish to discuss such things should be free to 
do so, but why should those who question the appropriateness of 
this topic be forced to fund its discussion? Should Christians, for 
example, be forced to fund such things?

Or consider another course offered at the University of Wis-
consin, “Global HipHop and Social Justice.” Part of that course 
description reads: “Can HipHop culture help make the world 
more just? If so, what theory and praxis best advance this aim? . 
. . Our critical interrogation of the relationship between HipHop 
and social justice considers the culture from its U.S. Black Power 
era underpinnings to its disparate contemporary ‘glocal’ mani-
festations. We begin by asking what is ‘HipHop,’ what is ‘social 
justice,’ and what is their relationship, and proceed to consider 
how HipHop can be an effective force for social justice and what 
obstacles are in the way.” We can ask again: is this really a field of 
study or a trendy attempt at social propaganda? Propaganda can 
also be free speech, but should those who think a course like this 
is the intellectual garbage that it seems to be have to pay for it?

This attitude that promotes what amounts to mental sewage 
has come of age and is running wild on many campuses. At 
Clark University, orientation now includes diversity training. As 
reported in the New York Times this past September:

“A freshman tentatively raises her hand and takes the micro-
phone. ‘I’m really scared to ask this,’ she begins. ‘When I, as a 
white female, listen to music that uses the N word, and I’m in 
the car, or, especially when I’m with all white friends, is it O.K. 
to sing along?’ The answer, from Sheree Marlowe, the new chief 
diversity officer at Clark University, is an unequivocal ‘no.’”

Will our professor from the University of Wisconsin complain 
that the free speech of this freshmen is being discouraged by this 
“chief diversity officer”? Would our professor defend a class that 
explored this history of “the N word” - especially if no disapproval 
of the use of that word was part of the course? While we don’t 
know the answer to that question, I will take any odds you want 
that the answer is an unequivocal “no.”
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With higher education screaming that it does not have enough 
funding, you might think a completely dispensable position like 
“chief diversity officer” (imagine what such people are paid) 
would be a place to cut the budget. But not so, for according to 
the New York Times article “about 75 chief diversity officers have 
been hired by colleges and universities in the past 18 months.” 
Meanwhile, back at Clark University, you can see the kind of 
indoctrination done by such “officers.” Consider this exchange at 
last fall’s orientation:

“Ms. Marlowe [the diversity officer] said she questioned the 
validity of the concept of reverse racism, arguing that racism is a 
system in which a dominant race benefits from the oppression of 
others. But some students appeared slightly confused.”

Any thinking person would be confused by this. You can define 
racism in a way that makes it impossible by definition for a non-
white person to be racist, but that is not an argument. It is just a 
biased definition for the purpose of mindless indoctrination.

The exchange continued:
“‘When you use the term self-identify as a white woman, are 

you saying that you can choose your race?’ one white male student 
asked. . . But, Ms. Marlowe said, while it is sometimes difficult to 
identify a person’s racial or ethnic background based on appear-
ance, she does not believe that gives license to people like Rachel 
A. Dolezal, the white woman who claimed to be African-American 
while working for the N.A.A.C.P. in Spokane, Wash. ‘You can’t say 
you’re black if you’re not, historically.’ The student still seemed 
confused. ‘Maybe we can unpack it afterward,’ Ms. Marlowe told 
the student. ‘You want to come see me afterward?’”

Ms. Marlowe should know that whenever idiocy is presented in 
public as though it is profound wisdom, people will be confused. 
It truly is confusing to try to think that racial self-identification is 
legitimate only when approved by chief diversity officers. If she 
ever got around to “unpacking” that one can only imagine the 
big blob of junk (metaphorically speaking, of course) that was 
contained in that package.

This academic insanity doesn’t stop at the college level. At the 
beginning of this year Yale Divinity School announced the launch-
ing of two new Master of Arts in Religion degree paths, one of 
which is “faith and ecocolgy.” This is being offered, according 
to Jennifer Herdt, Senior Associate Dean of Academic Affairs, 
because “the environmental crisis is the most critical issue facing 
humanity today.” I wonder if students in that program are allowed 
to dissent from that rather questionable judgment?

According to the Yale Divinity School announcement, the Faith 
and Ecology concentration “spans the study of eco-theology; eco-
spirituality; eco-feminism; environmental ethics; and cosmology.” 
It appears that a student could work his way through this program 
at the divinity school and never be bothered with any serious study 
of the Bible. But who needs the Bible when you have eco-theology 
and its eco-friends?

