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FOR THOSE WHO LOVE THE TRUTH AND HATE ERROR

WHAT WILL THEY DO NOW?
Dub McClish
On May 15–18, 2011, brother Neal Pollard preached
in a Gospel meeting at the Sherman Drive Church of Christ
(formerly Pearl Street) in Denton, Texas. This meeting may
prove to be significant beyond the mere facts on the surface.
Some Background Notes
The Sherman Drive congregation is what is left of
the once mighty Pearl Street congregation that for almost
a quarter century enjoyed a spotless reputation for soundness and faithfulness. This reputation was known in many
nations, principally through its twenty-one consecutive Annual Denton Lectures programs (1982–2002).
Pearl Street apostatized in 2003, mainly through the influence of one of its elders, Joe Chism, who persuaded two
of his fellow elders to join him in the unholy Holy Spirit
errors of brethren Mac Deaver and Goebel Music. I was one
of the elders and Gary Summers was the preacher when this
issue arose. We fought it with all we had from its first appearance, but we did not prevail. The eldership fired Gary
in April 2003, and I resigned from the eldership and left in
May 2003, both departures precipitated by our opposition to
the Deaver error.
When questioned, those elders vehemently insisted
more than once (including written statements) that they had
not been infected with the Deaver virus. They soon demonstrated their unmitigated hypocrisy by their actions, however (Gary Summers and I knew all too well they were lying, from our face-to-face discussions with them between
November 2001–May 2003, attempting to salvage this con-

gregation for the Truth). In 2004 they furnished Mac Deaver
with funds and address lists for a special issue of his Biblical
Notes Quarterly. The church also allowed him to mail it on
the church’s mailing permit, which may not even be legal
(but why should breaking the law matter if lying does not [it
appears that Mac’s “Biblical ethical deceit” doctrine, along
with his Holy Spirit errors rubbed off on these elders]). In
2005 they further sealed their reputation as deceivers by
employing Deaver as their preacher. This apostasy so decimated the church’s numbers that it had no use for a 500-seat
auditorium and accompanying abundant classroom space. In
2007 they sold the Pearl Street property and bought a small
building on Sherman Drive, hence the church’s new name.
When Deaver joined Pearl Street in 2005, his principal
Holy Spirit contention was that He provides help to Christians in a direct manner (in addition to His Word), producing
in us spiritual fruit, giving us wisdom, and helping us understand Scripture. In 2006 he began publicly contending that
all sinners must undergo both water and Holy Spirit baptism
(we have yet to hear if he and all of his disciples [including
the Sherman Drive membership] have been re-baptized according to this strange doctrine).
Deaver moved from Sherman Drive in 2010. One might
have been tempted to speculate that his doctrinal evolution
into Holy Spirit baptism was more than even those derelict
elders could tolerate, and that perhaps they “encouraged”
him to leave when he “went public” with his novel doctrine.
Obviously, this was not so, for they immediately hired his
son, Weylan, a chip off the old block, doctrinally as well as
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Over the years we have lost count of the times we have
heard certain brethren, including elders and preachers, strongly
and unfairly criticize those who oppose false doctrines and
the teachers of them with the statement that serves as the title
of this editorial. Who would not admit that personalities and
egos have, do, and will cause problems in every organization,
but with some brethren nearly every problem in the church
is chalked up to egos and/or a difference in personalities? It
would not surprise me that some simple minded church member attributed Paul’s opposition to Peter for the latter’s hypocrisy to Paul’s ego and the personality differences that may
have existed between the two apostles (Gal. 2:11). Of course,
anyone making such a charge would have sinned in making it
and the same is true of those who see almost all problems in
the church today to be rooted in and sustained by ego and/or
personality problems. Moreover, when such brethren always
attribute church troubles to personality clashes and/or bloated
egos, at least they prove that they do not have enough love and
concern for God’s Truth, the church, adequate evidence, credible witnesses and/or what is right and what is wrong to put
their “chief-seat-seeking-characters” at risk with their “youscratch-my-back-and-I’ll-scratch-yours”cadre of like-minded
preachers and their fellow travelers (1 Thes. 5:21).
Did Curtis Cates speak against and write his book in opposition to Mac Deaver’s Holy Spirit doctrine because of ego
and/or personality differences between Mac and him? Neal
Pollard is the preacher for the Bear Valley Church of Christ,
Denver, CO. Bear Valley Bible Institute of Denver (BV) is an
intregal part of this congregation. Was it because of the harmony of personalities and lack of ego problems between Neal
Pollard and Weylan Deaver, the preacher for the Sherman
Drive Church of Christ, Denton, TX, that the two men and the
churches they serve extended fellowship to one another when
Pollard preached a gospel meeting at the Sherman Dr. congregation in May of 2011? Incidentally, it was from BV that Weylan Deaver received his master’s degree in 2009. The Sherman
Drive church has and does spearhead, help finance, and promote Mac’s Holy Spirit doctrine that Weylan Deaver promotes.
Neal Pollard is in fellowship with the Memphis School of
Preaching (MSOP) and they are in fellowship with him. In the
past Jerry Martin of MSOP has taught at BV. Moreover, Brad
Harrub is an adjunct teacher in BV’s master’s program. Every
one of these men are in fellowship with each other. Thus, they
have no problem of bidding God’s speed to Mac and Weylan
Deaver and Sherman Drive’s Holy Spirit error as they practice
their own unity in diversity in obligatory matters. But 2 John
8-11 still says what it means and means what it says, the previous brethren notwithstanding!

Ira Y. Rice, Jr., Founder
August 3, 1917-October 10, 2001
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Sure, I’m in fellowship with
the Deaver’s and Sherman
Drive. They’re swell folks!

I’m in fellowship with Neal Pollard
but not with the Deaver’s. Have you
read my book exposing Mac’s doctrine? But Neal’s a swell guy. He
was on our lectureship recently.

FIGURIN’ OUT FELLOWSHIP
Lynn Parker
Now, I'm studying hard to figure out
This fellowship thing, you see
Curtis and crowd must have concluded–
It’s just a matter of degree.

Now Curtis must look in the mirror and say,
“I won’t fellowship Mac, but I really like Neal.
Mac’s son is not Mac, I’m surely OK,
Help, I’m sliding on this slippery peel!”

Now Curtis wrote a paperback book
A mighty rebuke some say
Of a direct operation of the Spirit
He does not operate that way.

So Curtis is now faced with a dilemma
Will he once again change the rule?
And fellowship those who fellowship Mac?
Ah, consistency, thou art such a jewel!

Curtis took aim at Mac Deaver
And with a missive he let fly
“Mac's view won’t be tolerated!
I’ll oppose it far, oppose it near, oppose it till I die.”

And Tommy Hicks, compromiser extrordinaire!
He opposes Sunset with a snarl and a frown.
But Sanders and Harrub fellowship them all,
And Tommy says, “Phil and Brad, Come on down!”

Our brother Cates drew a deep line in the sand,
Curtis can’t fellowship Mac or Mac’s son.
“They’ve hurt the church, they’ve taught damnable error.
Why just look at the harm they’ve done!”

Honest hearts looking at Cates and Hicks,
Can see their doctrinal vacillation.
Once they were strong, but their backbones’ now gone,
They now specialize in obfuscation.

By now Cates and crowd surely know
How Neal Pollard their friend from the west
Went down to Texas, preached at Sherman Drive,
And wished them all the best.

You must ignore God’s fellowship laws
To forge this new alliance!
It doesn’t matter what Christ has said,
You’ll proceed in your defiance.

Neal Pollard—that kind, loving soul,
Along with Curtis they hate agitators.
They ‘d rather bend, slapbacks, make people smile
And simply be doctrinal placaters.

And go where faithful brethren will not,
the wide path that you have trod
And in choosing this path, you go alone—
without the faithful and without God.

I read the Bible and it hasn’t changed
Don’t bid the false teacher God speed!
Or you fellowship him who’s not in fellowship with God,
And become a partaker of his evil deeds.

