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Lesson 1: The Foundation for Authority

Introduction:

1. A foundation is the basis upon which something stands. Without a
foundation, the ground upon which one stands will be shaky at best. The
structure will ultimately fall. This was one of the main points of JesusO
teaching about the two men who built their houses, one on the sand, the
other on the rock (Matt. 7:24-27). A house built on the sand will fall.

And, as the psalmist expressed, Oif the foundations are destroyed, what
can the righteous do?0 (Psalm 11:3)

2. When it comes to the subject of authority, there is also a need for a
proper foundation. If we do not understand this foundation, then we will
fail to be what God desires.

3. The purpose in this lesson is to understand first what authority is,
second, the foundation for authority, and third, why the foundation is so
important.

I. Defining Authority
A. Generally, authority is the power to enforce laws, exact
obedience, command, determine, or judge. It also involves one who is
invested with this power, especially a government or government
officials. In this sense, it is power assigned to another; authoriZation.
B. Biblically, authority (from the Greelexousia is OPower
(delegated), authority to do anything; permission, licehSader,
Arndt, and Gingrichgive the following definitions:

1. Freedom of choice, right to act, decide, or dispose of oneOs
property as one wishes.

2. Ability to do something, capability, might, power.

3. Authority, absolute power, warrant.

4. The power exercised by rulers or others in high position by
virtue of their office.

C. Louw and Nidalist several definitions agxousiareflecting the
same ideas as above. For our purposes, we note the following:

1. The right to judge on the basis of having the potential to
evaluate N Oright, freedom of choice, freedom of action, power to
evaluateO (30.122).

2. A state of control over someone or something N OcontrolO
(37.13).

3. The right to control or govern over N Oauthority to rule, right
to control® (37.35).

4. The domain or sphere over which one has authority to control
or rule N QjurisdictionO (37.36).

! American Heritage Dictionary

2 Bullinger, E. W.A Critical Lexicon and Concordance to the English and Greek New
TestamentGrand Rapids, MI: Zondervan. p. 76.

3 Bauer, Walter, Arndt, William, and Wilbur Gingrich.Greek-English Lexicon of the
New Testament and Other Early Christian Literatu@hicago: University of Chicago
Press. pp. 277-278.

4 Louw, Johannes P. and Eugene A. Nida, &dsek-English Lexicon of the New
Testament Based on Semantic Domatffsed. New York: United Bible Societies, 1989.
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5. One who has the authority to rule or govern N Oan authority,
rulerQ (37.38).

C. From these various definitions, there are two main ideas we may
understand about biblical authority.

1. An authority is one who has the right to command and to
expect obedience over those whom he rules. This is the authority one has
based upon the position he occupies.

2. Delegated authority is the power given to others to act. It is
the permission and license granted to one to do something.

D. In these lessons, authority will be used in both senses.

1. When referring to God as the Authority, we mean that He has
the right to command and expect obedience from us.

2. When referring to the authority given to us, we mean the
permission from God to act in a certain manner, or the right to engage in
certain activities.

I1. The Foundation for Authority

A. God is the foundation for authority. This is so because He is the
Creator and Author of all. The first verse in the Bible lays the foundation
for everything (Gen. 1:1). We are told that God created all things, and He
is the giver of all things (cf. Acts 17:24, 25; Jas. 1:17).

B. Since God is the Creator and giver of life and all things, He
inherently possesses all authority and power by virtue of His position as
Creator. Since He is Creator, He has the right to tell us what to do and
expect us to obey Him. Man has no right to question Him or ignore His
authority. (Psalm 89:5-18; 113:5; Dan. 4:34-37; Rom. 9:21).

C. Jesus Christ is also in this foundation. Jesus possesses inherent
authority because He Himself is God (John 1:1, 14). He assumed a
position of humility and submission to the Father. He is always God, yet,
while on earth, took on the role of a servant (Phil. 2:5-8). Then, after His
humiliation, God exalted Him once again (Phil. 2:9-11).

1. Jesus has all authority: OAIl authority has been given to Me in
heaven and on earthO (Matt. 28:18; cf. also Acts 2:30-36; Eph. 1:20-21,
Col. 1:15-18, Heb. 1:3).

2. Because He has all authority, then His word is the final
standard and judge (John 12:48). Further, Jesus delegated authority to the
apostles and prophets of the first century to deliver all truth (John 16:13).
We now have the Bible as the final product and source for our authority.
This brings us to our next point.

D. The Bible is a vital part of the foundation for authority. Why?

1. First, it is inspired by God. Inspiration is a key issue in
understanding the Bible itself, and in how we accept the teachings of the
Bible (1 Thess. 2:13). Inspiration means OGod-breathedO (2 Tim. 3:16).
The Bible is not merely the product of men, but is the ultimate product of
God. He is the Author. Therefore, the Bible possesses the authority of the
One who authored it. It is His word (2 Pet. 1:20-21; 1 Cor. 2:13).

