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BRAD HARRUB
Johnny Oxendine
I rst came to know Brad Harrub early in 2005 as a result of an inquiry made through Apologetics Press to have
him come to San Mateo, CA Church of Christ to speak. I
had read some of his work and he had shown himself to be a
diligent student of the creation/evolution arguments and capable of presenting an argument for the defense of truth that
could be sustained against the various and expected assaults
by those of the atheist camp.
The call to Apologetics Press, however, did not get me
in contact with Brad, but Bert Thompson (then the director) who, after hearing of our need for a speaker to handle a
creation seminar, “informed” me that Brad was no longer a
minister, but was pursuing another career with a friend possibly in the Los Angeles area. He then told me how deeply
disappointed he was in Brad for leaving the work (having
been groomed as Bert’s replacement-in-training).
The shock of that revelation required that I go back to
the men of the congregation with what we would view as
bad news, indeed. Before hanging up, Thompson thought
that he would help us out by setting up another speaker for
us, Eric Lyons. I spoke with Eric and told him I would be
in touch. I called Brad and asked him about his decision to
no longer preach and teach, and to my astonishment, he denied that the story I had been given was accurate in any way.
Someone had misrepresented him entirely.
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So, I asked if he would consider coming to San Mateo to
speak and he agreed to that proposal and things were going
along well. Almost simultaneously, Thompson was removed
from his position at AP (and more came to light regarding
his pushing Brad out the door—for inquiring about nancial
matters and more), and Brad returned to work under Dave
Miller, the interim director. It was at this point that something clear to me about Brad was revealing itself in no uncertain terms.
We (the San Mateo congregation) expressed our reluctance to have Brad speak on our program if he was in fellowship with Dave Miller. The controversy surrounding Miller
and his involvement in the reaf rmation/re-evaluation of
elders at the Brown Trail Church of Christ, Hurst, TX (not
once, but twice) was roiling throughout the brotherhood.
Having called and explained to Brad the congregation’s
position regarding this, he said he would speak directly to
Miller about this. After having a conversation with Miller,
Brad relayed to me in a phone conversation that he decided
that though he and Miller “butted heads” on that issue and
an issue regarding “intent” in marriage (involving a former
Miller student at Brown Trail), he would try to convince him
of his error. In one of the last of those conversations he said
that Miller would write a letter of repentance, expressing his
wrong-doing and asking for forgiveness. Harrub assured us
(Continued on page 4)
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Editorial...
2014 SPRING CFTF LECTURESHIP BOOKS,
CDS AND INTERNET VIEWING
David P. Brown, Editor and Publisher
dpbcftf@gmail.com
COMMUNICATIONS received by CONTENDING FOR THE FAITH
and/or its Editor are viewed as intended FOR PUBLICATION unless
otherwise stated. Whereas we respect con dential information, so
described, everything else sent to us we are free to publish without
further permission being necessary. Anything sent to us NOT for
publication, please indicate this clearly when you write. Please
address such letters directly to the Editor David P. Brown, P.O.
Box 2357, Spring, Texas 77383 or dpbcftf@gmail.com. Telephone:
(281) 350-5516.

FREE—FREE—FREE—FREE—FREE—FREE
To receive CFTF free, go to www.cftfpaper.com and
sign up. Once done, you will be noti ed when the current issue is available. It will be in the form of a PDF
document that can be printed, and forwarded to friends.
SUBSCRIPTION RATES FOR THE PAPER EDITION
Single Print Subs: One Year, $25.00; Two Years, $45.00.
NO REFUNDS FOR CANCELLATIONS OF PRINT SUBSCRIPTIONS.

ADVERTISING POLICY & RATES
CONTENDING FOR THE FAITH exists to defend the gospel
(Philippians 1:7,17) and refute error (Jude 3). Therefore, we advertise only what is authorized by the Bible (Colossians 3:17).
We will not knowingly advertise anything to the contrary and
reserve the right to refuse any advertisement.
All setups and layouts of advertisements will be done by
CONTENDING FOR THE FAITH. A one-time setup and layout fee
for each advertisement will be charged if such setup or layout
is needful. Setup and layout fees are in addition to the cost of
the space purchased for advertisement. No major changes will
be made without customer approval.
All advertisements must be in our hands no later than one
month preceding the publishing of the issue of the journal in
which you desire your advertisement to appear. To avoid being
charged for the following month, ads must be canceled by the
rst of the month. We appreciate your understanding of and
cooperation with our advertising policy.
MAIL ALL SUBSCRIPTIONS, ADVERTISEMENTS AND LETTERS TO THE EDITOR, P. O. Box 2357, Spring, Texas 773832357. COST OF SPACE FOR ADS: Back page, $300.00; full page,
$300.00; half page, $175.00; quarter page, $90.00; less than
quarter page, $18.00 per column-inch. CLASSIFIED ADS: $2.00
per line per month. CHURCH DIRECTORY ADS: $30.00 per line
per year. SETUP AND LAYOUT FEES: Full page, $50.00; half
page, $35.00; anything under a half page, $20.00.
CONTENDING FOR THE FAITH is published bimonthly. P. O.
Box 2357, Spring, Texas 77383-2357 Telephone: (281) 350-5516.

Ira Y. Rice, Jr., Founder
August 3, 1917-October 10, 2001
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LECTURESHIP BOOK
A hardback book of the lectureship, What Must A Christian
Do To Remain Faithful To Christ, will be available for purchase. Books ordered before or during the lectureship will cost
$17.00 per book plus S&H*. Books ordered after the lectureship has ended (beginning on February 24th) will be $22.00
per book plus S&H*. In view of this year’s theme, we trust
you will help us spread copies of this book far and wide.
CD OF LECTURESHIPS
Also available is a CD of ALL the Spring Church of Christ
lectureship books from 1994–2014. This is in PDF format and
is searchable. The price is $50.00* per CD. If you have purchased a CD previously, you can upgrade for $5.00* to the
current CD (1994-2014). We ask that you return your old CD
when you purchase the new one.
AUDIO AND VIDEO
Audio and video recordings of the entire lectureship will be
available in CD (MP3), DVD, and Blu-ray for-mats. The cost
will be: CD set—15.00* plus S&H; DVD set—$30.00* plus
S&H; Blu-ray set—$40.00* plus S&H.
ORDERING
To order lectureship books, the CD of the lectureship books,
or audio/video recordings before/or during the lectureship
contact Spring Church of Christ at: (281) 353-2707 or springcoc@gmail.com. After the lectureship, contact Contending
For The Faith at (281) 350-5516 or dpbcftf@gmail.com.
LIVE VIA INTERNET
The lectures can be viewed live through our website, www.
churchesofchrist.com. These lectures will also be archived for
future viewing. If you cannot attend the lectureship in person,
watch it via the internet.~
*Texas residents and those purchasing at the lectureship
must add 7.25 percent tax.
CORRECTION
On the front page of the 2013 November/December issue of CFTF
appears an article titled “The Danger Of Self Deception—John
Waddy: A Case In Point” by Gary L. Grizzell. The rst sentence of
that article reads, “In 1979 (34 years ago) a book was published by
Olan Hicks, titled, A Review of What The Bible Says About Marriage, Divorce And Remarriage.” That sentence is incorrect. It
should read, “In 1979 (34 years ago) a book was published titled,
A Review of What The Bible Says About Marriage, Divorce And
Remarriage. It examines and refutes Olan Hicks’ false doctrine on
marriage, divorce and remarriage as taught in Hicks’ book, What
the Bible Says About Marriage, Divorce And Remarriage.” This
mistake was not brother Grizzell’s, but ours in editing the article.
We regret the mistake.
—Editor
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2014 SPRING CHURCH OF CHRIST CFTF LECTURESHIP

WHAT MUST A CHRISTIAN DO TO REMAIN FAITHFUL TO CHRIST?
Wednesday, February 19—Sunday, February 23
David P. Brown, Lectureship Director

Lectures can be viewed live via internet on our website: www.churchesofchrist.com.
WEDNESDAY, FEBRUARY 19
6:30 PM CONGREGATIONAL SINGING
7:00 PM Know The Difference In The Lord’s Church And The Religions Of Men
8:00 PM Walk Circumspectly And Lay Hands Suddenly On No Man
THURSDAY, FEBRUARY 20
9:00 AM Be Steadfast In Daily Bible Study, Learning What Is Involved In Ascertaining Bible Authority
10:00 AM Be Ready To Forgive A Brother Or Sister Who Repents Of Sin
11:00 AM Continue to Yield Your Body A Living Sacri ce To God
Lunch Break
1:30 PM Strengthen Your Hope Of Heaven
2:30 PM Grow In Love For The Brethren
3:30 PM Open Forum
Dinner Break
6:30 PM CONGREGATIONAL SINGING
7:00 PM Be Obedient To Faithful Elders
8:00 PM Contend For The Faith
FRIDAY, FEBRUARY 21
9:00 AM Love God With All You Are And Have
10:00 AM Love Your Neighbor As Yourself
11:00 AM Do Not Be A Respecter Of, Or Partial, To Persons As You Live, Teach, And Defend The Gospel
Lunch Break
1:30 PM Be Determined To Fellowship Only Those Who Are In Fellowship With God
2:30 PM Watch Ye, Stand Fast In The Faith, Quit You Like Men, Be Strong
3:30 PM Open Forum
Dinner Break
6:30 PM CONGREGATIONAL SINGING
7:00 PM Be Faithful In Attendance To All Assemblies Of The Church
8:00 PM Do Not Follow A Multitude To Do Evil
SATURDAY, FEBRUARY 22
9:00 AM Keep A Good And Honest Heart
10:00 AM Have No Fellowship With The Unfruitful Works of Darkness, But Rather Reprove Them
10:00 AM Rejoice When You Are Persecuted for Living The Christian Life—LADIES ONLY
Lunch Break
1:30 PM The Husband And Father’s Responsibility In Keeping His Family Faithful
1:30 PM The Wife And Mother’s Responsibility In Keeping Her Family Faithful—LADIES ONLY
2:30 PM Keep A Humble And Teachable Mind That Is Ready To Repent Of Any Sin
3:30 PM Do Not Be A Partaker Of The Works Of The Flesh, But Be Filled With The Fruit Of The Spirit
4:30 PM Teach The Alien Sinner, Restore The Erring Church Member, And Be Ready Unto Every Good Work
SUNDAY, FEBRUARY 23
9:30 AM Pray Without Ceasing
10:30 AM Withdraw Fellowship From Disorderly Church Members, Including Family Members
Lunch Break
1:30 PM Teach Godliness By Example And Doctrine, Expose And Refute Error, Hold Fast What Is Good
2:30 PM Always Worship God In Spirit And In Truth
3:30 PM Keep Informed About Church History, Current Events, And World Events Impacting The Church

Dub McClish
Charles Pogue
Terry Hightower
Lee Moses
John West
Daniel Denham
Lester Kamp

Michael Hatcher
Gary Summers
Bruce Stulting
Geoff Litke
John Rose
Charles Pogue
Michael Hatcher

Johnny Oxendine
John Rose
Wayne Blake
Danny Douglas
Sonya West
Lee Moses
Lamar Schrei
Johnny Oxendine
Gary Summers
Lynn Parker
Bruce Stulting
Danny Douglas
Terry Hightower
Daniel Denham
Dub McClish

Lunch Provided by the Spring Church • Book of Lectureship Available • RV Hook-Ups • Video & Audio Recording • Approved Displays

Elders: Kenneth D. Cohn, Buddy Roth, and Jack Stephens
Spring Church Secretary: Sonya West ~ E-mail: sonyacwest@gmail.com ~ Phone: (281) 353-2707