—1650 Gander Slough Road
Kingsbury, TX 78638
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physically.

Was Sherman Drive supportive of Mac’s and Weylan’s
Holy Spirit baptism heresy at the time of the Pollard meeting
there? No doubt about it, unless they ceased their support almost overnight. One month before the meeting, Mac mailed
another “Special Issue” of his Biblical Notes Quarterly (I
received mine on April 18). The entire “Special Issue” was
an attempt to defend his Holy Spirit baptism error in the face
of Daniel Denham’s withering refutation of it at the Spring
Church of Christ Contending for the Faith Lectures in February. In BNQ he credited the Sherman Drive secretary, Pam
Morse (wife of elder Randy Morse) for “help in getting
the material ready for print.” Deaver mailed it on Sherman
Drive’s mailing permit again, and it appears that he again
used mailing lists supplied by Sherman Drive. The point just
here is that there can be no doubt whatsoever that Sherman
Drive was still firmly in support of the entire Deaver Holy
Spirit schema at the time of the Pollard meeting.

you have here at Sherman Drive.” He further said of Weylan Deaver, “We respect the depth of spirituality and Bible
knowledge that is evident.” I don’t see much in those words
to indicate any doctrinal disagreements with the Sherman
Drive preacher.
Beyond that, however, at least two brethren (Daniel
Denham and Gary Summers), upon learning of his planned
trip to Denton, sought to contact Pollard by email messages
and telephone, informing him of Sherman Drive’s doctrinal
aberrations. Pollard ignored both of them. He came right on,
in spite of knowing what Sherman Drive is. Could he more
eloquently have expressed his sympathy for the Deaver errors than by doing so? At the very least, one must say that he
expressed utter lack of concern about them and the confusion and division among brethren they have wrought.
In a July 29, 2009, Denton Record-Chronicle article
Mac wrote:
A sinner must change his nature. Having become a natural
sinner or sinner by nature, he must become a partaker of the
divine nature. He has to be forgiven of his sins, and made
alive again. He must be born again of water and Spirit (John
3:3, 5). He must be regenerated or made spiritually alive
again. This happens when he is baptized into Christ (Tit. 3:5;
2 Pet. 1:40 [sic., he meant 1:4]). As his body is immersed in
water (Acts 8:38), his human spirit is immersed in the Holy
Spirit (1 Cor. 12:13).

Enter Neal Pollard
Neal Pollard is the preacher for the Bear Valley Church
of Christ in Denver, Colorado, that conducts the Bear Valley
Bible Institute of Denver (BV). He also teaches part-time in
this school. He became somewhat of a hero to the Miller/AP
defenders/endorsers/supporters after writing a sweet little
article in August 2005, titled, “Devil’s Disease: Illustration
of Gal. 5:15.” In it, he described brethren in such terms as
“Tasmanian Devils,” “heretic detectors,” and “fight-pickers” (and others), calling for their “eradication.” He left few
doubts that he was aiming at those rapscallions who were
determined to continue to oppose and expose brother Dave
Miller. I somehow thought those were rather biting words
from a brother who was accusing others of “biting and devouring one another,” all the while calling for “balance.”
I am not aware if he has ever expressed the slightest hint
of sympathy for the Deaver errors, much less having ever
taught them. Likewise, I am not aware of any such leanings
on the part of the church or school with which he works.
Yet, here he came to preach in a meeting series designed to
strengthen, encourage, and build up a congregation that is
perhaps more unabashedly eaten up with the Deaver errors
than any other.
Could he be so out of touch that he was not aware of
Sherman Drive’s devotion to Deaver and his errors (some
brethren pride themselves on their ignorance of who is
teaching what)? Even if I did not know better, I would doubt
it. lt is apparent that Neal Pollard and Weylan Deaver were
acquainted beyond mere knowledge about one another before Pollard arrived in Denton, otherwise they would not
have links to each other’s blogs (http://wdeaver.wordpress.
com/; http://preacherpollard.wordpress.com/). Pollard prefaced his closing sermon in the series by saying his visit at
Sherman Drive had “forged a bond that will continue to
grow.” He told the audience, “What a wonderful preacher…

The Sherman Drive elders obviously endorse Mac’s
“spirit-immersed-in-Spirit” gobbledy-gook as necessary
(not optional) for the sinner’s “nature change” in order for
him to be saved. Did they make their conviction clear to
Pollard? Did Pollard make this clear when he offered the
invitation at the end of each of his sermons so the poor sinners might know that their “sinful nature” was going to be
overhauled by the Holy Spirit and that they would thereby
be given a “divine nature”? I suppose an invitation by one
who subscribes to this error might go something like this:
“While we stand and sing, come and let us baptize your
body in water so your sins can be washed away and so your
spirit can be baptized in the Holy Spirit to change your ‘sinful nature.’”
The “Bigger Picture”
Brother Pollard’s blasé attitude about bidding Godspeed to a church given over to heresy concerning the Holy
Spirit is a small part of a much bigger picture. I am writing these words on June 6, 2011. Exactly six years ago the
packet of letters from Apologetics Press (AP), announcing
the forced resignation of its executive director, Bert Thompson, was hitting mailboxes. One of the letters announced the
appointment of brother Dave Miller to succeed the departed
Thompson. The packet further included a list of sixty men
who had permitted their names to be used in a statement of
support for AP and, by implication, for Dave Miller. These
documents began a series of ripples that continues to rock
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the ship of Zion.
Those who signed the statement to prop up AP could
hardly oppose its new executive director. Brother Miller’s
unrepented-of errors concerning elder reaffirmation/reconfirmation and marital intent were at least easily knowable,
if not widely known, before he joined Apologetics Press
in 2002. AP lost considerable financial support because of
Miller’s errors when Thompson hired him. At least some of
those who signed the support statement are on record as opposing Miller’s elder r/r error pre-June 2005. One of them
even told me he did not know Miller would be the next head
of AP at the time he signed the support document, implying
he would not have signed it had he known it. He quickly
joined the ranks of the Miller defenders, however.
Amazingly, several former opponents of his errors became defenders and endorsers of them and him in order to
continue support for AP. A new attitude concerning Truth
and error emerged among many of those long considered
unflinching in their defense and proclamation of the faith.
These brethren, whether or not they have ever faced it, have
rationalized their selective endorsement of error and its advocates. They are practicing situation ethics relating to Truth
and error. They have reached the point of choosing which
false teachers they still oppose and which it is permissible
to embrace and defend. I suppose those at Memphis School
of Preaching (MSOP), GBN/Southaven Church of Christ,
Southaven MS, Spiritual Sword/Getwell, The New Gospel
Journal, “Polishing the Pulpit,” Schertz, Lubbock, and others of their band still anathematize the late James D. Bales,
Rubel Shelly, and Mac Deaver (their errors are noxious, unacceptable, and damnable, you see). However, Dave Miller
need not fear, for his errors are completely palatable, harmless, and acceptable (never mind that they strike at the foundation of Scriptural congregational government and MDR).
(Does anyone with an ounce of honesty and objectivity believe for one moment that the Miller errors would have been
given a pass by most of these brethren six years ago had not
their support of AP demanded it?)
The Fellowship Fallout
The brethren who rationalized supporting a teacher of
error have triggered a massive fellowship realignment, both
exclusive and inclusive in its course. The first consequence
of their support-at-all-cost policy toward AP/Miller was exclusive in nature. In order to maintain their agenda, those
who cast their lot with AP/Miller had to marginalize those of
us who refused to “go along” with a false teacher and his institution in order to “get along.” Their means of accomplishing this aim initially was to malign, denounce, and demonize
all non-Millerites as merely loud-mouthed misfits, allegedly
disgruntled because we did not “get our way.” Their list of
pejoratives ranged everywhere from “Tasmanian Devils” to
members of a “toxic loyalty circle,” and thirty or more additional complimentary monikers thrown in just in case some