As one source comments on Yale, “The history of Yale is outwardly 
Christian, and it remained that way for the first two and a half centu-
ries after its formation. There are still some Christian remnants there. 
William F. Buckley, Jr. caused quite a scandal in the early 1950s when 
he wrote a book, God & Man at Yale, essentially documenting that 
Yale had largely jettisoned its Christian roots.” The new degree path 
at Yale rather puts a exclamation point on that, doesn’t it?

While Yale Divinity School is not quite in the same category 
as the University of Wisconsin-Madison when it comes to tax-
payer funding, remember that many students in most colleges 
receive some kind of aid from taxpayers. So the two-pronged 
problem even sticks us at Yale: programs of study border on the 
idiotic, and many of us who realize that are forced to help pay 
for them anyway.

But that is simply the way that most higher education has gone 
recently, and will probably continue to go. Institutions that were 
once Christian are not exempt from this trend. Because much of 
academia is an entrenched thing not easily moved or altered, there 
is probably little to be done about it. But we are wise to take note 
of it when we see it, and point it out. Those inside academia are 
often unseeing because they are, in too many instances, unwilling 
to see. Sometimes those on the outside are too busy to notice.

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

Church Seeks Preaching Minister
*Boise, ID — Capitol City Christian Church seeks a full-time 

preaching minister to grow long-term a biblically sound church, 
with people fruitful in Jesus. He should have an elder’s biblical 
qualities, be biblically well-trained, have more than a decade of 
full-time ministry experience, and be urban-inclined. We hold to 
no book but the Bible, and to no head but Jesus as saving Lord, 
one with God and the only way to eternal life. We are a multi-
generational church family from various mother tongues and 
averaged 93 in worship in 2016. Our nationally historic build-
ing is in the heart of Idaho life, three blocks from the Capitol 
Building. Send résumé and questions to 615 N. 9th St., Boise ID 
83702 or staff@capitolcitychristian.org or call 208-631-4438.

*Walterboro, SC –– Minister needed for very small congrega-
tion in Walterboro, SC.  Will need to supplement income.  Aver-
age attendance 15 – 20 on Sunday mornings.  Please call current 
minister, Lou Vellia, at 843-898-3461, or email: lvelliajr@gmail.
com for more details.

South Carolina Church Seeks Preacher

*Chaplin, KY — Chaplin Christian Church (located at 5438 
Lawrenceburg Road, ) is a forward thinking congregation that 
is engaging people with the life changing power of Jesus Christ. 
We have an established base of involved, young families, and 
are seeking a Senior Minister to lead us in continued growth.

Candidates need to have a Bachelor’s degree, minimum, and 
be able to deliver relative, everyday life sermons. Must be com-
mitted to the Restoration Movement theology.

Submit resumes by email to: chaplinchristianchurch@gmail.
com or Mail resumes to 639 Prather Ridge Road, Bloomfield, 
KY 40008

If any questions please call between 3:00pm – 8:00pm: 502-
382-7182 Scott    or    502-376-0495 Derek

Kentucky Church Seeking Preacher
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designation of choice, replacing ‘evangelist,’ ‘elder,’ ‘preacher,’ 
‘pastor,’ or ‘minister.’” “A dozen clergypersons … will not impact 
a community like one minister who knows that leadership must 
be won.” “It seems that the mainline seminaries and their alumni 
represent almost the last stand of liberalism in America.”

Then he speaks of the “. . . the restoration of ‘the original faith 
and order’ of the Apostolic Church.’” Speaking of the Disciple 
heritage he says, “We dare not forget that they did see faith, re-
pentance, confession, baptism, and remission of sins as a complex 
personal decision in response to the hearing of the gospel.” Then 
he laments, “I do not believe I have heard a sermon on baptism 
in 30 years . . . and only rarely have I preached one.” He speaks 
here of the genius of the Restoration Movement. I have thought 
much about Scott’s “restoration of the ancient Gospel” and I do 
not know which one of those steps to leave out . . . and speak 
where the Bible speaks. He says, “I do not believe I have heard a 
sermon on Christian baptism in 30 years . . . and only rarely have 
I preached one.” Christian baptism is the immersion of a repentant 
believer for the remission of sins and gift of the Holy Spirit. I do 
not know how to change that and speak where the Bible speaks.