SPRING CHURCH OF CHRIST ~ PO BOX 39 (Mailing address) ~ 1327 SPRING CYPRESS ROAD, SPRING, TX 77383
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(Continued from page 1)

that those very words would be used by Miller in his letter.
Well, that did not go quite as planned or expected, as
throughout the brotherhood the letter was seen very differently (more of a snide, snarky response to his critics). Miller
said there was nothing to repent of, as far as he was concerned. From that moment the church of Christ in the United
States was divided asunder, and is still dealing with the renting of fellowship resulting from Miller’s arrogant refusal to
repent.
Over the past several years, Mr. Harrub has been at
various lectureship or speaking engagements with Truitt
Adair of the Sunset School of Preaching (now the Sunset
International Bible Institute), Lubbock, TX. Whether Harrub disagrees with Adair’s views on divorce and remarriage
(MDR) does not matter, and will not be discerned or considered from anything that he writes because he has aligned
himself (willingly or not), through his public participation
at speaking engagements, with the Sunset view on MDR.
Amos 3:3 teaches us that you cannot walk together unless
you are in agreement, and if someone is on several consecutive engagements with false teachers, you are, consciously
or not, in agreement (associated) with them. Can one “mark
and avoid” (cf. Romans 16:17) while actively participating?
How would a congregation that was trying to hold fast to
the truth respond to this if they had actually scheduled Brad
Harrub for a future speaking date? Would they be viewed
as accepting and condoning error for deciding to have him
speak regardless of his association with Adair? Yes, unconditionally! They should rescind the invitation and keep
themselves pure! There will surely be those times when congregations will not be aware of someone’s recent engagements perhaps, but one would hope those moments are few
and that we get solid records of sound preachers well before
an invitation is offered.
Speaking on questionable lectureships can now be seen
as a key indicator of whether one will compromise or defend
the gospel. Men who will uphold the truth of the gospel will
seek information beforehand if they are not familiar with the
congregation inviting them, and elders certainly have a responsibility to know the men who are invited to speak on
their congregation’s lectureships. I have written numerous
times on this subject, and below you will nd some excerpts
from those articles that I hope you will nd of some bene t:
FROM: Thanking Brad Harrub for Speaking
at The Tahoe Family Encampment (6-1-2008)
I don’t know when the speci c seminal moment occurred,
but when Dub McClish nished the letter that eventually led
to his and David Watson’s removal from The Gospel Journal, he did the brotherhood a really big favor. His request
for more disclosure regarding the Bert Thompson asco has
brought us to the point where now we have Brad Harrub,
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once again, speaking with Sunset’s Truitt Adair at the 2008
Tahoe Family Encampment. Brad also recently spoke at the
Fremont church of Christ (which continues to work with the
Palo Alto group with women leaders). What this represents
is the continuous slide of what might have been considered
solid and faithful brethren drawn into fellowship with those
who are involved in unity discussions, and all manner of liberal doctrinal error from MDR to open fellowship with denominations, and now women deacons and spiritual leaders.
One can make a speaking mistake once, but when it occurs
over and over it becomes obvious that where one speaks in
not an issue for that person. What is fellowship?
When Dub asked for more information about Thompson, things just got ugly, then uglier, until stands were taken
for and against the new Apologetic’s Press leadership. Because of the ties between so many that had been developed
over the years, brethren decided (in many cases) that money
and long-time loyalties to men mattered more than adhering
to the word of God. Though they will not admit to it, that is
exactly what happened—friendships.
Have any of these brethren asked Phil Sanders (where
Dewayne Bryant, also on the Tahoe schedule, is a member of
the congregation at Concord Road in Tennessee) for clari cation for/on his comments about the Independent Christian
Church being his brethren (I venture his comments were a
surprise to many)? No. Have any asked how he thinks we can
teach side by side with false teachers, baptizing people into
what exactly? No. Do these brethren care that Mack Lyon
gets his support from the Edmond church of Christ? No. Do
you know why the answer to any number of these questions
will be “no?” It is because they have painted themselves into
a corner with their support of Gospel Broadcasting Network
(GBN), Memphis School of Preaching, Apologetics’ Press,
etc. The sad rationale for this is (has to be) not to see continued associations as fellowship. Pathetic.
They cannot complain about or expose any error now or
they will seem to be a part of the “toxic circle” that exposed
the apostate Joseph Meador (the Gestalt Geek) and former
director of Southwest School of Bible Studies, Austin, TX.
They can no longer contend for the faith and are now a part
of the larger group accepting just about anything. That means
they fundamentally have to accept Mike Cope, Stan Crowley [Crowley is a speaker on the 2014 MSOP Lectureship—
Editor], and Mac Deaver, if not, why not? That means they
have to accept the errors of Richland Hills (which not only
re-evaluates elders, but has added mechanical instrumental
music to its worship). If not, why not—how is the error there
any different from the error they do support (through fellowship)? Are there now levels of error—acceptable error?
I remember someone telling me emphatically that they support Brad—still?
This is why I want to thank Dub; his actions prompted
others to draw the line in the sand that said, “we will continContending for the Faith—January/February/2014

ue to fellowship these people anyway, it does not matter that
their alliances will accept ‘some’ of the Independent Christian Church as brethren, it does not matter that they speak on
liberal programs, it does not matter that they are attending
Christian Scholars’ Conferences, it does not matter because
we have to seek balance in the brotherhood. We do not want
to be critical, we do not know what is in their hearts, and you
have not spoken to each and every one of them.” Brethren,
like it or not, this is where we are.
FROM: The Hybrid Church (4-12-2009)
The title probably has caused some of you to have a
puzzled look, or a frown on the brow. What could possibly
be meant by this phrase “the hybrid church?” Today we want
to introduce you to this phenomenon with an understanding
that this is a real amalgamation in the church today. The hybrid church is a newcomer in the brotherhood. It is composed
of brethren of all stripes who share a common denominator
not to pass judgment on the activities, errors, false teaching, or associations (fellowship) of others. The word hybrid
means a thing made by combining two different elements; a
mixture. These newly combined elements in the church are
quickly transforming into a sector that will shortly (if they
continue on this path) not resemble the Lord’s church at all.
There will probably be some identi able remnants remaining, but what we see in the New Testament will be radically
changed as a result of this new hybrid (or Greek mythology
Hydra) church.
What caused me to pause and consider this reality was
the most recent yer advertising the upcoming Tahoe Family Encampment (July 25-31). The familiar names are there,
but it is the stark diversity (or newly desired balance) that is
truly astonishing. Glen Colley (a big supporter of Apologetics Press & Dave Miller, from Alabama) is there with annual
speakers Truitt Adair of Sunset Bible Institute, Brad Harrub (Focus Press), and Jim Gardner of the Woodward Park
congregation in Fresno. This brief smattering of names is a
remarkable group in that you would think their views on so
many doctrinal positions are quite dissimilar. Then we have
Jim Palmer and Joe Wells, who also write for Harrub’s magazine and the tag-team duo of Phil Sanders and Mack Lyon
of TV program, In Search Of The Lord’s Way (a work overseen by the Edmond church of Christ—the campus church
of Oklahoma Christian University, home to the Christian
Chronicle). Party time, excellent! Where is MSOP?
How different are these men? We have written before
of Sanders’ claim that there are some in the Independent
Christian Church who, somehow, are our brethren (they
need not be baptized). Woodward Park partners with Sunset
Bible Institute in Ethiopia and other works. The Apologetics Press supporters obviously support the re-evaluation/reaf rmation of elders (through their support of Miller), and
the list could be longer, but this is exactly our point. Can
anyone actually imagine how large a group this conglomerContending for the Faith—January/February/2014

ate comprises? One Florence, Alabama speaker hails from a
congregation that provides links to Abilene, Lubbock, Pepperdine, Rochester, and Lipscomb universities. The Sunset
Bible Institute actively promotes Abilene, Pepperdine, and
the Christian Chronicle on their website. That is a large
reach in and of itself. Then, when you throw in the fellowship extended by Apologetics Press (supporters and alumni)
you have a whole other side of the brotherhood included.
I am imagining (and trying to add simple logic to the
equation) that there really is no reason why any of the brethren (nationwide) who have loose or close associations with
all, some, or any of these men could not certainly join them
in fellowship for the encampment. After all, there is no reason (from what we see here, and understand from various
responses on issues) that a supporter of A.P. could not now
be in fellowship with Sunset, or the Independent Christian
Church for that matter. We have nally (and unfortunately)
come full circle where it is proof positive that brethren who
despise doctrinal discernment, or no longer ask for scriptural
authority for certain actions taken, have a large, diverse, and
balanced party. The larger question (already answered) is
whether the Lord will be a member?
“Janus at the Gates” (7/25/2010) deals with
brethren who speak at two completely different
types of engagements—liberal and “conservative.”
In Roman mythology, Janus is the god of the gates,
doors, beginnings, and endings. The most familiar thing
about this gure to most people would be the use of his name
for the rst month of the year. He was represented as having
two faces or heads (looking in opposite directions) and symbolizing both future and past. I came to think of this gure
after seeing promotions for two different lecture series taking place this summer.
There are ways in which these two programs are strikingly similar. Both groups are comprised of members of the
church of Christ. Both groups bring speakers in from different parts of the country. Both provide classes for men and
women. Both are in beautiful settings. You could probably
nd a number of other similarities, but we’ll move on.
There are also some distinct differences. They are in two
very different parts of the country (Tennessee & California).
They are quite likely to have quite different weather (warmer in Tennessee than South Lake Tahoe). They are probably
reaching somewhat different audiences. It is because of the
last point that I was not entirely surprised, but again confused as to what message is being conveyed when two different platforms could utilize the talents of the same speakers. (Janus is looking/pointing in two different directions)
The Tahoe Family Encampment (going on now) has always been a host to very liberal elements in the brotherhood,
especially men teaching at or associated with the Sunset International Bible Institute. Some of the speakers are from
5

That these two programs would have the same speakers
congregations that are partnered with Sunset in various missionary projects. Truitt Adair and Tex Williams are favorites, is quite honestly unimaginable. Tahoe clearly falls heavily to
and they both have a relationship with Sunset that is well the left doctrinally, and to have brethren who are supposedly
more “conservative” going to Tahoe to fellowship with little
know.
concern for that association then turning around and heading
Polishing The Pulpit had been known as a conservative off to Tennessee is what brought the image of Janus to mind.
program since 1995, quite different from the Tahoe extravaYou cannot say that Glenn Colley or Brad Harrub are
ganza. It is overseen by the Jacksonville church of Christ in
hypocrites (Matthew 23), rather I believe they are a whole
Jacksonville, Alabama (the publishers of House To House/
new order in the church—and it is amazing that “conservaHeart To Heart), and is closely connected to brethren who tive” brethren don’t view this as problematic. No doubt the
are in fellowship with the Memphis School of Preaching, brethren in Tahoe are glad to have another “bunch” of “conApologetics Press, GBN, and so forth. They often feature servatives” to legitimize their encampment. Colley and HarAlan Highers, Tom Holland, B.J. Clarke, and other speakers rub are multi-year attendees in Tahoe, and have been joined in
who publish in The Spiritual Sword.
(Continued on Page 14)
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John Rose has agreed to write an article in each issue of Contending for the Faith dealing with a Bible study topic of
his own choosing. Brother Rose is a faithful young preacher of the gospel presently working as the evangelist with the
Central Church of Christ, meeting at the NABOR Conference Center, 1455 Pine Ridge Road, Naples, FL 34109. He is
married to the former Michelle Watson. We have printed some of John’s articles in CFTF and we are happy he has agreed
to write regularly for us. We look forward to his Bible study articles, the rst of which is printed below. —Editor

Abraham to Sinai – A Chosen People
John D. Rose
INTRODUCTION

When one contemplates the passage of time from the
Creation to the present day—some six thousand years—one
cannot comprehend the enormity of the lives of all those
who have trod upon this terrestrial ball nor the in uence of
their lives. The staggering complexity of the intertwining of
lives and lifetimes is the true hallmark of history. And truly
the present is powerless to be born without the behest of the
past. For this reason, looking into the past is the only way to
comprehend the present with any thoroughness or to have
any possibility of preparedness for the future.
These investigatory parameters and penchants are relevant only to human beings and not to God—for God sees the
end from the beginning and the beginning from the end (Isa.
46:9-10). Time, space, and matter—the building blocks of
the reality of the physical universe—are as so many strands
or threads interwoven and multiplied beyond human countability. Every established fact and every possibility of the
future are yet undone, however, the Almighty God sees from
eternity. With this knowledge, which is in nite, God brought
forth in creation from that which does not exist the things
which do exist (Heb. 11:3).
In His mind, from eternity, was a church, but not just any
church—the one church, which would be built by His Son
6