soul missed their point (have these brethren been studying
the tactics of the Democrat Party?). Never mind that they
spurned three invitations to join various ones of us in open,
public discussion of the issues dividing us. Some of us even
offered to come to their home ground for the same purpose,
but they spurned that, too. They made it very clear that they
considered us dispensable as far as their fellowship and their
future course were concerned.
The second consequence, and a corollary to the first,
has been inclusive in nature. Almost simultaneous with their
new policy of exclusion, the Miller/AP acolytes began a
new policy of unprecedented inclusion. While they pushed
us out the back door and slammed it, they opened wide the
front door to a new group of brethren. In place of their formerly beloved and respected brethren to whom they gave
the bum’s rush, they began almost feverishly to embrace
those whom they had formerly not only not included in their
work, but whom they criticized and scorned. Moreover, they
have left that front door open, and one wonders just whom
all it will eventually admit.
This phenomenon has revealed itself most glaringly in
the list of speakers at various lectureships. The “old” Tommy Hicks and the Southside Church in Lubbock, Texas, had
long opposed (and rightly so) its neighbor across town, Sunset International Bible Institute. However, although Brad
Harrub spoke on the Lake Tahoe Family Camp with Truitt
Adair, President of the school, earlier in the year, the “new”
Hicks saw no fellowship inconsistency with Harrub’s appearance on the 2006 Lubbock Lectures. Also, the “old”
Hicks previously had no use for BV, but the “new” Hicks
placed Mark Hanstein, a teacher and administrator in that
school, on the 2006 Lubbock Lectures. Although the “old”
Hicks is on record in print (July 2005) as being strongly opposed to both of the Miller errors, the “new” Hicks flooded
the 2006 Lubbock Lectures with no fewer than eleven men
who signed the AP statement of support, not counting other
Miller sympathizers—a strange way to oppose Miller’s errors.
The 2006 Lubbock Lectures typified what would become the new “fellowship” norm in other venues. The slate
of speakers on MSOP, Power, and Schertz lectureships followed Lubbock’s lead and took on a decidedly new fellowship hue compared with previous years. While director of
MSOP, the “old” Curtis Cates had spoken of East Tennessee
School of Preaching, Tri-Cities School of Preaching, and BV
only with contempt pre-June 2005. I think it a fair assumption that his successor, the “old” Bobby Liddell, agreed with
him. Since that time, the directors of each of those schools
has appeared on the MSOP Lectures, some of them more
than once.
The speakers lists in such places as MSOP and Lubbock
have also contained men who formerly would not have been
invited because of their perceived unwillingness to openly
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oppose such things as Balesism, Deaverism, and liberalism
in general (e.g., the late William Woodson, Dan Winkler,
Tom Holland, Jeff Jenkins, Phil Sanders, Roger Comstock,
et al.). Such men have also been known to have few scruples
about hobnobbing with known liberals. For example, Phil
Sanders preaches on the “Search” TV program, sponsored
by one of the most liberal churches in the Oklahoma City
area. Not only did that relationship not keep MSOP from
inviting him to speak in 2010, neither was it a problem to
MSOP that Sanders spoke at Sunset earlier in the year. Ah,
those plastic fellowship lines must be very convenient (at
least here on earth), not unlike the gerrymandering lines of
congressional districts, often drawn for political considerations—in both cases.
Perhaps that is too harsh. After all, these brethren really
do have a strict fellowship code: Those who do not oppose
Dave Miller and his errors (almost regardless of doctrinal/
fellowship compromises otherwise) are inside their new
(since June 2005) fellowship circle, and those who oppose
Dave Miller and his errors (regardless of their record of decades of doctrinal and moral uprightness) are outside of it. If
any had any doubts that Barry Grider, Forest Hill preacher
and part-time MSOP teacher, spoke for the eldership and for
the school it oversees when he wrote of drawing his fellowship “circle” much larger, the behavior of MSOP has surely
removed them all. Many of us are made to wonder just how
large it will eventually become.
The Pollard-Deaver-Bear Valley-MSOP Conundrum
I refer the reader to the opening paragraph in which I
announced the Neal Pollard meeting at the Deaver-infested
Sherman Drive Church in Denton, Texas. It is now time to
consider some of the implications of that meeting. They start
with MSOP’s long, well-known (and rightful) opposition to
the errors of Mac Deaver. When the Pearl Street Deaverdevotee elders were seeking to literally destroy me for daring to tell the truth about their convictions in 2003, no one
was more supportive and encouraging than Curtis A. Cates,
then director of MSOP. He confronted Harry Ledbetter, one
of the Pearl Street elders, with more than one strong letter. As far as I know, MSOP still stands in opposition to the
disastrous Deaver doctrines. We know MSOP regards Neal
Pollard highly, for he spoke on their 2007 and 2010 lectureships. My question to our beloved MSOP brethren now is,
how will they regard him henceforth, since he has given aid
and comfort to some of the most avid disciples of Deaver?
Will MSOP invite him back again? Will Pollard’s Denton
trip even make a difference to them? I believe I know what
the answer to all of these questions would have been preJune 2005.
But there is more. Jerry Martin, a teacher and dean of
students at MSOP, has taught on the BV “Master’s Faculty”
(yes, the same BV school with which Pollard is intimately associated). Connect the dots with me: Sherman Drive

is neck deep in Deaver’s errors. Pollard, an employee of
BV, is in fellowship with Sherman Drive. MSOP, through
Jerry Martin, is in fellowship with both Pollard and BV
(even apart from MSOP’s inclusion on its lectureship in
recent years of Pollard and Denny Petrillo, Director of the
BV school). When the MSOP, Martin, BV, Pollard circle is
completed, MSOP is in fellowship with Sherman Drive, and
therefore with Mac Deaver. The principle set forth in 2 John
9–11 allows no other conclusion.
Assuming Pollard is unwilling to repent of bidding
Godspeed to those enmeshed in error and that BV continues
Pollard’s employment, MSOP must make a choice:
1. They can do what 2 John 9–11 demands by ceasing
fellowship with Pollard and BV. This move would not only
mean no more MSOP invitations to BV personnel, but that
Jerry Martin would have to resign from the BV faculty. It
would likely also set a precedent for others who have issued
invitations to Pollard and/or other BV personnel.
2. They can ignore 2 John 9–11 (as they have done
in the Miller/AP situation and others, especially since June
2005) as if Pollard did nothing wrong. This choice will allow MSOP to continue using BV folk on their lectureship
and Jerry Martin to continue his place on the BV faculty.
However, if they make the latter choice, they will be
surrendering any basis for further opposition to Mac Deaver’s heresies. They may as well, in fact, invite him to speak
on their next lectureship and finish smoking the peace pipe
with him. (Why, it will almost make one feel sorry for Mac
if MSOP continues to give him the cold shoulder while they
ignore 2 John 9–11 in regard to Pollard.) After all, if they
can turn a blind eye to Dave Miller’s egregious errors, why
should they not do so to Mac Deaver’s (or Rubel Shelly’s)?
If I were Mac Deaver, I would drive this point home relentlessly. There is no way for MSOP or any other lectureship
that might be considering an invitation to Pollard to avoid
the significance of his willing sashay into a Deaver domain.
The Broader Implications
The fellowship implications are much more widespread
than with MSOP alone, however. Every other venue that
continues to use Pollard (or others from BV) and those who
are scheduled to speak beside him in a non-adversarial role
should take notice—if they have any scruples about Deaver’s errors. The upcoming “Polishing the Pulpit” (PTP) program will provide a significant fellowship “test case” for
a number of brethren scheduled to speak thereon. To my
knowledge, Allen Webster, the founder and director of PTP,
is not a Deaver sympathizer, but will it make any difference
to him that one of his speakers, Neal Pollard, has now revealed himself to be such?
Wesley Simons, director of Tri-Cities School of Preaching, has been outspoken against the Deaver errors and at one
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The Holy Spirit Makes No Earthly Sense
Theology Simplified
The Battle Over Hermeneutics
Seeing the Unseen
A Gathered People
A Church that Flies ...
The Forgotten Treasure
The Church in Transition
The Power Within
The Cultural Church
Renewal For Mission
Trusting Women
The Second Incarnation
One Church: A Bicentennial Celebration...
Is Christ Divided?
The Holy Spirit: A Study of Sectarianism
Together Again–Navigating the Winds of Change
The Churches of Christ
American Origins of Churches of Christ
Discovering Our Roots
Illusions of Innocence