 It must have hurt Osborn to write this paper. I am sure he, too, 
wept over it. But when you reach my age, you look back over 
your life and ministry and see mistakes. Osborn had the “guts” to 
point them out. He concludes saying, “ . . . this essay is a call to 
repent and bring forth fruits of reformation before it is too late.” 
This is sad, very sad.

CONCLUSION
We should be thankful the “Greatest Generation” dug in their 

heels and preserved for us a treasure. There is something intrin-
sically valuable in striving to do Bible things in Bible ways and 
call Bible things by Bible names. There is something intrinsically 
valuable in holding the Bible as the only rule of faith and prac-
tice. There is something intrinsically valuable in the motto, “In 
matters of faith unity, in matters of opinion liberty, in all things 
love.” There is something intrinsically valuable in proclaiming 
“no creed but Christ.” There is something intrinsically valuable 
in trying to be Christians only, but not the only Christians. And 
they all go back to the fountainhead, “Where the Scriptures speak, 
we speak; and where the Scriptures are silent, we are silent,” 

These are “pearls of great price” that must be maintained and 
shared.

The Greatest Generation left us a rich heritage of faith. It 
believed the Bible to be the only rule of faith and 
practice for Christians. So, let me conclude where I 
began with the words of Thomas Campbell, “Where 
the Scriptures speak, we speak; and where the Scrip-
tures are silent, we are silent.”
____________________
Marshall Leggett is a retired preacher and college president who makes 
his home in Texas. He presented this message in the 2008 Bible Confer-
ence (Symposium) held in Mason, OH.

WHERE THE SCRIPTURES SPEAK, WE SPEAK.
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The writer of Hebrews again encourages us to encourage others 
to not neglect the Lord’s Day gathering on the first day of the 
week: “And let us consider how to stir up one another to love 
and good works, not neglecting to meet together, as is the habit 
of some, but encouraging one another, and all the more as you 
see the Day drawing near (Hebrews 10:24-25).

Perhaps James has a word to say along this line: “So whoever 
knows the right thing to do and fails to do it, for him it is sin” 
(James 4:17).

So if you see something, then by all means say something or 
do something! You may only have that one opportunity.

Mini-Messages....Two important dates are coming soon: Resurrection 
Sunday is on April 16. Pentecost Sunday on June 4. Christ told us to 
remember His death and resurrection every first day of the week. The 
Bible never said that we are to celebrate Pentecost, but it is not wrong 
to do so. Pentecost is the birthday of the church. What a great day to 
look again at Acts 2 and celebrate the way the church is supposed to 
be...Pray that churches will return to the N.T. way of doing things. LM 
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www.ohiobrc.orgCalendar of Events

Events are added to this calendar as they are provided and at the 
editor’s discretion. Please keep us informed.

2017 
Spring Class............................................March 23, 30, April 6, 13

(Hillsboro, OH)
Contact: P2PM_office@Yahoo.com

Bible Research Conference......................................... April 21-22
(Marietta, OH)

Contact: www.ohiobrc.org

Spring Clinic...................................................................May 16-18
(Hillsboro, OH)

Contact: P2PM_office@Yahoo.com

Restoration Plea Family Camp.....................................May 26-28
(Watseka, IL)

Contact: Kevin Ziegler: klziegler@gmail.com

Pennsylvania Family Camp Meeting.......................... June 18-22
(Hyndman, PA)

Contact: Chad Fatula (814-709-9015

Delmarva Family Camp.................................................. July 8-14
(Laurel, DE)

Contact: office@delmarvacsc.org)

Hillsboro Family Camp................................................. July 24-27
(Hillsboro, OH)

Contact: P2PM_office@Yahoo.com

Summit’s Second Wind Ladies Jubilee....................August 11-12
(Peru, IN)

Contact: www.summit1.org or 765-472-4111 or summit1@myvine.com

We publish tracts! To the left are 
four of the most popular tracts 
that we have published that deal 
with the plan of salvation.

New Testament Teaching on 
Faith by Roy C. Blackmore.

The Road Back – Repentance 
by James W. Greenwood.

The Good Confession  by       
Harvey C. Bream, Jr.

New Testament Teaching on 
Baptism by Dr. Lewis Foster.

Thousands of these tracts have 
been used to teach people the 
basics for becoming a Christian.

Idea: Preachers and teachers, why 
not have a series dealing with this 
material and give one of these tracts 
to each person present. Encourage 
each one to share his tract with 
someone else.

Cost: $.27 each or $25.00 per 
hundred