(Eph. 3:11; 2 Tim. 1:9; Mat. 16:18). Prerequisite to the building of the church of Christ was the laying of that church’s
foundation—the vicarious sacri ce of the Lord (1 Cor. 3:1;
Heb. 2:9). For the Lord to have become the Lamb of God
(John 1:29), He had to have a body to sacri ce and blood
to shed (John 1:14; Heb. 9:22, 10:4). To have a body for
sacri ce, the Second Person of the Godhead had to take on
frail human esh. To accomplish the dwelling of the Second
Person among men as a man, and thus be the Son of man,
Jesus would be born of a virgin (Isa. 7:14; Luke 1:30-35).
To be born of a virgin there must be a lineage—a physical
descendancy on the part of the virgin precipitating the birth.
Behind all of this was the choosing of a peculiar Chaldean
family and a man named Abram, whom God would call,
prove, and bless.
OUT OF CHALDEA
When Abram, the son of Terah, was seventy- ve years
old, he left the city of Haran and journeyed into Canaan.
God had said unto Abram when he had yet dwelt in Ur of
the Chaldees, “Get thee out of thy country, and from thy
kindred, and from thy father’s house, unto a land that I
will shew thee” (Gen. 12:1; cf. Acts 7:3). Before Abram’s
journeying to Canaan, Terah had taken his family, including Abram and his wife Sarai, to Haran where Terah died
(Gen. 11:31-32; cf. Acts 7:4). After his father’s death, Abram
Contending for the Faith—January/February/2014

gathered his possessions and family and traveled south into
the land that four hundred and twenty-eight years in the future would become the land of Israel—the land on which the
feet of the Master would trod, whose soil would receive His
blood, and in which rock His sepulcher would be hewn.
Abram was called by God to do more than just vacate
his former residence. He was called upon to leave his country, his family, and his father’s house (Gen. 12:1). Ur, the
city of Abram’s nativity, was a technological jewel of its day.
The common home of his day was a two story, plastered
brick dwelling with ample accommodation for servants and
guests—even boasting inside lavatories. Beyond the at least
modest opulence of the average citizen of Ur, they boasted
great learning; the Chaldeans were well known for their scienti c prowess (cf. Dan. 2:2; Mat. 2:1). Of Abram’s Chaldean family, little is known beyond the fact that they were
idolaters. Joshua spake of their evil worship when addressing the Israelites prior to his death; “...Thus saith the LORD
God of Israel, Your fathers dwelt on the other side of the
ood in old time, even Terah, the father of Abraham, and
the father of Nachor: and they served other gods,” and
“Now therefore fear the LORD, and serve him in sincerity and in truth: and put away the gods which your fathers served on the other side of the ood, and in Egypt;
and serve ye the LORD” (Jos. 24:2, 14). That family teraphim and idolatrous custom was of great importance is easily seen in the actions of a pursuing Laban (great-nephew
to Abram) and a thieving Rachel (Laban’s daughter); Gen.
31:19-55. Possessions and customs of such great importance
have long-lasting and pervasive in uence on a family. From
this in uence Abram was to separate himself. Lastly, Abram

was called upon by God to leave the security afforded to
him by the wealth of his father’s house. Proof of Terah’s
wealth can be seen in the extent of his family for which he
was ultimately responsible (Gen. 11:31) and that his house
had servants (Gen. 12:5). Though Abram took the substance
and servants garnered while yet under his father’s oversight
when he journeyed from Haran, he started fresh without the
shadowing protection of his father’s earthly prominence.
The trials of Abram were many. He was tried from the
very beginning by that which he was called upon by God to
leave behind: country, family, and his father’s house (Gen.
12:1). An early trial of great signi cance was the facing of
the unknown. God commanded Abram to “...Get...unto a
land that I will shew thee” (Gen. 12:1). The land was yet
unknown to Abram as was the way into that mysterious parcel. It is evident that the going was to precede the showing.
Thus, Abram was to go by faith—he was to walk by faith
and not by sight (cf. 2 Cor. 5:7). The Hebrews writer spoke
thusly of Abram’s (later to be named Abraham) faith; “By
faith Abraham, when he was called to go out into a place
which he should after receive for an inheritance, obeyed;
and he went out, not knowing whither he went” (Heb.
11:8). The exemplary faith of Abram was not a blind faith—
a leap into the dark. He had the Divine commission (Gen.
12:1) and he had the general revelation of God available to
all men (Psa. 19:1-7). His faith was based upon adequate
evidence, but he was required to trust in the Lord and be
patient in the Lord knowing that what God had promised He
was also able to perform.

—centralcocnaples.com

LIKE A ROW OF DOMINOS
Brock Hartwigsen
Take a box of dominos and stand each domino on end
close to each other in a row. Push the rst one over so that it
hits the second, then all the other dominos will fall in row.
This is what has been happening to America.
There was a time, and it was not that long ago, that a
male and a female character in a TV show, even if they were
portraying a married couple, could not be shown lying in the
same bed. They had to have twin beds. Now, not only can a
married couple in a TV show be shown in bed together, but it
seems like everyone on TV is jumping in bed and fornicating
with everyone else. What happened? The dominos started to
fall.
There was a time when cursing and swearing was not allowed on TV or in movies, then Rhett Butler swore at Scarlet
O’Hara in the nal scene of Gone with the Wind. Now it
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seems like every TV show and movie has to contain volumes
of cursing, swearing and vulgar talk to be “real.” What happened? The dominos started to fall.
There was a time when a man had to go to the seedy
part of town to an “Art Theater” to see a European movie
if he wanted to see nudity. Now all he has to do is turn on
his cable or satellite and he can see total nudity on his large
screen HD TV in his home. What happened? The dominos
started to fall.
There was a time when killing an innocent unborn baby
was a crime. Now it is a right and protected by law. What
happened? The dominos started to fall.
There was a time when America knew and understood
that sodomy was a sinful perversion. Now it is an accepted
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life-style. What happened? The dominos started to fall.
We could go on and on and cite many more dominos
that have fallen. America once was a country that upheld
the moral principles of God found in the Bible, but not any
more. What happened? The dominos started to fall.
In Romans 3:11-18, Paul vividly describes a corrupt immoral society. He starts this description in verse 11 saying
that “there is none that seeketh after God.” He ends the
description in verse 18 saying that “There is no fear of God
before their eyes.”
When people do not seek after God and when they have
no fear of God, then for all intents and purposes, they have
become atheistic at least in their hearts. David tells us in
Psalms 14:1: “The fool hath said in his heart, There is
no God. They are corrupt, they have done abominable
works, there is none that doeth good.”
Why has the American culture become so corrupt? Why
does the American society openly engage in abominable
works? Why has the American society forsaken good moral
works for vile evil works? The answer is simple. As a society
we say, not only in our hearts but openly, there is no God, or
at least, God does not care what we do and will not hold us
accountable for our sins. This is not the way America was at
one time. What happened? The dominos started to fall.
A society that has no fear of God will naturally have little
or no regard for each other. Jesus opened His parable of the
“Unjust Judge” in Luke 18:2 with this description: “There
was in a city a judge, which feared not God, neither regarded man.” As a society, Americans no longer trust their
politicians. Why? Because most Americans think that they
are liars and only concerned about themselves. We no longer
trust corporations, unions, churches, and just about any organization for the same reason. We demand binding contracts
for business relationships and even premarital contracts because we do not trust each other to a have a proper regard
for honesty and loyalty. America, as a society, fears that
their fellow Americans have no regard for them. This is not
the way America use to be. What happened? The dominos
started to fall.
Atheism has no logical moral code. For all intents and
purposes, America has become, in its heart of hearts, an
atheistic country.

Domino four: We then went from simply seeing no reason to seek after God or to fear Him, to a nation that says in
its heart there is no God (Psa. 14:1) or at least no God who
cares what we do or who will hold us accountable to His
standards of morality.
Domino ve: America not only no longer fears God, but
we also as a nation no longer have any respect or regard for
each other (Luke 18:2).
If we want to return America to a nation where it is safe
to walk the streets at night; where we can send our children
out to play without fear of predators; where a man’s word is
his bond; where we can trust our politicians and each other;
where the sanctity of life is respected; where the morals are
uplifting and decent, etc., we need to go back to the rst
domino, the evolution domino.
We need to educate our fellow citizens about the lies,
half truths and myths that evolution is built upon. Jesus said
that a house built on sand cannot stand when the storms
come (Mat. 7:24-27). The God-fearing people of America
need to rise up and make a storm, because evolution is built
on nothing but shifting sand. Evolution can and must be
brought down!
How can we make this storm? In our homes, in our Bible
classes, in our pulpits, we need to educate ourselves, each
other, and our families in the science and evidence of creation and the lies of evolution. We need to become vocal and
go to our local school board meetings and speak out against
our children being indoctrinated in the lie of evolution. We
need to make sure that this rst domino does not knock
down our children. We need to elect school board members
and politicians who believe in God and are willing to actively uphold His standards and teachings. We need to get God
back into the classroom, back into the public square, back
into our governments, back in our everyday lives, where He
belongs.
Instead of battling against abortion, same sex marriages,
etc., we need to chop down the evil tree that has spawned
such evil fruits. In His “Sermon On The Mount” Jesus said:

Domino one: We allowed the teaching of the General
Theory Of Evolution, the false scienti c notion that everything came about by blind chance and that there was no need
for God. As more and more Americans bought into this lie,
the heart and soul of America changed.

Beware of false prophets, which come to you in
sheep’s clothing, but inwardly they are ravening
wolves. Ye shall know them by their fruits. Do men
gather grapes of thorns, or gs of thistles? Even so
every good tree bringeth forth good fruit; but a corrupt tree bringeth forth evil fruit. A good tree cannot
bring forth evil fruit, neither can a corrupt tree bring
forth good fruit (Mat. 7:15-18).

Domino two: We went from being a nation of believers
to at best a nation of doubting Thomases, doubting the very
existence of God and the reliability of the Bible.

Evolution is a corrupt tree and many of the evils in
America today are its fruit. Creation is a good tree, and it
will bring forth good fruit that will be a blessing to a nation.

Domino three: After doubting, we then evolved into a
nation that no longer felt a need to fear or seek after God
(Rom. 3:11-18).

—189 Brookside Dr.
Stanton, KY 40380
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The Old Paths Pulpit
Sermon Outline

Danny Douglas

Why Read & Study the Bible?
The Bible is God’s Word (2 Tim. 3:16).
“Till I come, give attention to reading, to exhortation, to doctrine”
(1 Tim. 4:13).
(Also see: Hos. 4:6; Eph. 5:17; Acts 17:11; 2 Tim. 2:15; Psa. 1:1-2)

I. The Bible gives Comfort and Consolation.
A. Funerals—John 14:1ff.
B. Rom. 15:4

B. “But God hath revealed them unto us by his
Spirit: for the Spirit searcheth all things, yea, the deep
things of God” (1 Cor. 2:10).

“This is my comfort in my af iction: for thy
word hath quickened me” (Psa. 119:50).

C. It will give us the mind of Christ—Phi. 2:5; Pro.
4:23

Blessed be God, even the Father of our Lord Jesus
Christ, the Father of mercies, and the God of all
comfort; Who comforteth us in all our tribulation, that we may be able to comfort them which
are in any trouble, by the comfort wherewith we
ourselves are comforted of God. For as the sufferings of Christ abound in us, so our consolation also
aboundeth by Christ (2 Cor. 1:3-5).

V. It will throughly furnish us unto every good work
and make us complete.

II. The Bible gives strength against temptation.
A. Mother’s quote (Mat. 4:4).
Wherewithal shall a young man cleanse his way? by
taking heed thereto according to thy word. With my
whole heart have I sought thee: O let me not wander
from thy commandments. Thy word have I hid in
mine heart, that I might not sin against thee” (Psa.
119:9-11).
B. Acts 20:32.

There hath no temptation taken you but such as is
common to man: but God is faithful, who will not
suffer you to be tempted above that ye are able; but
will with the temptation also make a way to escape,
that ye may be able to bear it (1 Cor. 10:13).
III. It will fortify and strengthen us.