ORDER FROM:
Contending For The Faith
(281) 350–5516
dpbcftf@gmail.com

Our 2010 lectureship and book was well
received and we thank all of those who purchased it. 2011’s lectureship book compliments
last year’s book and we trust you will obtain it
to complete the two volume set of Profiles in
Apostasy.
Literature, books in particular, is one of the
tools of Satan and in the last several years false
teachers in the church have produced many of
them. Aided by the internet, error abounds and
permeates the church.
In continuing with our efforts to expose and
refute error, no matter who teaches it and wherever it may be found, we have produced this
second volume exposing those who seek to
change the Lord’s church into a human church.
As in our 2010 book, the 2011 book contains
information that will help the faithful child
of God remain faithful and successfully combat those who are exchanging the Truth for a
lie. The change agents in the church must be
stopped. The 2011 book along with our 2010
book will help one to stop their mouths.

—David P. Brown, Editor

This 553 page hardback book is available for:

$20.00 plus $3.00 S/H
Texas residents add 7.24% tax
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time sought to engage Mac Deaver in a debate regarding
them. He is on the PTP program. Will he fellowship a supporter of Deaver’s errors? The same can be said and asked
about B.J. Clarke, MSOP teacher and dean of admissions.
Will Robert R. Taylor, Jr., another very vocal opponent of
Deaver’s errors, have no problem joining hands with one
who has now joined hands with Deaver disciples?
What about Brad Harrub (Think! magazine), Gary
Hampton, Steve Higginbotham, Jody Apple, and James
Meadows (East Tennessee School of Preaching), Alan Highers (Spiritual Sword), Eddie Parrish (Brown Trail congregation, home of Brown Trail Preacher Training School), Kyle
Butt and Eric Lyons (AP), Wade Webster (Southaven/Power
Lectures/GBN), Rick Brumback (Southwest School of Bible Studies), and Jerry Martin (MSOP)? Will none of these
even give a second thought to the implications of speaking
with Pollard? As far as I know, the nearest any of these have
come to expressing unconcern about Mac Deaver’s errors is
Eddie Parrish of the Brown Trail Church, Bedford, Texas.
While he has indicated he sees no grave implications of the

Deaver direct-operation doctrine, I seriously doubt that he
would follow the Deavers in their Holy Spirit baptism aberration.
Given the gargantuan shift in fellowship lines and practices over the past six years, I will be greatly surprised if
hardly an eyebrow is raised by the implications of the Pollard trek to Denton, Texas. I expect the big network that has
come together to protect and defend AP and its impenitent
director will do nothing about this latest development. After
all, if one of its major players took a stand on this issue,
some of the others might feel the pressure to do the same
not only on this fellowship issue, but on others—and they
could not allow that. Because AP is “too big to fail,” so must
its director be, regardless of his grave errors. Can anyone
doubt what the repercussions of the Pollard visit would have
been in pre-June 2005 days? But, alas, those days—and the
convictions so many dear brethren then had—appear to be
gone, never to be reclaimed.
—908 Imperial Dr.
Denton, TX 76209

WHAT DID THE SAMARITANS RECEIVE IN ACTS 8?
Gary W. Summers
In Acts 8:14-19, the new Christians in Samaria received “the Holy Spirit.” But what did they receive? What
does this expression mean? Did they receive a spiritual gift?
Did they receive a non-miraculous indwelling of the Spirit?
Were they baptized in the Holy Spirit? These questions are
legitimate to ask, but the answer is not always easy because
of the way the term Holy Spirit is used in the New Testament. Further complications arise due to the fact that many
have written erroneously concerning the subject, often doing nothing more than making assertions.
For decades brethren have taught that spiritual gifts
were given only through the laying on of the apostles’ hands
(except with Cornelius), but Mac Deaver disagrees with
this doctrine (as he does with just about everything else that
brethren—his former self included—have taught concerning the Holy Spirit). In his Spring 2011 issue of Biblical
Notes Quarterly, he makes the following assertion (without
any proof):
…the laying on of apostolic hands does not mean that the
apostles were the source of the Spirit’s being given in the
sense that in Acts 8 and in Acts 19, their hands provided the
identification of those to receive the Holy Spirit from God….
The apostles could only give the Spirit in the sense of identifying, by the laying on of their hands, those to whom the
8								

Spirit was to be given by God (specifically by Jesus Christ—
Mt. 3:11) (6).

If this allegation makes no sense to the reader, he should
not fret unduly; it is a sign that he is normal and rational.
Why did those receiving the Holy Spirit need to be identified? For whom was the identification necessary? Certainly,
it was not for the Holy Spirit’s benefit. Can anyone imagine
God needing help identifying who would receive the Spirit?
The argument could never be made that the identification
was for the apostles’ edification, since they are the ones who
were performing the laying on of hands. Did those who had
just been baptized need to know who they were? Surely,
their memories could not be that dim. The only group left
would be observers, perhaps those who had heard Philip
preach but had not obeyed, but even they would know those
who had. What we are left with is an identification process
for no one in particular. What kind of sense does that make?
Philip
What do we know about Philip, who preached to the
Samaritans? He is not the Philip who is one of the apostles
mentioned in the gospel accounts and in Acts 1:13. This is
the Philip that was selected in Acts 6 to serve along with
Stephen and five other men (5-6) to make sure that none of
Contending for the Faith—July/2011

the widows were neglected in the daily distribution of food
(1). The reason for selecting these men to take care of the
matter was that the apostles wanted to devote themselves
“continually to prayer and to the ministry of the word”
(4). Philip the apostle would not have been chosen for serving tables in order to free himself up to do those other tasks.
After the death of Stephen someone named Philip went
down to Samaria to preach. Was it the apostle or the one
listed among the seven? The apostles, after Stephen’s death,
remained in Jerusalem (Acts 8:1). So it was the one the
Scriptures call Philip the evangelist who went to Samaria
(Acts 21:8). Also, if this had been Philip the apostle, then the
apostles would not have needed to send two apostles down
to Samaria, since one would have already been there (14).
When Philip went down to the city of Samaria, he
“preached Christ to them.” Later, when he met with the
queen’s treasurer from Ethiopia, the text says that he
“preached Jesus to him” (35). Obviously, Philip did the
same thing with both audiences, and they both responded
by being baptized. In the latter instance, we read that “both
Philip and the eunuch went down into the water, and he
baptized him” (38). In the former account, it is stated that,
“when they believed Philip as he preached the things
concerning the kingdom of God and the name of Jesus
Christ, both men and women were baptized” (12). This
action of theirs is also referred to as “Samaria had received
the word of God” (14) and “being baptized in the name of
the Lord Jesus” (16).
Simon the Sorcerer
One of those present in Samaria was a magician named
Simon who was so effective that he actually astonished the
people. He got away with saying that what he did was by the
great power of God (9). In fact, he convinced the people of
that notion (10). He had not merely done a trick or two but
managed to keep the people astonished “with his sorceries
for a long time” (11). The text makes a point of this ability
to convince the Samaritans for a reason—to serve as a contrast to the true power of God which Philip had. Simon saw
all the miracles and signs that Philip did, and it convinced
him to believe and be baptized (13). Certainly, a professional magician knows the difference between an illusion and
actual power from God.
Then something occurred which not only further intrigued Simon; it tempted him as well. The apostles appointed Peter and John to go to Samaria; when they arrived,
“they prayed for them that they might receive the Holy
Spirit” (15). Now the confusion starts. What is meant by
the Holy Spirit here? Is it the Holy Spirit Himself? Is it
the non-miraculous indwelling? Is it a spiritual gift? Is it
the baptism of the Holy Spirit? We know that, whatever it
was, they did not receive it until Peter and John “laid their
hands on them” (17). When that occurred, the text says that
“they received the Holy Spirit” (17). Simon had already

been amazed while he accompanied Philip (13), but now he
saw something that made him extremely excited. We read:
“Now when Simon saw that through the laying on of
the apostles’ hands the Holy Spirit was given, he offered
them money, saying, “Give me this power, that anyone
on whom I lay my hands may receive the Holy Spirit”
(18-19).
Will Mac seriously argue that Simon wanted the ability
to identify “those to whom the Spirit was to be given”?
How manifestly absurd is such a notion! The former sorcerer really desired to have the ability to give the Holy Spirit
to people.
What Did Simon Try To Buy?
Four times in verses 15-19 the giving or receiving of the
Holy Spirit is mentioned, but a further definition of it is lacking—except for the fact that Simon wanted to buy the power
to do the same thing the apostles did. Peter told him that his
money would perish along with him because he had thought
he could purchase “the gift of God” (20). To what does the
gift of God refer? It does not refer to the gift of salvation
which all receive (Eph. 2:8-9), nor does it refer to one of the
nine spiritual gifts enumerated later by Paul in 1 Corinthians
12. This gift is something that only the apostles could do—
impart the Holy Spirit (impart miraculous gifts–Editor) to
others. In all of the New Testament, no human being other
than an apostle ever imparted the Holy Spirit to another. If
anyone could have done so, then Philip would have already
done it. For that reason the apostles sent Peter and John because they knew that those who were not apostles did not
have the ability to give the Holy Spirit.
The Samaritans’ receiving the Holy Spirit was an event
that was observable, since Simon saw it. (Why can’t we see
what Simon saw?–Editor) It could not, therefore, have been
a non-miraculous indwelling of the Spirit. Simon did not
witness the Samaritans’ being baptized in the Holy Spirit
because Jesus imparted that, and the presence of Peter and
John would not have been required (Mt. 3:11). The only legitimate option remaining is that the Samaritans received a
spiritual gift, but how valid is such a view? It is the best and
only idea that fits all of the facts that we have.
Peter told Simon that he had neither part nor portion
in this matter (21). The word translated “portion” (NKJ)
or “lot” (KJV) in Acts 8:21 could have a special significance. Matthew, Mark, Luke, and John used this word for
casting “lots” for Jesus’ clothes. Luke also uses it that way
in Acts 1:26, where they cast lots for Judas’ replacement
and the “lot” fell upon Matthias. Luke used the Greek word
twice prior to that verse. In 1:17 Peter mentioned that Judas
obtained a part in the ministry with the other apostles and
now it was appropriate to replace him. Again, the disciples
prayed in 1:25 and asked the Lord to show which of the two
men He had chosen to take part in this ministry and apostleship. Many think that Peter was telling Simon in Acts 8:21
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Brethren’s Comments

that he did not have a portion (part, lot) in that work.
The Evidence for the Holy Spirit’s Being a Spiritual
Gift:
1. First, it would have been visible and observable. In
Acts 19, when Paul laid his hands on the Ephesians, “they
spoke with tongues and prophesied” (Acts 19:6).
2. Heretofore, Simon had been amazed by the miracles
and signs that Philip did, but the text does not say that he
offered Philip money to do the same things he was doing.
Nor did he offer silver and gold for the apostles to give him
that gift; he coveted something even greater than that—the
ability to grant those powers and abilities to others. He was
looking at it from a worldly standpoint and thinking, “What
a marvelous thing to be able to do—to give the Holy Spirit to
whomever I desire.” He gives no indication that he planned
to receive money for that conferring power; he probably was
more interested in the prestige. He had been used to receiving admiration and saw this as a way to regain it.
3. The Holy Spirit can be used to designate that which
He gives. In fact, we have an example of such in the parallel accounts of Mt. 7:7-11 and Lk. 11:9-13. Both accounts
begin with the “ask, seek, knock” verses. Both continue by
explaining that parents do not give awful substitutes (such
as a serpent for fish) to their children. Then consider the parallel statement that follows:
If you then, being evil, know how to give good gifts to
your children, how much more will your Father who is in
heaven give good things to those who ask Him! (Mt. 7:11).
If you then, being evil, know how to give good gifts to your
children, how much more will your heavenly Father give
the Holy Spirit to those who ask Him! (Lk. 11:13).

The only significant difference in these two verses is
that the former alludes to what is given (and thus received),
and the latter refers to the One giving good gifts—the Holy
Spirit. This is easily explained by the figurative language
that is often used in the Scriptures. This one is called metonymy of the cause (described in Dungan’s Hermeneutics
271), in which the cause (the Holy Spirit) is named instead
of the effect (the good things). Thus, in Acts 8:15-19, the
Holy Spirit is mentioned, but the astute Bible reader knows
that it is a spiritual gift given by Him that is intended.
One final observation on the proposed transaction is that
the idea of buying the power to be in charge of the things of
God is named after the Sorcerer and is therefore called simony. According to The American Heritage Dictionary of
the English Language, simony is defined as:
The buying or selling of ecclesiastical pardons, offices, or
emoluments. [Middle English simonie, from Old French,
from Late Latin, simonia, after Simon Magus, a Samaritan
who offered money to the Apostles Peter and John for the
power of conferring the Holy Spirit on whomever he wished.
Acts 8:18-19.] (1207).

Brethren have usually understood that the above explanation is the case—so much so that it is often assumed
that everyone already understands the point, thus making
long explanations for it unnecessary. Andrew Connally
says tersely in his 3rd major point: “The Imparting of The
Holy Spirit To Work Miracles Were [sic] by the Hands of
The Apostles Only (vs. 14-17)”; then he adds under point
A: “Exclusive power of the Apostles (vs. 18)” (57). J. W.
McGarvey wrote:
Third, Previous to the arrival of Peter and John, none of them
had received the miraculous gift of the Spirit. Fourth, Upon
the imposition of the hands by the two apostles, accompanied
with prayers, the Holy Spirit fell upon them, conferring miraculous gifts….
But the chief thing that they did was to confer the Holy Spirit;
hence, this was the chief object of their visit. If, however,
Philip could have conferred this gift, the mission, so far as
the chief object of it is concerned, would have been useless.
This affords strong evidence that the miraculous gift of the
Spirit was bestowed by no human hands except those of the
apostles (92).

Notice in the above quote that McGarvey himself uses
the Holy Spirit to stand for the miraculous gift conferred by
Him.
Others
Denominational writers often do not provide good interpretations of the Scriptures (such as erroneously affirming, like Mac, that the 120 were baptized in the Holy Spirit
on Pentecost instead of just the twelve), but in the case of
Simon, the Truth is so obvious that they often get it right.
Adam Clarke asks for what purpose the Holy Spirit was
given and answers: “It was the miraculous gifts of the Spirit
which were communicated…” (5:741). Barnes says of the
giving of the Holy Spirit: “It was something that was discernible by external effects; for Simon saw (ver. 18) that
this was done by the laying on of hands” (Acts –Rm., 141).
To be sure, many of these commentators mingle the
concepts of their traditions with the Truth, but they did understand what happened with Simon and the Samaritans.
The Pulpit Commentary (as do other commentaries) speaks
of the apostles laying hands on the Samaritans as a kind of
confirmation, which is not a Biblical but denominational
concept. But even in that error is their view of what occurred at Samaria made known. Consider these comments:
“In this case, as at Pentecost, the extraordinary gift of the
Holy Ghost was conferred. In confirmation, now that miracles have ceased, it is the ordinary and invisible grace of the
Holy Spirit that is to be looked for” (18:1:252).
Conclusion
Nearly everyone understands that the apostles were
needed to confer a spiritual gift upon the Samaritans (which
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is described as receiving the Holy Spirit). They were not the
source of the Spirit, but His instrument in providing spiritual
gifts. Mac’s idea that the apostles were only there to identify
the recipients is not only inadequate; it flies in the face of rationality. Peter and John did not impart Holy Spirit baptism
but rather a spiritual gift. The text speaks for itself and is
clear to all who do not have an agenda or are trying to fit the

information into a false system of Holy Spirit theology. All
of us must examine the text closely and think logically about
what it is saying; we can comprehend the Truth.
—5410 Lake Howell road
Winter Park, FL 32792