A. The Bible will fortify a us for the battle and will
enable us to meet successfully all challenges to New Testament Christianity (Rom. 10:17; 2 Cor. 5:7).
B. Therefore, we must put on the whole armor of God
(Eph. 6:17; vss. 10-18).
IV. The Bible will cause our hearts and minds to be
right.
A. John 15:3; Col. 3:16
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A. 2 Tim. 3:15-17
B. 2 Pet. 1:3
VI. The Bible provides life and salvation (Rom. 1:16;
Jam. 1:21-22; John. 6:63, 68-69; Mat. 4:4).
For the word of God is quick, and powerful, and
sharper than any twoedged sword, piercing even
to the dividing asunder of soul and spirit, and of
the joints and marrow, and is a discerner of the
thoughts and intents of the heart (Heb. 4:12).
And he shewed us how he had seen an angel in his
house, which stood and said unto him, Send men to
Joppa, and call for Simon, whose surname is Peter;
Who shall tell thee words, whereby thou and all thy
house shall be saved (Acts 11:13-14).
Moreover, brethren, I declare unto you the gospel
which I preached unto you, which also ye have received, and wherein ye stand; By which also ye are
saved, if ye keep in memory what I preached unto
you, unless ye have believed in vain. For I delivered unto you rst of all that which I also received,
how that Christ died for our sins according to the
scriptures; And that he was buried, and that he rose
again the third day according to the scriptures:” (1
Cor. 15:1-4).
“…the word of truth, the gospel of your salvation…” (Eph. 1:13).
CLOSING: But God’s Word must be obeyed (Mat. 7:21;
Jas. 1:22; John. 14:15; 2 The. 1:7-9).
—704 Azalea Dr.
Mt. Pleasant, TN 38474
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DEVIATIONS FROM THE TRUTH
Roelf L. Ruffner, Sr.

Deviant Judges
“And he said to the judges, Take heed what ye do: for
ye judge not for man, but for the Lord, who is with you
in the judgment” (2 Chr.19:6).
In this verse righteous King Jehoshaphat was instructing
the judges he set over his kingdom. He realized that their
judgments were but a re ection of the ultimate Judge—Almighty God.
In the last few years unrighteous judges in our land have
taken it upon themselves to overthrow our country’s marriage laws. Recently, the New Mexico State Supreme Court
ordered county clerks throughout the state to issue marriage
licenses to homosexual couples. The Roosevelt County clerk
and her deputy resigned rather than obey such an ungodly
decree.
In the State of Utah a federal judge declared that the
state’s prohibition against polygamy is “unconstitutional”
and thereby turned the legal system upside down. Although
it was voted in by the people of Utah, another judge declared
Utah’s constitutional amendment prohibiting same sex marriage to be “unconstitutional.”
One psychiatrist and writer, Dr. Keith Ablow, wrote an
article entitled “Marriage Died in 2013.” He said that from
now on the de nition of marriage will be left up to churches
and individuals. In other words legal, social, and moral anarchy will prevail in the land. And ultimately the ones who
will suffer in this new legislating from the bench will be innocent children. Now a child may have a female “daddy” or
several “mothers.”
Let us weep in prayer for our country and turn to God’s
word for guidance. “Have ye not read, that he which made
them at the beginning made them male and female” (Mat.
19:4).
As of January 12, 2014, http://www.foxnews.com/opinion/2013/12/31/marriage-died-in-2013.
Children of Jeroboam
(Speaking of Nadab son Jeroboam, King of Israel) And he
did evil in the sight of the Lord, and walked in the way of
his father, and in his sin wherewith he made Israel to sin”
(1 Kin. 15:26).

Students of the Bible know of Jeroboam. He rebelled
against Solomon and his son Rehoboam and became the rst
king of “Israel” or the Northern Kingdom. He led his people
down a path of apostasy including the idolatrous worship of
golden calves (1 Kin. 12:26-33). God would later send the
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Northern Kingdom into Assyrian Captivity in 721 B.C. His
descendents (physical and spiritual) continued his people’s
descent to Judgment.
For over a generation now, liberals within the brotherhood have led people down the path of modern day digression and apostasy. Now their spiritual descendents, modern
day “sons of Jeroboam,” continue to walk in the “broad”
way “that leadeth to destruction” (Mat. 7:13)
A case in point is the spiritual state of a former brotherhood school founded by David Lipscomb and James A.
Harding in 1891—Lipscomb University. LU has been in the
digressive camp for a long time. Recently I received notice
of LU’s annual “Preaching Workshop” in Nashville. There
are to be four speakers: three men and one woman. One of
the male speakers is Dr. Charles L. Campbell, Professor of
Homiletics at Duke Divinity School and an ordained Presbyterian minister. Imagine that, a spewer of “doctrines of devils” (1 Tim. 4:3) preaching on preaching to deluded brethren
at $250 a person! I imagine brother Lipscomb, if he were
alive, would rebuke them and quote 2 Corinthians 6:14—
“be not unequally yoked together with unbelievers”.
Another abomination in this “Preaching Workshop” is
the lone female speaker, Rhonda Lowry. Last year LU had a
female denominational preacher come and preach to preachers. This year it is the wife, Rhonda Lowry, of LU President
Randy Lowry and “Associate Professor of spiritual formation” (whatever that is) at LU. Her biography lists that she is
a much sought after speaker. She has spoken at Laity Lodge
an “ecumenical Christian Lecture Center” in Texas, the National American Christian Convention (Independent Christian Church), and the nefarious meeting of change agents
at Pepperdine University’s annual Bible Lectureship. The
schedule for this workshop lists her as the “liturgist” for the
worship service before Dr. Campbell’s sermon. A de nition
of “liturgist” I found includes the following,
As such, many Christian churches designate one person who
participates in the worship service as the liturgist. The liturgist may read announcements, scriptures, and calls to worship, while the minister preaches the sermon, offers prayers,
and blesses sacraments. The liturgist may be either a minister
or a lay person (Wikipedia).

If this is not an example of the unauthorized use of woman in
worship then I am a monkey’s uncle! She will also be speaking with her husband on “Con ict Resolution.”
And there is a whole lot of con ict to resolve with God’s
Word in this workshop, starting with Genesis and ending
in Revelation! They could probably take up the most time
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resolving their con ict with the apostle Paul and the Holy
Spirit in 1 Corinthians 14:34-35 and 1 Timothy 2:11-14,
where the apostle forbade female preachers and “liturgists”
(a term completely unknown to the New Testament and not,
therefore, in compliance with 1 Peter 4:11—Editor). And
there is their ongoing con ict involving the fellowshipping
of false teachers in Matthew 7:15, Romans 16:17-18, 2 Corinthians 11:3-4,13-15, Ephesians 5:11, etc. In both cases the
Bible would win hands down.

the same downward path that the Disciples of Christ denomination took over one hundred years ago when they left
the Bible and their brethren. Their “golden calves” were the
unscriptural missionary society and the unauthorized use of
mechanical instrument of music in worship. Today they are
a spiritual and religious irrelevancy. This is exactly where
Lipscomb University is headed. (http://www.lipscomb.edu/
preaching/speakers, accessed January 26, 2014).

—2530 Moore Court
Columbia, TN 38401
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These modern day children of Jeroboam are continuing

WHAT WOULD WE DO IF….
Gary W. Summers
The New Testament clearly teaches that every local congregation of the Lord’s church is to have elders and deacons
if men meet the quali cations for those works. On Paul’s
rst missionary journey, after he preached the gospel in
many towns, he traveled back through them and appointed
elders (notice the plural) in each congregation (Acts 14:23).
He later set forth the quali cations for these leaders (1 Tim.
3:1-7; Tit. 1:5-9). We know that it was God’s plan, then, to
have quali ed, older men to shepherd the ock and oversee
the work of the church.
We also know that this arrangement was attacked by Satan very early in the second century. Eventually, the idea of
some men being over several churches arose, which over a
period of centuries resulted in the papacy. But within each
congregation arose another unscriptural concept—that of a
one-man rule (which came to be designated as the “pastor”
system). Both of these departures from the New Testament
structure remain in use until this day.
True followers of the Lord Jesus Christ continue to use
the same arrangement that the apostles taught and used in
the New Testament. We have seen the errors that have developed in the past and have determined that we will not make
the same mistakes. Holding rm to the truth concerning the
government of the local congregation is one area in which
brethren will not be moved away from.
But here is a wild thought—suppose someone did tamper with God’s arrangement? What would we do? In a few
instances, some have advocated evangelistic oversight, in
which the local preacher (although not called a “pastor”)
nevertheless functions as one. When (if) elders are ever appointed, he will be the one who does it (citing Titus 1:5), but
somehow that day never comes. Even after he has preached
two decades for the same congregation, no one has become
quali ed.
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We have responded properly to that error by advocating
that this practice is false. Another concept arose in years past
which theorized that elders have no authority whatsoever;
they can only lead by example. Sound brethren likewise
showed the fallacy of that idea as well (Heb. 13:17). So, the
Biblical concept of leadership in the churches of Christ remains intact.
Introduction of a New Doctrine
So if someone introduced a new threat to God’s view of
the eldership as taught in the Bible, we would all be alarmed
and immediately take exception, right? Say, as a wacky example, that a congregation thought some of their elders were
no longer quali ed. What would be a way of getting rid of
them? Say, how about asking the church to re-evaluate those
men? Sure, this is so bizarre that it would probably never
happen, but what if it were proposed? How ought brethren
to respond?
Some brethren would probably observe, “The New Testament does not provide authority for re-evaluation of elders. They are to be evaluated according to the quali cations
that Paul gives before they become elders.” Yes, but suppose
some are no longer quali ed, and it was necessary to nd a
way to remove them? Well, how might someone approach
such a thing? Of course, this is too crazy, almost, to even
contemplate, but let’s indulge ourselves in a bit of “speculation.”
First, why not ask a preacher to address the topic in a favorable way? Now it might be a problem to nd just the right
person to take such an impossible task upon him, but for the
sake of argument, let’s say that someone could be found.
How could he possibly approach this topic and present it
to brethren in such a way that they would even consider it,
let alone accept it? This has got to be dif cult, and it might
require hours to gure out a way to do it.
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How to Persuade Brethren to Accept What is Not True
The rst thing that must always be done is to convince
brethren that “we are people of the Book, and we believe
that whatever we do in religion and life must be authorized
and guided by the Word of God.” Oh, yeah, that’s good. If
the rst thing we do is to appeal to the Scriptures as our only
authority, then probably everyone will be convinced that
whatever follows afterward is also Biblical. But to keep up
that façade, most of what follows must actually be Biblical.
Therefore, it would be a good idea to consider what the
New Testament says about selecting elders in the rst place,
even though none of that is relevant to re-evaluation, which
is not mentioned at all. So, it would be a good idea to mention that the Bible teaches a plurality of elders and that it lists
quali cations. However, Paul does not describe the selection process of elders. We know that he appointed men in
the congregations he established and he told Titus to appoint
men on the island of Crete, but we do not know what process
was used in either of those instances or at any other time.
What to do at this point might stump many preachers, but
a really creative one might think to bring up Acts 6. Well, no,
it does not refer to the selection of elders; in fact, it does not
even refer to the selection of deacons, but it does refer to a
selection process, and that’s the part that will be emphasized.
Many have assumed that the passage describes the selection
of deacons, but it does not. The seven men were chosen to
preside over one particular task—the daily distribution of
food to the widows—not the various works of the church in
general. Naturally, the word servant (the same word used for
deacons) is used, and that may cause some to be confused.
The church was led by twelve apostles, who were divinely
inspired by the Holy Spirit. It would be ludicrous to think of
the twelve apostles as elders over several thousand Christians, all of whom were served by seven deacons.
The one pushing re-evaluation, then, would need to
highlight the fact that the congregation was told to seek out
from among them seven men of good reputation, who were
full of the Holy Spirit and wisdom (Acts 6:3), which the
apostles would then appoint. When discussing the appointment of elders, the same system could be suggested based
on this text, which might be cited as a pattern for selection.
One might even observe that the Bible is “largely silent on
this matter”—the actual selection of elders—but at the same
time it says much more than most church members realize.
An examination of Acts 6 will then be presented even
though it is admitted that it does not deal with the selection of elders. Nevertheless, it does provide “insight” and
serves as the only “prototype” of a selection process. It will
be emphasized that Acts 6 is really the only passage in all
the Bible that provides relevant information respecting this
subject. One might emphasize that, concerning this passage,
the “implications are enormous.”
Now it is time to solidify the point of member involve12

ment in the process. Having looked at the one passage that
shows a selection process and admitting that it does not deal
with elders, the time has come to make some declarations.
1. It is wrong for preachers to personally select elders.
2. It is wrong for elders to make the selection for additional elders, lest they become a self-perpetuating board.
If the New Testament does not provide a procedure for
the selection of elders, then how do we know the above two
statements are true? Cannot one who preaches the gospel
know who are quali ed men for the work? Can elders not
determine who within the congregation is capable and ready
for serving as an elder? While all might agree that a preacher
or existing elders should select men with the input of the
congregation, would it be Scripturally wrong to do it the way
numbers 1 and 2 suggest? It is just as easy for the appointment of elders to be a popularity contest among the members
as it is for preachers and elders to appoint “yes” men. This
procedure must be condemned, however, when one stresses
the point of congregational input.
Re-Evaluation
Eventually, a sermon on re-evaluation, however, must
get around to its main topic. What a dilemma! How can
brethren be convinced to practice that on which the Scriptures are silent? An imaginative soul might try this tactic.
First, why not bring up the subject of liberalism right at the
beginning because some may be thinking it anyway. One
might merely say something like, “Some brethren are up in
arms over this practice; they say, “That’s what the liberals
are doing.’ They may be, but for us, the question is, ‘What
does the Bible teach?’” All right, that should disarm most
brethren and make them feel that what they are about to hear
is a Scriptural answer to the question.
The key point is to remind everyone that elders are selected by members in the rst place. (The whole sermon has
been designed to bolster this point.) The implication is that
the congregation can then remove the men they appointed.
Already there is a aw. If brethren use a selection process
and appoint men according to their quali cations, and that
constitutes the Holy Spirit making those men overseers, then
we need a removal process that is also inspired by the Holy
Spirit in order for their termination to be valid.
The second thing that should be pointed out is that it is
just as false to say, “once an elder, always an elder,” as it is to
say “once saved, always saved.” Now isn’t that clever? It’s
a true statement, but in the context it is made, it is misleading. A man may resign for health reasons, because of sin in
his life, or because his wife has gone on to her reward. He is
not an elder for life. But “re-evaluation” is not one of those
causes.
Third, it may be the case that an elder no longer meets
the quali cations (which is true, as stated above). Now that
he is on a roll, it must seem like the best time to insert a point
that is not Scriptural: A man may be Scripturally quali ed,
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technically quali ed, but not be perceived by the ock as a
shepherd. They may not have the desire to submit to him.
“Shepherds cannot lead where people will not follow.” No
one should proceed any further without re-reading this last
argument at least two more times because the idea is not
found in the pages of Holy Writ. One might have agreed with
everything thus far (although much of it was theory), but this
part de nitely cannot stand.
A man is not technically quali ed to be an elder? He either is or is not. And if he is, how can members not submit to
a spiritually-minded leader made an overseer of the ock by
the Holy Spirit? How can anyone say, “He may be quali ed
but not able to lead effectively”? Could the problem be with
some members and not such an elder? Suppose two elders
had no objections to adding instrumental music into the worship (why were they, then, allowed to become elders?), and
two opposed it. If the majority of members said they could
no longer follow the two men holding to the Scriptures,
should they be ousted? One of the very works of elders is to
protect the ock from wolves, yet if churches could remove
elders whenever they so desired, they could never do the job
to which they were appointed (Acts 20:28-32).
As the old saying goes, “In for a penny, in for a pound.”
To cement this last point, the preacher might add these words:
“…one of the quali cations of a shepherd is that the membership perceives him to be such, and is willing to submit
and to follow, to respect and to trust.” Really? What verse
in 1 Timothy 3 or Titus 1 says that? If that were a quali cation, some men would never be appointed, and others would
never remain in the presbytery.
1 Timothy 5:17-20
Yes, there is a passage that does deal with the removal of
an elder, and this “ ctional” sermon nally mentions it. The
rst two verses speak of an elder receiving remuneration for
his labors. Then Paul says that an accusation should not be
received against an elder except from two or three witnesses.
If they are guilty, they should be rebuked before all. This
is not an automatic dismissal, however. But if the man refused to acknowledge his sin or refused to repent, something
would have to be done (Mat. 18:15-17). In this instance the
entire congregation would be called upon to exercise discipline.
Although this procedure is Biblical, it does not support
elder re-evaluation. So the preacher must reinforce what he
has already said by insisting on a principle that is not taught
in the text:
I would still maintain that a man could theoretically be qualied and yet have lost his standing with enough of the members that he ought to voluntarily remove himself. Now how
do you determine that unless you ask the members, how they
perceive this man, as an elder of the church?

It all seems so logical. Maybe he has lost his effectiveness as a leader; so ask the church to evaluate him. Although
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such a practice is highly dangerous to the stability of a congregation and totally lacking Biblical authority, doesn’t it
sound reasonable? Imaginative preachers can nd smooth
words and appealing scenarios to convince brethren of an
unscriptural practice. Will no one wonder how elders can be
technically and theoretically quali ed without actually being
quali ed?
To close this hypothetical sermon, a few assorted
thoughts might be helpful, such as, “No one should fear
evaluation,” and, “You can go to heaven without being an
elder.” Most will not object to these statements.
What Would We Do?
Of course, this has all been an intellectual exercise. No
one would actually preach a sermon such as has just been
suggested. And if someone had, surely brethren would be
outraged that he had done so. We all recognize that no one
has the right to tamper with God’s arrangement for the church
regarding elders and their effective leadership of the congregation. While elders are not appointed for life (like Supreme
Court Justices), neither has God placed “term limits” upon
them or subjected them to re-evaluation based on the mood
of the congregation at any given moment. Fortunately, no
one would be so presumptuous as to change God’s plan.
What?! Someone has? No way! Well, if someone did
advocate this practice, we certainly know how brethren will
respond! Why, his reputation would be shot! No one would
invite him to speak or hold a meeting until he repented,
right? Certainly, no one would entrust him with a position
of responsibility. Furthermore, efforts would be made to discuss the issue with him, and reasonable brethren would try to
persuade him to renounce his fallacious position, wouldn’t
they?
Schools of preaching, being incensed, would certainly
speak out and warn against this false teaching. He would
never be found speaking on a lectureship or invited to any
workshop. If he wrote a book or made a DVD, no one would
consider buying it; after all he might hold to other errors,
such as “marital intent” with respect to divorce. A guy like
that might even recommend Mac Deaver (kindred spirits?)
to debate a Baptist, even though he too is riddled with errors,
such as that all Christians are baptized in the Holy Spirit
today.
Yes, the brotherhood would take whatever measures
necessary to help such a brother see his errors and repent of
them. They would, in all kindness, tell him, “You must restudy this issue and attempt to see the error in what you have
taught—and repent of it—not just say some people are out
to get you.” Yes, brethren would never be silent about such
a matter, would they?
—5410 Lake Howell Road
Winter Park, FL 32792
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recent years by Phil Sanders and Joe Wells.
Looking in the other direction (entirely) are the brethren
in Tennessee, who apparently are not concerned with brethren
speaking there (Tahoe) any more than the Memphis School
of Preaching is concerned about speakers coming on to their
program after having participated in the Sunset Workshops.
Janus? Disambiguation would be nice.

lowship, especially concerning Brad Harrub. He is a personable fellow, but he does not respect what the scriptures have
to say about fellowship. With that in mind, he is not one with
whom we would be in fellowship, either.
—Church of Christ–San Mateo
P.O. Box 5026
San Mateo, Ca. 94402

I do hope that this is of some value on the subject of feldcdcdcdcdcdcdcdcdcdcdcdcdcdcdcdcdcdcdcdcdcdcdc

WHAT ABOUT PRAISE TEAMS?
Don Tarbet
More and more congregations in the churches of Christ
are using what is called “Praise Teams.” Such teams are
usually a collection of 4, 6, or 8 of the most capable singers in the congregation (representing the 4 part harmony of
our hymns) to either: (1) Stand before the congregation with
their microphones, to LEAD the congregation in its worship
in song, or (2) Be placed in strategic places in the congregation, so as to LEAD the congregation in singing.

Usually, at least two of these parts involve women, who
stand before, or stand out in such a way as to portray their
leadership role. The denominations of the world have long
provided music for their members through choirs that stand
before them, that virtually do ALL the singing. Those not in
the choir are the less talented, and do very little singing, even
when given the opportunity. The practice of “praise teams”
is but a borrowed practice of denominationalism. In the Old
Testament, the Israelites wanted to be “like the nations”
around them, and in doing so, they rejected God and brought
about His wrath (1 Sam. 8:4-7). It is said that “praise teams”
are but a contemporary “choir.” Those who are placed before
a congregation (perhaps, even behind the pulpit) are visibly
leading the congregation. If women can scripturally do this,
what is to keep them from visibly sharing in the serving of
communion, or in the public presentation of a sermon? One
preaching professor in Abilene Christian University had his
wife read HIS sermon before a public audience several years
ago. Did not Paul forbid the women to teach OR usurp authority over the men (1 Tim. 2:12)? To say the least, the use
of women in such roles is a compromise of the leadership
role of men.
What about the “fruit” of such practices? The introduction of such a practice as “praise teams” has been divisive in
the brotherhood, and its practice has been virtually con ned
to very liberal congregations (who have compromised scriptural principles in various other ways, especially in doctrine
and fellowship with neighboring Protestant denominations).
Some are sharing worship WITH denominations, and meet14

ing in each other’s buildings for these joint sessions, even
where the instrument is used. Even in congregations that
USE “praise teams,” many not-so-talented singers are prone
to just sit (or stand) and “listen” to the superior melody of the
praise team, who are virtually performing in concert. This
even creates an emotional barrier between the two groups
of singers, though they are in the same gathering. The better singers are given this role over others. Rather than being
“active” in singing and making melody to one another (Eph.
5:19; Col. 3:16, 17), some become “passive.”
In Jeremiah 32:35, God condemned the actions of some
for NOT doing what He had commanded, AND doing things
that had not come into His mind. The scripture contains the
mind of God revealed to man, and obviously “praise teams”
never came into His mind, for there are no instructions, commands, or examples of it for us. Strange that it took over
2000 years to explore the mind of God to gure out that
it has His approval. But, someone says, “I like it,” but that
does not mean GOD likes it. Remember Luke 16:15: “Ye
are they that justify yourselves before men, but God
knoweth your hearts: for that which is highly esteemed
among men is abomination in the sight of God.”
More and more churches of Christ are following the example of Israel, in wanting to be “like the denominations”
around them. Our worship is NOT to please ourselves, but
the Lord (John 4:23, 24; Gal. 1:10). Where is ANY authority
for such an innovation? Nadab and Abihu offered “strange
re” before the Lord (which HE had not commanded), and
God rejected it—“And there went out re from the Lord,
and devoured them, and they died before the Lord” (Lev.
10:1, 2). Let us learn from this (Rom. 15:4; 1 Cor. 10:6-12).
One supporter of “praise teams” (Joe Ed Furr) has publicly
declared that “praise teams in many churches may be a shortlived fad.” It is admitted that praise teams have become the
church choir, and congregational singing is greatly diminished. Older members are more troubled than are the younger. We need to remember how the older Israelites warned
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Rehoboam to lighten up on the taxation of the people, while
the younger urged him to make it hard on the people (1
Kings 12). As a result, the nation was divided. WHY should
the innovating youth directors and associate ministers insist
on beginning congregational “choirs,” and letting the older members fall over the stumbling block that THEY (the
younger ones) have placed there? Paul said he would even
eat no meat if it caused a brother to stumble (1 Cor. 8:13).
None should ever “put a stumblingblock, or an occasion
to fall in his brother's way” (Rom. 14:13). “For, brethren,
ye have been called unto liberty; only use not liberty for
an occasion to the esh, but by love serve one another”
(Gal. 5:13). Let us all endeavor to keep the peace, for God