Avoiding Controversy
Dub Mowery
The Word of God certainly emphasizes the need to
avoid any controversy which is to no profit. For example,
the Apostle Paul reminded Timothy, an evangelist, “…that
thou mightest charge some that they teach no other doctrine, Neither give heed to fables and endless genealogies, which minister questions, rather than godly edifying which is in faith: so do” (1 Tim. 1:3-4). But this does
not mean we should ignore controversy which could be detrimental to our spiritual welfare. Many brethren do not want
to be informed of controversy within the brotherhood. They
are apt to say, “There is no need to preach on any of those
issues because we’re not bothered by them in our congregation.” With such an attitude those brethren will be an easy
target of those who promote false doctrines and practices of
which they are not informed.
The Apostle Paul exhorted the elders of the church at
Ephesus:
Take heed therefore unto yourselves, and to all the flock,
over the which the Holy Ghost hath made you overseers,
to feed the church of God, which he hath purchased with
his own blood. For I know this, that after my departing
shall grievous wolves enter in among you, not sparing
the flock. Also of your own selves shall men arise, speaking perverse things, to draw away disciples after them.
Therefore watch, and remember, that by the space of
three years I ceased not to warn every one night and day
with tears (Acts 20:28-31).

Many brethren are reluctant to face controversy headon. If courageous brethren of the past had not confronted
and defeated those upholding false doctrine and practices,
we would now be completely overcome by them. More than
a hundred years ago, brethren like David Lipscomb confronted and defeated those who promoted the use of me-

chanical instrumental music in the worship of God. Even at
that, a host of brethren were led off into a major division in
the church of our Lord. These apostates became known as
Disciples of Christ or Christian Church. During the past century, some brethren contended for the use of only one cup in
the Lord’s Supper. Faithful brethren opposed their contention and showed its foolishness. A few uninformed brethren
swallowed the “one cup” doctrine, hook, line, and sinker.
During that same period of time, what became known as
the anti-class controversy troubled the church. The “antilocated-preachers” doctrine, championed by the late W. Carl
Ketcherside, had a small following. Brethren such as G.
K. Wallace met and defeated him in debate, time and time
again. Being defeated in the “anti-located-preacher” doctrine, brother Ketcherside then turned to a liberal position
of fellowshipping everyone who professed Christ. In the
1950s the anti corporation/anti orphan home issue divided
many congregations. It is now by some referred to as “the
non-institutional” issue. Faithful brethren such as Guy N.
Woods confronted and defeated in formal debates the erring brethren who were at the forefront of defending the socalled “Non-institutional” doctrine.
As previously noted W. Carl Ketcherside in 1957 had a
change of heart concerning his legalistic doctrine of “antilocated-preacher” to a very liberal position on fellowship.
He pioneered the move to unite with the Independent Christian Church. Many who followed his lead reached the point
of looking at any who professed belief in Christ as their
spiritual brethren. This is contrary to the will of the Lord
(Lk 6:46; Mt. 7:21-23; 2 John 9-11).
By the time of the 1960s, many of our brethren begin
to move away from a “thus saith the Lord” to a more liberal
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outlook. In the 1980s, several of our preachers, including
some who had previously been considered conservative, had
several meetings with the religious group known as the Independent Christian Church (sometimes called the “Conservative Christian Church”). They certainly were not conservative when it came to worship in that they use mechanical
instrument of music as well as other errors. The collective
result of those meetings were compromises by some preachers and others in the church of Christ. Those of the Independent Christian Church were not ready to renounce their use
of mechanical instrumental music in worship or any of their
many other errors. More recently, several churches of Christ
have digressed by adding mechanical instruments of music
to their worship of God.
Several innovations among digressive churches of
Christ have since been introduced, including special dedication services of babies. That unauthorized practice could very
well lead to baptizing infants. Once brethren deviate from a
“thus saith the Lord” and start down the path of adding false
doctrines and unauthorized practices, then they have the tendency to open the flood gates of departure. We are not to add
to, subtract from, or modify the inspired Word of God (Rev.
22:18-19; Gal. 1:6-9).
Toward the latter part of the Twentieth Century, additional unscriptural practices such as the Re-evaluation/Reaffirmation of elders was introduced into what were previously considered sound congregations. It was an unscriptural
means of getting rid of elders by a vote of a local church’s
membership. Some used an arbitrary number of 75 percent
approval of those members voitng for a brother to remain
as an elder. This is contrary to the Scripture (1 Tim. 5:1920). In 1990 brother Dave Miller presented a sermon on that
topic to the Brown Trail church of Christ in Bedford, Texas.
The Brown Trail brethren then used that procedure, using
an arbitrary percentage that a brother must have in order to
remain as an elder. Sound brethren throughout the brother-

hood, including Dub McClish and David Brown spoke out
against this unscriptural practice. The Brown Trail brethren
promised to never use that procedure again. However, in
July of 2002 those brethren again used that same procedure.
Brother Maxie Boren, their preacher at that time (with the
consent of some of their elders), motivated the church to
use that procedure a second time. I personally met with
Maxie and Dave Miller in brother Boren’s office on the
Wednesday morning of July 17, 2002 concerning this matter. They both defended the use of it. I urged the two of them
to use their influence to encourage that congregation to stop
the Re-evaluation/Reaffirmation of their eldership. Maxie
said that it was too late; it was already in process. I left
in a congenial way, hoping that other brethren could influence them against the use of that procedure. The following
night I called one of their elders, brother Bobby Watts, and
pleaded with him not to go through with the re-evaluation
procedure. He simply said words to this effect: “Everything
will be settled this coming Sunday night.” Brother Watts
was referring to the Sunday night of July 21, 2002. Their
practice in 2002 of the R&R of elders brought about a division of the Brown Trail Church of Christ over this matter.
Some ultra liberal brethren are now toying with the
concept of pluralism; which is to recognize all religions as
being equal. The so-called Emerging Church Movement is
pursuing the liberal views of fellowship championed by the
late Carl W. Ketcherside, a giant step forward in digression.
The apostate change agents such as Fred Peatross are attempting to lead the church of our Lord into the Emerging
Church Movement.
These and many other false doctrines and unscriptural
practices are now found among many churches of Christ.
This is why we cannot afford to ignore such controversy.
— 179 C. R. 4164
Pittsburg, TX 75686
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DIGRESSING BEYOND THE GOSPEL
Roelf L. Ruffner
With a heavy heart I have witnessed the accelerated slide of
Abilene Christian University (ACU) into an ever deepening pit of
apostasy. Space does not permit me to expound fully on the spiritual digression I have observed in this institution since I graduated in
1976. They have reached such a point of departure from the Truth
that it is difficult for me to call them “brethren”. If I or any other
faithful preacher were granted the opportunity to speak unmuffled
at their annual “Summit” (formerly “Bible Lectureship”) and attempted to preach “of righteousness, temperance and judgment
to come” (Act 24:15), rather than tremble like Governor Felix, the
audience would probably laugh and mock us as the Northern tribes
did the messengers of King Hezekiah (cf. 2 Chrn.20:10).
Yet the Bible shows us that, like water, digression always
seeks its lowest level. So the apostates at ACU are not satisfied
with religious liberalism and pluralism. They are now drinking
deeply from the polluted wells of the Emerging Church Movement
(Though I imagine the acceptance of the homosexual agenda by
some leaders in this movement may have squelched their adoration a bit). This heretical movement seeks to cobble together elements of liberal “Evangelicalism”, Buddhism, New Ageism, and
pop psychology into some hideous contemporary, conflicting, religious mass. As far as I can tell, this movement has captured the
faculty of the College of the Bible.
They are also dabbling in the old heresy of the “social gospel”. This refers to a term coined in the late 19th Century when
religion was seen as a vehicle to cure societal ills such as poverty,
hunger and illiteracy. Today denominations such as the Episcopal
Church of America and the Disciples of Christ/Christian Church
have added to it the Marxist concept of “social justice”. They want
to end wars, racism, sexism, ageism, climate change, pollution,
capitalism and “homophobia” all done in the name of Christ.

uttered by brethren A.B. Barret, H.C. Darden, R.L. Whiteside,
James R. Cox, Jesse P. Sewell, Batsell Baxter or Don H. Morris in
their inaugural addresses. One often draws phrases from what one
has been reading. This was evident when he quoted from a new
book (“Outlive Your Life”) by an ACU alumnus Max Lucado
which he admitted “impacted me deeply”. Imagine deeply drinking from the smooth spiritual strychnine offered by this marked
false teacher (Rom.16:17, 18)!