is not the author of confusion, but of peace (1 Cor. 14:33).
Some say, “well, the church of Christ is changing”—but is it
for the better or the worse? We know the church changed before, by “falling away” and giving heed to false doctrines, in
spite of the warnings from God (1 Tim. 4:1-3). Will history
show that this happened again in the 21st century? [No doubt
history will record that a great “falling away” happened in
the latter part of the 20th and into the 21st century.—Editor]
Let us have the courage to stand for truth.
—215 W. Sears
Denison, TX 75020
donwtarbet@cableone.net
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RESPONSIBILITY OF MOTHERHOOD
Lavonne James McClish
During the years when her children are young, motherhood is the Christian woman’s number one job, after her
duties to her husband. If she fails, entire generations will be
affected, and the sad results will be perpetuated. This is not
to say the responsibility is altogether hers, nor is she totally
responsible for her children’s behavior after they are grown.
They have minds of their own, and they have free wills and
choices. They are responsible for their own misdeeds and
failures. But the mother who did not rear her children properly will bear the anguish—if not the guilt, for this sin can be
forgiven as can any other—for the rest of her life.
Think rst of Noah’s wife. The Holy Spirit has chosen
to reveal to us very little about her. However, she must have
been very important in God’s plan, for her sons were righteous enough to be counted among the passengers on the
ark, and the wives they chose or their parents chose for them
were also righteous. We know that Noah was busy for all
those 120 years building and preaching (Gen. 6:3), although
we do not know what period these years covered in his sons’
lives. It follows by implication that Mrs. Noah was at least
partially responsible for bringing up her sons to fear the Lord
and to respect their father and mother. (It is true that Ham
forgot or ignored the teachings of his parents and he sinned
[9:20–25], but he alone [his descendants did bear a part of
the curse, leading me to believe that they were of the same
mind] was cursed by God because he alone was guilty of
sin.)
Then there was Hannah, who prayed for a son (1 Sam.
1:1–13), promising Jehovah that she would dedicate him to
the service of Jehovah for his entire life. Hannah kept the
child at home, not even going up to the feasts and the worship
at Shiloh, until Samuel was weaned (vs. 24). This weaning,
as best we can learn from both Biblical and secular history,
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was often done when the child was three years old or even
older. (Remember, there was no prepared baby food, no food
processors, and no refrigeration, but mothers’ milk was readily available, nourishing, and safe.) All of that time, Hannah
must have been teaching and preparing Samuel, though he
was so young, for his life of service in the tabernacle. After
she took him to Eli in the tabernacle, she provided at least
some of his physical needs (e.g., a little coat she made every
year—1 Sam. 3:19). She had a short time in which to work,
but she did her task very well.
In the New Testament, we read about Lois and Eunice,
Timothy’s grandmother and mother, respectively. They had
taught Timothy the Holy Scriptures literally from his babyhood (2 Tim. 1:5–6; 3:15). Perhaps as an example and
a source of encouragement to the many women who nd
themselves in the situation of having no help from a father,
we are told that Timothy’s father was a Greek, a Gentile,
a pagan. He apparently did not help Lois and Eunice at all
with Timothy’s upbringing and teaching. Yet, even though
they had to do it alone, they taught and trained Timothy so
well that he became a valuable assistant to Paul, who loved
him as a son.
Jochebed, the mother of Moses, devised an ingenious
plan to save her three-month-old son from the clutches of
the wicked Pharaoh (Exo. 2:1–10; 6:20; Heb. 11:23). Essentially, she gave her baby up in order to save him from death.
We all know the story of how she made a little basket—an
“ark”—of bulrushes, put the baby into it, and set it a oat
in the Nile River, sheltered among the bulrushes, where she
knew Pharaoh’s daughter would be coming to bathe. She
was correct in her guess (or maybe she had Divine guidance?) that the princess would not be able to resist a baby’s
cries (even a condemned Hebrew baby!). Miriam, Moses’
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older sister, was stationed where she could watch.
When the princess picked up the baby, Miriam went to
her and asked if she wanted one of the Hebrew women to
nurse the baby (nursing would include feeding—i.e., wet
nursing—as well as general care). So, in the providence of
God, Jochebed was able to care for and train her own son, at
least for a time. Since Moses chose to suffer af iction with
the people of God (Heb. 11:24–28), we know Jochebed must
have made good use of the time she had her son in her care.
Incidentally, we read nothing of the role of Amram, Moses’
father (1 Chr. 6:1–3), in his upbringing. This omission does
not constitute proof that he did not participate, but it is interesting that only Jochebed and Miriam are mentioned.
We must never be guilty of neglecting our children,
physically, emotionally, and most of all, spiritually. They
should be included in as many of our activities in service to
God as we can manage. But we should not waste our time
and energy by engaging in endless hand wringing and selfreproach (even though the pain is ever present) when the
child departs from our teaching despite the best we can do.
Each human being has free will—a choice.
Although Eli brought Samuel up from the time his parents left him at the tabernacle (1 Sam. 3:1–21), he apparently
was “too busy doing the Lord’s work” to train and reprove
his own sons, Hophni and Phinehas (4:17). As the head of his
house and as God’s high priest, he was directly responsible.
Eli should serve as a sad reminder to those who neglect their
families in order to help other people. Eli’s biggest problem
seems to have been that he failed to rebuke and discipline his
sons, even though he knew they were sinning grievously and
corrupting the worship (as well as the women).
Many of us want so much for our children to like us
that we will not go through the unpleasantness of discipline
and correction. We hate to cross them or to “make waves.”
A very important lesson: A parent, in order to please God,
must be willing to displease his or her children at times, and
even to in ict temporary pain (Pro. 13:24; 19:18) on them in
order to teach them to obey. (Eli was rebuked because he put
his sons’ wants above God’s.) Obedience must be learned in
childhood, or else it will be very dif cult to learn to submit
to governmental authorities or even to God in adulthood. I
am not certain, but I think J. Edgar Hoover gets credit for
the saying, “Learn obedience and respect in the high chair or
else learn it in the electric chair.”
I have seen the following list in several places through
the years, but I am sorry to say I do not know the author:
RULES FOR RAISING JUVENILE DELINQUENTS
1. Begin when your child is an infant to give him everything he wants. This way he will grow up to believe the
world owes him a living. After all, denying him may lead
him to harmful frustration.

This will make him think he is cute. It will also encourage
him to pick up even cuter words and phrases later that will
blow off the top of your head.
3. Never give him any spiritual training. You don’t
want to be accused of forcing religion on him. Wait until
he is eighteen years old, and then he will be able to decide
for himself. (By that logic, don’t teach him English, either;
when he grows up he may want to speak Bantu.)
4. Avoid use of the word wrong. After all, he may develop a guilt complex. This will condition him to believe
later, when he gets into trouble, that society is against him
and he is being persecuted.
5. Pick up everything he leaves lying around. Do everything for him. When he grows up, he will be experienced
in evading all responsibility and shoving it off onto others.
6. Let him argue and talk disrespectfully to you and
others. This way, he will think he has the right to rebel
against authority and be rude and disrespectful toward those
who disagree with him.
7. Take his part against neighbors, teachers, and law
enforcement of cers. This will teach him that he is always
right and that no one can tell him what to do.
8. When he gets into real trouble, excuse yourself by
saying, “I never could do anything with him.”
9. Prepare for a life of grief. You will undoubtedly
have it.
Samuel, oddly enough, did not learn a thing from Eli’s
heartbreaking experience. He also failed to discipline his
sons (1 Sam. 8:1–3), and they brought much grief to him
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2. When he picks up bad words at school, laugh at him.
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and to God. Indirectly, Samuel’s failures in this department
brought about Israel’s demand for a king. At least Samuel’s
corrupt and unruly sons provided them with an excuse. It is
noteworthy that Samuel was a “circuit riding” prophet, who
was likely away from his home and his family much of the
time (this is not stated; it is possible that his family traveled with him). In any case, Samuel apparently neglected his
sons and their training to some degree. Both Eli and Samuel
were good, reverent men, who were great servants of God;
but the fact that a father is a good man does not necessarily
mean that his children will absorb his good characteristics.
He must spend time with them—show them the way— and
actively train and discipline them.
Aaron was very weak-willed, as his lame excuse for the
golden calf amply illustrates (Exo. 32:1–24). He did apparently take his work as high priest very seriously, however. It
could be that he thought that, since he understood the gravity
of his position with God, Nadab and Abihu would naturally
absorb his attitude. Obviously they did not take their work
and unquestioning obedience seriously, whether or not Aaron attempted to teach them (Lev. 10:1–7).
Aaron and Miriam had also rebelled against Moses
(Num. 12:1–14) and attempted to seize some of his power.
Is it possible that Nadab and Abihu saw this and were in uenced by it? We have no way of knowing, but it is something
to think about. In the accounts of the failures of Eli, Samuel,
and Aaron, no mention is made of the mothers.
We have already alluded to the problems caused by absent fathers who do not shoulder their responsibilities. Elders
can be guilty of this, if they have teenaged children. Perhaps
this is a good argument in favor of having older men, whose
children are grown, as elders. (Not that we would make a
law here, since God’s Word does not give a speci c age.)
An elder must shepherd and feed the entire ock, and that
would de nitely include his own children who are a part of
that ock.
Preachers (and elders also, for that matter) could ll
every night in the week, fty-two weeks in the year—with
good and important works. Their responsibilities are indeed
heavy. But the point is, they will never nd time for their
wives and children; they must set aside the time, since their
families are also a heavy responsibility. They will answer to
God for their stewardship of their children as well as that of
the rest of the church. Time spent with children is not wasted
time! Surely an elder or a preacher or any other leader could

set aside one night and one day for his family, refusing to let
others encroach upon that time unless there is a dire emergency. Will God be pleased if they save other people’s children but lose their own? Will they be setting a good example
for other men of the church?
This essay is directed to wives, not to elders, preachers,
deacons, and other male leaders. However, the above observations may help our perspective a bit. They also might provide us some logical thoughts with which to talk things over
with our husbands. Young men, especially young preachers,
are usually very conscientious and enthusiastic about their
work and the way they spend their time, and I fear many
of them have neglected their families woefully. (It is no accident that so many preachers’ children go astray. “The cobbler’s children have no shoes.”) These husbands and fathers
need to be made more aware of their responsibilities to their
wives and children. If God meant them to be married, then
he intended for them to be good husbands (Eph. 5:25, 28–29,
33: 1 Cor. 9:5), dwelling with the wife according to knowledge, honoring her as the “weaker vessel” (1 Pet. 3: 7).
It follows that, if they are married, they will likely father
children, and that God intended them to be good fathers, just
as he did other Christian men. Their duties to God, as well
as to other people and their children, in no way exempt them
from their responsibilities to their own wives and children.
One of their duties to God is taking care of their own families. In fact, I would be so bold as to say that their homes
should come rst (Eph. 6:1–4). How can they possibly help
others to ful ll their duties if they are ignoring their own
duties? What kind of example are they providing for other
men? Their children will have enough problems with the
children of other members of the church (you know the saying about preachers’ kids) and with those outside, without
having to deal with those problems caused by the neglect
and/or absence of their fathers.
CONCLUSION
If the father is dead, absent, disinterested, or too busy,
mothers must often take up the slack and try to be both parents to their children, as Lois and Eunice did with Timothy.
It is not easy, but it can be done. If this is the case, a mother
must try not to be critical of the father in front of the children,
yet somehow, at the same time, she must acknowledge their
needs as legitimate. She must avoid making them feel guilty
for needing their father, along with his time and his love.
—Deceased
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A LAW UNTO HIMSELF
Ed Rutland
After graduating from the Houston Police Academy, I reported
to my duty assignment at the N. Shepherd street police substation. I
chose that station because it was one of the busiest patrol substations
in the City of Houston. After completing the eld training program ,I
reported to the swing shift working 7 p.m. to 3 a.m., a shift I chose
because it was the busiest shift. I was still on probation and was not
allowed to patrol alone. I was shuf ed around riding with different
of cers until I was no longer on probation. I don’t think I will ever
forget my rst night riding alone. I didn’t have somebody with
me to make sure I didn’t get killed. I was out there, alone. I grew
accustomed to riding alone and found that at times, I preferred riding
as a one-man patrol unit.
During my probationary period and riding with other of cers,
I soon found out that a number of of cers chose that profession for
reasons other than for the reason I chose it. A number of them chose
that profession because they were lazy and did not want a job requiring
physical labor. Many of them chose the profession because it was
an easy profession to transition to out of the army. I found that the
differing attitudes greatly affected how they approached their job.
There were some who never intended to put themselves in harm’s
way. They would control the threat level by simply arriving after
the threat was gone. Whatever motive, they had they believed they
could control everything. They believed everything would operate
according to their beliefs, according to their own terms.
Years later, I was in a narcotics unit working the same 7-3
shift. My partner Brian and I were working in a narcotics area in the
northern district of the city of Houston. Two other team members,
Ralph and David,were working in the southern district. We all agreed
to a lunch break and meet at the Luby’s cafeteria on US-290 and West
34th Street. Brian and I arrived rst and waited outside in the patrol car.
We heard a call go out over the radio involving a suspicious
person with a gun at a gas station just south of the intersection of I-45
and Crosstimbers Street. The call was dispatched to a one-man unit,
one of those of cers that I previously described. The of cer believed
he could control everything to avoid any threat. He believed this so
much that he never wore a bullet proof vest.
We heard Ralph on the radio saying they would check-by,
meaning they would provide backup for the primary unit. Knowing
the of cer who was dispatched as the primary unit, Brian and I knew
that he would not arrive until after the threat was gone. That meant
that Ralph and David would be the primary unit.
When people in that area of town call the police to report a
suspicious person or a disturbance, they often lie and say a weapon
is involved because they know it will get a quicker police response.
Knowing this, Brian and I thought it was probably a drunk or
something similar and that Ralph and David would meet with us
shortly. But again, you never know because things do not operate
according to your own terms. So, we waited and listened to the radio.
We heard Ralph tell the dispatcher they were arriving. We
expected that they would soon clear the call by saying GOA (Gone
on Arrival) meaning the suspicious person was no longer there. There
was only radio silence and as we waited longer; Brian and I wondered
if we should head that way. Suddenly Ralph reported, “Shots red!”
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The radio came to life as the dispatcher and different units reported
they were en route. Brian and I quickly headed that way but it was
all over by the time we arrived.
Ralph told us what happened, saying that when they first
arrived, he checked the front while David checked the rear of the
gas station/convenience store. Ralph made his way to the front door
of the business after checking for any threat inside the store. As
he approached the door a Middle-Eastern man behind the counter
motioned for him to come inside. David called to his partner saying he
had a suspect at the back of the business. Having not entered the store,
Ralph moved to the back to help his partner who had encountered
an intoxicated man. While David and Ralph checked the man for
a weapon, the other of cer, the one who wore no vest, arrived and
parked his police car directly in front of the station without regard
to safety. He saw the same man behind the counter motion for him
to come in to the store.
What he did not know was that the man behind the counter was
the roommate of the clerk who lay dead behind the counter. The man
shot his roommate in the chest with a shotgun shortly before of cers
arrived. The of cer without the vest entered the store and the man
behind the counter moved out and raised the shotgun in his hands.
The of cer dropped to the oor as the suspect red the rst shot. The
of cer moved back out the front door while the suspect racked the
shotgun. The suspect red again as the of cer dove below the short
front wall below the store windows.
Hearing the rst shot, David and Ralph left the drunken man
and moved to the front of the business. Ralph reached a place of
cover near the front of the store where he could watch the suspect.
What he then watched was rather unbelievable as the of cer without
the vest would stand up from behind the wall and the suspect would
shoot again. The series repeated itself a number of times with Ralph
yelling at the of cer to stay down behind cover.
More units arrived and began taking locations of cover while the
suspect waited for the of cer without the vest to stand again. Upon
seeing the units arrive, the suspect reloaded the shotgun. He then sat
down on the oor and placed the gun against his head. The suspect
took his own life ending the ordeal.
Ralph, David, Brian, and I all spoke with the of cer about his
many errors in judgment, including not wearing a vest. We told him
he needed to change the way he thought and recognize the dangers
that were always present in police work. I remember that the of cer
did wear his vest for a few days after the incident but soon returned
to his old way of thinking—that he could control everything and
everything operates according to his own terms.
It was easy for the four of us, David, Ralph, Brian, and me to
see that it was wrong for this of cer to think that he could control
things and everything operated according to his own terms. Yet when
it came to spiritual matters, the same could not be said. Ralph and
Brian were typical Catholics and David, though being very religious,
was a Baptist lost in the doctrines of John Calvin. David, Ralph,
and Brian each believed they could go to heaven on their own terms
rather than God’s terms. But when it came to police work, we were
all police of cers and could see this of cer was mistaken in thinking
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everything operated on his own terms. We could see this, but the one
of cer could not recognize his error. What made him think he could
control things? What made him think he could avoid such a day of
reckoning? Why could he not look backwards and see that his thinking
nearly cost him his life?
I am amazed at people who ignore the teachings of the Bible
and practice this same type of thinking. They mistakenly believe
that everything operates on their own terms rather than God’s terms.
They believe they can avoid a day of reckoning. They are a law unto
themselves as described in Romans 2:14. They form their own belief
system based on their upbringing or some other in uence rather than
what the Bible teaches. They ignore the fact that their sins remain and
unless they obey the commands of God (Jam. 1:13-15). Those sins
have to be washed away (Acts 22:16). So if you are in this condition
and you were to die right now, you would face eternal punishment
(Matt. 10:28; 25:46), in the lake of re (Rev. 20:14-15), in outer
darkness (Matt. 25:30), and where the worm never dies (Mark 9:44).
God offers a way of salvation if you will obey the commands to hear
the Gospel (Rom. 10:17; Mat. 7:24-25), to believe the Gospel (Heb.
11:6; John 20:30-31), to repent of your sins (Acts 13:3; Luke 17:30;
Acts 3:19), to confess Christ (Mat. 10:32-33; Rom. 10:9-10; Acts
8:37), and to be baptized for the remission of past sins (Acts 2:38;
Mark 16:16; Acts 22:16; 1 Peter 3:21). Baptism in water is a gure
of the death, burial, and resurrection of Jesus Christ (Rom. 6:3, 4, 17,
18. Once you arise out of that water, only then are your sins washed
away by the blood of Christ and you are added to His body, the church.
I am indeed amazed at nonbelievers who are a law unto
themselves, but even more so I am amazed at those who have obeyed
the Gospel and were added to the church, yet still hold onto the idea
that they will merit heaven based on their own think so.
Will a man shake his st at God and demand salvation on his
own terms? Men who make such demands never seem to think that
is what they are doing. Consider King Saul (1 Sam. 15:11-23) who
truly believed his own think-so when he said, “I have performed
the commandment of the Lord.” The reality was that King Saul
performed his own commandment and rebelled against God’s
commandment.
I hope this is not the case, but the odds are that there are probably
some in this very auditorium who think they will go to heaven but
instead will receive the sentence of eternal destruction where the
re never dies, where there is eternal darkness, and the worm dies
not. How is it that such a person can think he can rebel against the
commands of God and avoid the punishment of hell? King Saul
thought that way. He did not think he was rebelling against God.
What about the things left undone? The sins of omission are
usually the greater threat when it comes to being a Christian—a
servant of God. What was the sin of King Saul? Was it a sin of
commission or omission? He did not add to the command of God. He
left people and animals alive that God commanded to be destroyed.
Remember the police of cer who thought he could always
control his threat level? Even after confronted with a life threatening
situation, he quickly returned to his normal way of thinking. He
failed to recognize the warning signs and continued to believe he
could control his fate. There are Christians who believe everything
will operate according to their beliefs, according to their own terms.
They do not recognize the danger their soul is in. Remember that a
Christian living with such false assumptions never seems to know
they are in that condition.
In case you are misunderstanding the type of person I am
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speaking of, an example would be a Christian who is present during
every worship service or seldom misses attendance. He obeys the
commands of God except for the few that he disagrees with. When
the Bible clearly states he should not do a particular act, he dismisses
what is stated in God’s word suggesting that the verse really does
not mean what it says. He claims that it is only the opinion of others
and he insists the verse does not mean what they claim. Of course he
does not think he disagrees with the command of God just as King
Saul thought. Examples of this would be the elder or preacher who
refuses to mark those who are false teachers. It would be Christians
who refuse to withdraw fellowship from Christians who refuse to
repent of sin. It would be Christians who think they can divorce for
whatever reason unauthorized by God, marry another person and not
be an adulterer as stated in God’s Word. It would be the Christian,
who believes he can commit fornication, or become intoxicated, or
be involved in dancing, or use foul language, or dress immodestly,
or be involved in worldliness. It would be the Christian who believes
he can lie in certain situations or to steal from his employer. It is the
Christian who commits sin but justi es the behavior in his mind
by using various excuses for not being able to follow a speci c
command. A Christian involved in such things while refusing to
acknowledge they are committing any sin are shaking their st at
God and demanding salvation on their own terms. Consider what
the prophet Samuel told King Saul in 1 Sam. 15:23, “For rebellion
is as the sin of witchcraft, and stubbornness is as iniquity and
idolatry. Because thou hast rejected the word of the Lord, he hath
also rejected thee from being king.”
A Christian who is a law unto himself will not stop to consider
whether or not he is truly obeying the commands of God. The key
is to put pride and stubbornness down and humble yourself before
the Lord (Jam. 4:6, 10).
So, if you were to consider whether or not you have fallen into
such a trap, how would you examine yourself, for we are taught to
do so by the apostle Paul in 2 Corinthians 13:5. The apostle wrote:
“Examine yourselves, whether ye be in the faith; prove your own
selves.”? That examination of one’s self is done in all honesty and
in the light of God’s Word (Luke 8:15; Jam. 1:22-25; 2 Tim. 2:15).
Are there warning signs in your life? Strong warning signs would
be little or no Bible reading, little or no personal Bible study, little or
no prayer. Is the Bible reading you are doing only during Bible class
or worship? Are your prayers limited to worship and before meals?
These would be huge warning signs.
Look back over a year ago. Do you see any spiritual progress
in yourself? Can you identify things you have corrected? Can you
identify any Biblical knowledge gained? If a Christian is doing what
he is supposed to be doing, it is not possible for him to not grow
spiritually. What about work in the congregation? Are you doing
more? Even a faithful Christian can become more ef cient in his
service to the Lord.
—10882 Lois Lane
Montgomery, TX 77316

19

WELCOME TO SCRIPTURECACHE.COM . . .
Your Site

for

BiBle expoSition, exegeSiS,

and

CommentarY

on a wide varietY of topiCS and paSSageS

During the more than fifty years I have been preaching the Gospel of Christ, Lavonne (my wife for all of these years) and I have written a few thousand pages of manuscripts on the Bible and Bible-related subjects.
Various ones have urged us to make these materials more widely available, which we are doing through this Website. Andy, one of our sons, has also
written several Manuscripts and articles that have been published. You will find these here also. These materials include commentary on passages and
personalities of Scripture, essays relating to worship and doctrine, and articles on ethical and doctrinal issues.
Many of these are brief articles of 1 to 3 pages in length that have appeared (and are still appearing) in church bulletins throughout the land. Many
of these shorter articles were also written for newspaper publication, and not a few of them are uploaded in their original publication format. Scores of
these treatises are in the range of 4 to 12 pages, most of which were originally published in various religious periodicals. We wrote most of the long manuscripts (ranging in length from 13 to 59 pp.) on assignment from directors of various lecture programs, and they have been published in approximately
two hundred books produced by said programs.
In all that we have written we have had absolute faith in the statement of the apostle Paul: “All scripture is given by inspiration of God, and is
profitable for doctrine, for reproof, for correction, for instruction in righteousness” (2 Tim. 3:16, KJV). We have never found any evidence to persuade
us otherwise than that the Bible is the fully inspired Word of God, including the very words in which it was revealed to its original writers (1 Cor. 2:10,
13). We believe that the Bible sits in judgment of men, and we tremble at the eternal fate of mere human beings who dare to assume the role of its critics
and judges.
These materials are non-sectarian and non-denominational—they simply seek to get to the heart of the meaning of the Scriptures. We gladly make
them available to Bible students everywhere at no charge. If the things we have written help even one person to a better understanding of the Sacred Text
and to a closer relationship with its Divine Author, we will feel amply rewarded.
Dub McClish, Gospel preacher