How did Max’s book affect him deeply?
It reminded me of people like Blake Mycoskie, the founder and
CEO of TOMS Shoes – he’s definitely living the “Outlive Your
Life” principle. Blake will be on campus in just a few weeks to
share how his passion fuels his profession, and how a simple pair of
shoes is changing the lives of needy children all around the world.
We used to buy shoes because of what they did for our feet. But
TOMS’ kind of purposeful philanthropy does good things for our
heart. I know; that’s why I’m wearing a pair of TOMS this morning
(ACU Today, Spring 2011, p. 26).

Blake Mycoskie practices “social entrepreneurship”. His
shoes are made in third world countries under labor friendly
conditions. TOMS is not your typical capitalistic venture but a
non-profit company. For example, they have a “One for One” program—for every pair of shoes you buy, they send a pair to a needy
child in a third world country. They also encourage young people
to go barefoot in groups to teach others the need to shoe the world.
Dr. Schubert made TOMS philosophy his own philosophy.

When we humble ourselves and allow ourselves to become God’s
hands and feet in this world, we can move mountains, eliminate disease, feed the hungry, put shoes on feet and clothes on backs, educate and enlighten, build houses, and fund nonprofits, make movies,
write books, comfort mourners, and save souls. We can outlive our
lives (Page 26).

Increasingly one sees the social gospel making inroads in
the Lord’s church. Brethren flock to the banners of the so called
Churches of Christ Disaster Relief and Manna International, to
name a few. It is not hard to get brethren to empty their pockets
and give of their time to these para-church organizations, though
none has a scrap of scriptural authority to exist. Other brethren are
drawn to all sorts of busy work and do-goodery done in the name
of Christ while neglecting personal or public evangelism, Bible
study and even true benevolence. For example, is easier to get
brethren to help in a Habitat for Humanity project than to attend a
Gospel Meeting.

Please notice where “save souls” comes in this “to do” list
(perhaps unconsciously) at the end. Brother A.B. Barret and the
early presidents of Abilene Christian College (ACC), who fought
sin and digression, would not have put it at the end of their list of
priorities. The goal of the founders of ACC was to educate young
men and women to follow the “old paths” (cf. Jer. 6:16), to be
faithful followers of the Bible. These faithful brethren did not consider digressives, denominationalists or sectarians as fellow heirs
of the kingdom. To them such folk were spiritually “lost” and in
need of salvation, however loudly they proclaimed “Lord, Lord”
(Mt.7:21) and engaged in good works.

The continued drift by ACU to the social gospel was evident
to me after reading in ACU Today the inaugural address of their
twelfth President, Dr. Phil Schubert, on August 23, 2010. In the
beginning of his speech Dr. Schubert tried to tie himself to his predecessors, including the first President, brother A.B. Barret. But
Dr. Schubert used terms that brother Barret nor any of the early
Presidents would ever use. Notice the following Ashdodic phrases
he used:

Many will say to me in that day, Lord, Lord, have we not prophesied in thy name? And in thy name have cast out devils? And in
thy name done many wonderful works? And then will I profess
unto them, I never knew you: depart from me, ye that work iniquity (Mt.7:22, 23 – Emphasis mine - RLR).

“To follow God’s call,” “a pastor” (an elder?), “heard the
call,” “empowered by the Spirit” (speaking of himself and others
at ACU), “have ears to hear God,” and “We have history and the
Holy Spirit on our side”. None of these phrases would have been

Less any reader conclude that I am a cheapskate curmudgeon, let me state that “good works” should play an important role
in the life of the individual Christian and in the work of the local
church. The brethren of Christ are “created in Christ Jesus unto
good works, which God hath before ordained that we should
walk in them” (Eph.2:10). Our generosity should be well known.
“Give, and it shall be given unto you…” (Lk.6:38). “It is more
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blessed to give than to receive” (Acts 20:35). The early church
was involved in benevolence (cf. Acts 6:1, 11:27-30; Gal. 2:10,
6:10; 1 Tim. 5:8-16; James 1:27; Eph. 4:28; to name a few passages).
Yet was benevolence the main concern of Jesus Christ while
He was on this earth? Though he talked about the poor and their
care, as witnessed by the feeding of the 4,000 and the 5,000, His
life shows us the proper role of benevolence in the Christian’s life.
One incident involved Mary of Bethany’s act of worship of Jesus
by lovingly anointing his feet with the costly ointment spikenard.
Judas Iscariot, with greedy motives, (and the other disciples— Mt.
26:8) pointed out that the ointment could have been sold and the
money given to the poor. Jesus rebuked him and said, “Let her
alone: against the day of my burying hath she kept this. For
the poor always ye have with you; but me ye have not always”
(John 12:7, 8). Brother Guy N. Woods, commenting on these verses, wrote,
There is in this interesting narrative a rebuke to those who urge that
benevolence to others is the only real test of faith and that those
who are generous and unselfish in their giving to others enjoy, in
so doing, the approbation of the Lord, though remiss in personal
devotion. Jesus teaches here that worship is no less our responsibility than doing good to others, the later being no substitute for
the former (A Commentary on The Gospel According to John, pp.
255-256).

This was not his aim. But He did strive to always feed the spiritually hungry and to heal the sin sick soul by the gospel. “I am the
bread of life: he that cometh to me shall never hunger; and
he that believeth on me shall never thirst…For I came down
from heaven, not to do mine own will, but the will of him that
sent me” (John 6:35, 38). “As we therefore have opportunity, let
us do good unto all men, especially unto them who are of the
household of faith” (Emphasis mine – RLR Gal. 6:10).
The social gospel is just another in a long series of false gospels (cf. Gal. 1:6-9). Liberalism, as with all other “isms,” loses its
way. It no longer sees the Great Commission as all that great since
there are “many ways to God”, and soon every person is spiritually safe. False philosophy and false doctrine have weakened their
minds to the Bible and its absolutes (Mt. 7:13, 14). So they replace
God’s ordained work for the Christian and the church with the
social gospel’s aim of solving societal ills. In their zeal to compensate for supposed failures by the church in these areas, they have
overcompensated, forgetting the essence of obedience to our Lord.
“Woe unto you, scribes and Pharisees, hypocrites! For ye pay
tithe of mint and anise and cumin, and omitted the weightier
matters of the law, judgment, mercy, and faith: these ought
ye to have done, and not to leave the others undone” (Emphasis
mine—RLR Mt. 23:23). As someone once wrote, The road to Hell
is paved with good intentions.

Jesus did not heal every sick, maimed person in Palestine
during His ministry. He did heal those who came to Him. He also
did not cure all the social ills (poverty, hunger, oppression) either.

—2530 Moore Court
Columbia, TN 38401

BOOKS
BY

DON
TARBET
ORDER FROM:
Don Tarbet
215 W. Sears St.
Denison, TX 75020-3054

A book on marriage and the home:
designed to be used in Bible classes.