Dub McClish

Lavone McClish

Andy McClish

TRUE-TO-THE-BOOK BIBLICAL EXEGESIS AND COMMENTARY IN MANUSCRIPTS OF VARIOUS LENGTHS

We believe the materials you will find on scripturecache.com will increase your Bible knowledge, enrich your spiritual perspective, and draw you
nearer to God. From brief articles to much longer manuscripts, you will find Bible-related materials here for the taking. We encourage you to download,
copy, and distribute these documents freely (including using them for study guides or supplemental materials in Bible classes). However, since they are
copyrighted, we kindly request you to pass them on to others at no charge, even as you have received them. We hope you will visit us often, because we
will be continually adding new documents in all of the categories below.
Our Brief Articles...
The brief articles available on this site were for the most part originally written over the years for church bulletins or newspaper articles. They are on a
wide variety of Biblical topics, moral issues, and doctrinal subjects. They continue to be reprinted in numerous church bulletins throughout our nation.
Our Longer Articles...
These articles, considerably longer than the brief essays described above, were, for the most part, written for and have been published in various religious periodicals over the years.
Our Long Manuscripts...
We wrote the extended manuscripts you will find here by assignment to serve as chapters in scores of religious books. These manuscripts were thoroughly
researched and are fully documented.
We wish for you a profitable and enjoyable reading experience.
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The Complete Firm Foundation (1884-2010)
Published in PDF Format
The Firm Foundation Covers
125 Years For ONLY $125.00.

Barry Jones
704 Red Oak Drive
Orange, TX 77632

Also available—Millennial
Harbinger, Christian Baptist, Lard’s Quarterly, & others in unrestricted pdf les.

PDF is portable document format, that can be used by any computer. You can search author, title,
subjects and anything you want. Follow Guy N. Woods through his preaching ministry. Follow Gus
Nichols and his Bible Studies. All the articles, issues, and the controversy are included.
125 years of brotherhood news is available now for $1 per year.
I remember how I really loved to listen to my favorite professors—Terry Hightower, Jackie Stearsman, William Woodson, Dowell Flatt, Earl West, Jack Lewis, and many lectureship speakers—and how
they talked about the old preachers, and the issues that sparked the Restoration Movement in America.
I also remember how painful it was to dig out these jewels of history; how you had to go to a College
library and nd the bound volumes of each journal. Few indexes were available so if you wanted to be
comprehensive in your search, you just had to go page by page. Even though it was time consuming, I
enjoyed all those hours. I tracked controversial issues through the decades going page by page.
Now, we have a way to use the computer to scan all those pages and search what we want to see.
You can sit at the feet of Alexander Campbell, Moses Lard, Barton W. Stone, and John W. McGarvey.
Don’t forget that the Firm Foundation covered 125 years—many generations of great preachers and
Bible Scholars. All the issues are covered as they had to deal with the same troubles we have today. The
schools, the churches, the mission points, and world missions are all chronicled here in the Firm Foundation. This is the paper missionaries reported their news and needs. The FF is really the “who is who” of
the Restoration Movement. Biographical sketches of current and future preachers, teachers and editors
are all here. It is possible that the history of your home congregation is here too!
As I started this project (The Firm Foundation Preservation Project), I had to learn the computer
skills, acquire the right software, and scanners, and then I had to track down all the issues. I travelled
thousands of miles, talked to the helpful and not so helpful, and managed to gather up thousands of loose
issues. You would think that one complete copy would be enough, but no. Many times I would nd a
missing page or issue in a “complete” set and have to go looking again. I even had to use micro lm for
1886-1929 because those who had these issues were not willing to let me scan them. It was an amazing
journey but worth it. You would think that brotherhood librarians would be the best source for information and assistance. Some were extremely helpful… others were indifferent… and still others were
downright mean. Go gure that out.

Order online from AMAZON.COM (type in the search line “Firm Foundation
Preservation Project”), or write me (704 Red Oak Drive, Orange, TX 77632), or
phone 409-670-1675.

The Firm Foundation Covers 125 Years For ONLY $125.00.
Also, you can order the Millennial Harbinger, Christian Baptist, Lard’s Quarterly, and others. All
are unrestricted pdf les. The other titles are $1.00 per year as well. Special thanks to John Prophet and
the Firm Foundation for granting me permission to do this worthy project.
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2013 SPRING CHURCH OF CHRIST CFTF LECTURESHIP

CHRIST—THE GREAT CONTROVERSIALIST
The lectureship was presented from Wednesday, February 20—Sunday, February 24 in the facilities of the Spring Church of
Christ. The congregation is superintended by elders: Kenneth D. Cohn, Buddy Roth, and Jack Stephens. David P. Brown is the
evangelist working full time with the church. He is also the director of the annual lectureship and editor of the book.

Secretary: Sonya West t E-mail: sonyacwest@gmail.com t Of ce Phone: (281) 353-2707
SPRING CHURCH OF CHRIST ~ PO BOX 39 (Mailing address) ~ 1327 SPRING CYPRESS ROAD, SPRING, TX 77383

David P. Brown: Christ—The Great Controversialist
Gary Summers: Christ Confronted Satan
Michael Hatcher: Christ Confronted Religious Traditions
Ken Chumbley: Christ Confronted Error About Truth
Don Tarbet: Christ Confronted Error About Repentance
Gene Hill: Christ Confronted Error About the End of Time
Daniel Denham: Christ Confronted Errors About Miracles
Charles Pogue: Christ Confronted Error About Unity and Fellowship
Lester Kamp: Christ Confronted Error About Himself
Skip Francis: Christ Confronted Error About Materialism and Money
Geoff Litke: Christ Confronted His Disciples’ Errors
Wayne Blake: Christ Confronted Worry
Daniel Denham: Christ Confronted Error About the New Birth
Charles Pogue: Christ Confronted Pride
Danny Douglas: Christ Confronted Error About Worship
Don Tarbet: Christ Confronted Error About Forgiveness
Terry Hightower: Christ Confronted Error About Civil Government
Ken Chumbley: Christ Confronted Error About Love
Rheba Stancliff: Christ Confronted Error About Women
Danny Douglas: Christ Confronted Hypocrisy
John West: Christ Confronted Error about His Kingdom
Bruce Stulting: Christ Confronted Error About Salvation
Lynn Parker: Christ Confronted Error About the Nature of Man
Lester Kamp: Christ Confronted Error About Faith and Knowledge
Gary Summers: Christ Confronted Error About Heaven and Hell
Terry Hightower: Christ Confronted Error About the Father
Michael Hatcher: Christ Confronted Error About the Holy Spirit
Dub McClish: Christ Confronted Error About Marriage, Divorce, and Remarriage

Videos of the lectures are archived at the following web address: www.churchesofchrist.com.
LECTURESHIP BOOK: The book is $17.00 per book plus $4.00 S&H. Book stores and dealers ordering ve or more books
get a 40% discount.
CD OF LECTURESHIPS: A CD of ALL the Spring Church of Christ lectureship books from 1994–2013 is available. This
is in PDF format and is searchable. The price is $50.00 per CD. If you have purchased a CD previously, you can upgrade for
$5.00 to the current CD (1994-2013). We ask that you return your old CD when you purchase the new one.
AUDIO AND VIDEO: Audio and video recordings of the entire lectureship are available in CD (MP3), DVD, and Blu-ray
formats. The cost is: CD set—15.00 plus S&H; DVD (standard de nition) set—$30.00 plus S&H; Blu-ray (high de nition)
set—$40.00 plus S&H. Texas residents must add 7.25 percent tax.
ORDERING: To order the lectureship book, the CD of the lectureship books, or audio/video recordings contact Contending
For The Faith, P. O. Box 2357, Spring, TX 77383-2357, or (281)350-5516, or dpbcftf@gmail.com.
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38th Annual Bellview Lectures

INNOVATIONS
Bible Authority

Daniel Denham

Silence of the Scriptures

Dub McClish

No Eternal Punishment
Dedicating Babies

Danny Douglas

Special Services (Easter, Christmas) Michael Hatcher

Kitchens in the Building?

Logic and the Bible

Modern Translations

Terry Hightower

Direct Operation of the Spirit
Drama Teams/Puppet Ministry
Disaster Relief Organizations
Female Leaders

Johnny Oxendine

Dub McClish

Voting on Elders

Jess Whitlock
Daniel Denham
David Watson

Lee Moses

Special Ministers

Tim Cozad

David P. Brown

The Social Gospel

Lee Moses

Bruce Stulting

Missionary Societies

Ken Chumbley

Ecumenism

Danny Douglas

Children’s Worship/Divided Assembly Bruce Stulting

Praise Teams

Ken Chumbley

Handclapping

Any-Day, Any-Thing Lord’s Supper

David Watson

House Church Concept

Lynn Parker

Fellowship Innovations

Johnny Oxendine

Jess Whitlock

Gymnasiums (“Family Life Centers”)
Mechanical Instruments of Music
Theistic Evolution

Tim Cozad
David P. Brown
Lynn Parker

Bellview Lectures Information
www.bellviewcoc.com
Books

Books-on-CD

The 38th annual 2013 Bellview lectureship book, Innovations, is available for purchase. The book contains 26 chapters
and is a soft-cover book. You will want to purchase a copy and
perhaps additional copies for gifts.

The Bellview lectureship books (1975-1976, 1978, 19882005, 2007-2013) will be available on CD in Adobe PDF.
The price of the CD is $37.50. The CD will also includes the
Defender (1970, 1972-2012), Beacon (1972, 1974-2012), and
other material.

Books
1 book
2 - 5 books
6 - 9 books
10 or more books
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Postage
$3.00 per book
$5.00 per order
$6.00 per order
Pay by Invoice
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Directory of Churches...
-AlabamaHolly 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.

-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.

-EnglandCambridgeshire–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 [By phone inside USA (281) 475-8247; 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

-FloridaOcoee–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 Sau ey 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.

-MontanaHelena–Mountain View Church of Christ, 1400 Joslyn Street, Helena, Mt.
59601, Sun.: 10:00 a.m., 11:00 a.m., 6:00 p.m., Wed. 7:00 p.m., Daniel Coe,
evangelist (406) 475-4686 or Matt Bidmead (406) 461-9199.
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-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:
allenlawson@earth-comm.com.

-South CarolinaBelvedere (Greater Augusta, Georgia Area)–Church of Christ, 535
Clearwater Road, Belvedere, SC 29841,www.belvederechurchofchrist.
org; e-mail belvecoc@gmail.com, (8-3) 442-6388, Sun.: 10:00 a.m., 11:00
a.m., 6:00p.m., Wed. 7:00 p.m., Evangelist: Ken Chumbley (803)279-8663

TexasDenton area–Northpoint Church of Christ, 4224 N. I-35 (Greenway Plaza,
just north of Cracker Barrel). Mailing address: 4224 N. I-35, Denton, TX
76207. E-mail: northpointcoc@hotmail.com. Website: www.northpointcoc.
com. Sunday: 9:30, 10:30, 1:00; Wednesday 7:00. Contact: Dub McClish:
(940) 387-1429; dubmcclish@gmail.com.
Evant–Evant Church of Christ, 310 West Brooks Drive, Evant, TX 76525.
Of ce: (254) 471-5705; Jess Whitlock, evangelist (254) 471-5717.
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., 1:30
p.m., Wed. 7:30 p.m., David P. Brown, evangelist. Home of the Spring
Contending for the Faith Lectures, and the internet school, Truth Bible
Institute. www.churchesofchrist.com.
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.
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.
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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