BOTH BOOKS IN
PAPERBACK

COST: $12.00 for two
books—mix or match.
Postpaid.
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A commentary on the book of
Revelation. Tarbet shows the relationship between Mt. 24 and Revelation. A clear and concise study.
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Moral Issues We Face

2011 — 36th Annual Bellview Church of Christ Lectureship
Principles of Moral Decision-Making
Dub McClish
Hate Crimes Laws
Lynn Parker
Stealing
Paul Vaughn
Comtemporary Music
Brad Green
Immodesty
David P. Brown
Gossip
Roelf Ruffner
Murder
David Hartbarger
Stem Cell Research
Jimmie Gribble
Pornography
Johnny Oxendine Fornication & Adultery
Dub McClish
Suicide
Terry Hightower
Homosexuality
David P. Brown
Gambling & the Lottery
Jess Whitlock
Television & Movies
David Hartbarger
Medical Ethics
Michael Hatcher
Idolatry
Jimmie Gribble
Bruce Stulting
Racism
Johnny Oxendine Illegal & Legal Drugs
Impure Speech
Ken Chumbley
Euthanasia
Tim Cozad
The Ecology
Terry Hightower
Lying
Paul Vaughn
Alcoholism
Jess Whitlock
Abortion & Birth Control
Ken Chumbley
Materialism
Tim Cozad
Dancing
Brad Green
Consequences of Amorality & Immorality Lynn Parker
Lasciviousness
Roelf Ruffner
Is There an Absolute Standard of Morality? Bruce Stulting

The book has an attractive soft-cover, containing 29 chapters. As noted above, each chapter is a study of
an important topic pertaining to Godly living that applies to all members of the church. Every writer upholds
the Truth on the topic studied as well as exposing and refuting the error involved with it. It is a book that
would serve well for Bible class study as well as an excellent gift for any age. The price is $10.00 per book
plus P&H. It may be ordered from the Bellview Church of Christ, 4850 Saufley Field Road, Pensacola, FL
32526.
The Bellview lectureship books (1975-1976, 1978, 1988-2005 are available on CD in Adobe PDF. The
CD also includes the Defender (1970, 1972-2010, Beacon (1972, 1974-2010), and other material. The cost is
$35.00 plus P&H.

“If you have an important point
to make, don’t try to be subtle or
clever. Use a pile driver. Hit the point
once. Then come back and hit it again.
Then hit it a third time — a tremendous whack.”
—Winston Churchill

First 35 years of cftf on dvd
$50.00
ORDER FROM

CFTF
P. O. Box 2357
Spring, TX 77383-2357

Gift Subscriptions

Do you know of an individual or a church that needs
to be made aware of the false doctrines and teachers
t h a t a re t ro u b l i n g t h e L o r d ’s c h u rc h t o d a y ?
If you do, why not give them a subscription to CFTF?

SUBSCRIPTION PLANS

Single subs., One Year, $14.00; Two Years, $24.00; Five
One-Year Subs., $58.00. Whole Congregation Rate: Any
congregation entering each family of its entire membership
with single copies being mailed directly to each home receives
a $3.00 discount off the Single Sub. Rate, i.e., such whole
congregation subs. are payable in advance at the rate of $11.00
per year per family address. Foreign Rate: One Year $30.00.

MAIL SUBSCRIPTIONS TO:
P.O. BOX 2357
SPRING, TEXAS 77383-2357

cut here............................................................................................................

1 Yr. 2 Yrs.
NAME_________________________
ADDRESS________________ CITY__________ ST_______
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Directory of Churches...
-Alabama-

-South Carolina-

Holly Pond-Church of Christ, 10221 Hwy 278, Holly Pond, AL 35083,
Sun. 10:00 a.m., 11:00 a.m., 6:30 p.m., Wed. 7:00 p.m., (256) 507-1776,
(256) 507-1778.

Belvedere (Greater Augusta, Georgia Area)–Church of Christ, 535
Clearwater Road, Belvedere, SC 29841, www.belvederechurchofchrist.org;
e-mail belvecoc@gmail.com, (803) 442-6388, Sun.: 10:00 a.m., 11:00 a.m.,
Wed. 7:00 p.m., Evangelist: Ken Chumbley (803) 279-8663.

-ColoradoDenver–Piedmont Church of Christ, 1602 S. Parker Rd. Ste. 109, Denver,
CO 80231, Sunday: 9 a.m., 10 a.m., 6 p.m., Wed. 7 p.m. www.piedmontcoc.
net, Lester Kamp, evangelist. (720) 535-5807.

-England-

-OklahomaPorum– Church of Christ, 8 miles South of I-40 at Hwy 2, Warner exit.
Sun. 10 a.m., 11 a.m., 6 p.m., Wed. 7 p.m. Allen Lawson, evangelist, email:
lawson@starnetok.net.

-Texas-

Cambridgeshire–Cambridge City Church of Christ, meeting at The
Manor Community College, Arbury Rd., Cambridge, CB4 2JF. Sun., Bible
Study--10:30 a.m., Worship-- 11:30 a.m.; Tue. Bible Study--7:30 p.m. www.
CambridgeCityCoC.org.uk. Keith Sisman, Gospel Preacher. Contacts:
Keith Sisman [From USA, Toll Free: (281) 475-8247); By phone inside
the U.K.: Cambridge (England): 01223-911243]; Alternative Cambridge
contacts: Joan Moulton - 01223-210101; Postal/mailing Address - PO
BOX 1, Ramsey Huntingdon, PE26 2YZ United Kingdom

Denton area–Northpoint Church of Christ, 5101 E. University Dr.
(Greenbelt Business Park). Mailing address: Northpoint Church of Christ,
Greenbelt Business Park, 5101 E. University Dr., Box 6, Denton, TX 76208.
E-mail: northpointcoc@hotmail.com. Sunday: 9:30, 10:30, 1:00; Wednesday 7:00. Contact: Dub McClish: 940.387.1429; tgjoriginal@verizon.net.

-Florida-

Houston area–Spring Church of Christ, 1327 Spring Cypress, P.O. Box
39, Spring, TX 77383, (281) 353-2707. Sun. 9:30 a.m., 10:30 a.m., 6:00
p.m., Wed. 7:30 p.m., David P. Brown, evangelist. Home of the Spring
Contending for the Faith Lectures beginning the last Sunday in February
and the internet school, Truth Bible Institute. www.churchesofchrist.com.

Ocoee–Ocoee Church of Christ, 2 East Magnolia Street, Ocoee, FL 34761.
Sun. 9:30 a.m., 10:30 a.m., 6:00 p.m. Wed. 7:00 p.m. David Hartbarger,
Evangelist, (407) 656-2516,
Pensacola–Bellview Church of Christ, 4850 Saufley Field Road, Pensacola,
FL 32526, Sun. 9:00 a.m., 10:00 a.m., 6:00 p.m., Wed. 7:00 p.m. Michael
Hatcher, evangelist, (850) 455-7595.

Evant–Evant Church of Christ, 310 West Brooks Drive, Evant, TX 76525.
Office: (254) 471-5705; Jess Whitlock, evangelist (254) 471-5717.

Huntsville–1380 Fish Hatchery Rd. Huntsville, TX 77320. Sun. 9 a. m.,
10 a.m., 6 p.m., Wed. 7 p.m. (936) 438-8202.

-North Carolina-

New Braunfels–225 Saenger Halle Rd. Sun: 9:30 a.m., 10:30 a.m., 1:30
p.m. Wed. 7:30 p.m. Lynn Parker, evangelist. (830) 625-9367. www.
nbchurchofchrist.com.

Rocky Mount–Scheffield Drive Church of Christ, 3309 Scheffield Dr.,
Rocky Mount, NC 27802 (252) 937-7997.

Richwood–1600 Brazosport, Richwood, TX. Sun. 9:30; 10:30 a.m., 6 p.m.,
Wed. 7 p.m. (979) 265-4256.
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