2. Second, the Bible is an objective standard. The Bible, being
GodOs word, is the objective standard to which we must submit. By
Oobjective,O we mean Ouninfluenced by emotions or personal
prejudices.O Too many have a subjective hermeneutic, meaning that they
interpret Scripture the way their emotions dictate. If they want to engage
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in certain activities, then they will find a way to justify themselves in the
Scriptures. However, since the Scriptures are objective (outside of
ourselves), we need to let God tell us what He wants and leave it at that.

3. So our foundation for authority includes God the Father, Jesus
Christ, and the Spirit-inspired Word. This means, then, that our source
for authority is not our own emotional desires, what we want, or what we
decide is good. Only the Scriptures provide for Oevery good workO (2
Tim. 3:17). Man is not capable of providing for himself a proper source
of authority (Prov. 14:12; Jer. 10:23). Further, our authority is not what
others have said, whether through commentaries, papers, or in sermons.
Man is not infallible. Nor is it what we have Oalways done.O Just because
something has been practiced historically does not make it right.

4, Because it is the word of the Eternal Author of all, the Bible is
our final standard and source for authority. Only the Bible can fill this
need. Thus, we must appeal to the Bible and let it determine our course
of action, for it is necessary to have authority from Scripture in all
religious matters (Prov. 30:5-6; Gal. 1:6-9; 1 Cor. 4:6; 1 Pet. 4:11; Jude
3).

III. The Importance of The Foundation

A. As earlier noted, without a foundation, the structure will collapse
(Psa. 11:3; Matt. 7:24-27).

B. Too often we are engaged in activities, or we oppose engaging in
activities, without knowing why. Perhaps we were just taught it and
never questioned it. Perhaps we never fully investigated matters for
ourselves. We know the Owhats,O but not the Owhys.O This is very
dangerous, as there is no foundation for the positions we take. We cannot
stand long on such a flimsy structure.

C. Without a sure foundation, it becomes easy to fight over various
opinions. If we do not know why we do what we do, or why we donOt do
certain things, then we are merely expressing our opinions when we state
our Oconvictions.O Likewise, if those with whom we talk do not know
why they do or donOt do certain things, they are expressing their opinions
about those matters. Thus, discussions about right and wrong often take
the form of arguments about opinions because neither side can argue
from much of a foundation. We need to be able to open the Scriptures to
show why we do what we do. In this way, we can show that we are not
defending an arbitrary law or opinion, but rather the law and judgment of
the One who has the final say in all matters.

D. Since God is over all, then we must trust His word. The Bible is
GodOs revealed word. It is therefore relevant and powerful (Heb. 4:12).
Further, since Jesus Christ is Lord (ruler, owner, King), then we must
submit to His authority (Matt. 7:21-23; Luke 6:46). Having this as our
foundation, with God as the Authority, is the only way we can be sure we
are doing right. When this is the case, we can know that God has given
authority to us when He has revealed, in His word, what His will is.

Conclusion:

Authority is built on the foundation of God, who is the Author and
Creator of all. Because of His position, He has the right to command and
expect obedience. When we rely upon His inspired word, then we know
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that we are acting upon the authority granted to us by Him. We must
learn to respect Him and His will for us.

Doy Moyer; Dec., 1995; revised Nov. 1997; March 2001

Questions for Lesson 1

1.

10.

Why is a foundation so important to any structure?

Define the various aspects of Oauthority.O

What are the two main ideas we may derive from the definitions?

How does the term OpermissionO describe one sense of authority?

Why do we say that God has inherent authority?

Why does Jesus have authority?

Why should we pay more attention to the Bible than to other works?

How is the Bible an objective standard of faith and practice?

What things are not sources of authority? Why or why not? Can you
think of other things fitting this category not mentioned in the
outline?

How might we become guilty of fighting over opinions? What is our
goal?
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Lesson 2: The Need for Authority

Introduction:

1. If the Scriptures really are inspired of God, then they are infallible,
inerrant, and authoritative (2 Tim. 3:16-17). Man alone is incapable of
being a trustworthy source of authority for others. Only the Bible, as
GodOs objective and final Standard, can fill the need as a source of faith
and authority (Jer. 10:23; Prov. 14:12; Rom. 10:17; Jude 3; 1 Pet. 4:11).

2. God, as Creator, has the right to tell us what to do and how to
think. Man has no right to ignore this. We are under GodOs authority. He
is our foundation for authority (Gen. 1:1). Jesus Christ, as the Creator
Himself, is in a position of full authority over us, and we must submit to
His will (Matt. 28:18; Col. 1:15-18; Luke 6:46; John 12:48).

3. Our purpose in this lesson is to understand the need to have
authority in religious matters. This will be demonstrated by appealing to
examples in both the Old and New Testaments.

I. The Need for Authority In Religion
A. The need for authority is first seen in virtually every area of life.
For example, we see this need in:

1. GovernmentAnarchy results without people in charge. Lack
of respect for authority in government wreaks havoc on society. This was
a problem of the Israelites (Judges 17:6; 21:25); and it is a problem today
when there is no one in charge.

2.0n the job What would happen without a Oboss,O someone to
organize and delegate responsibilities? There would be no order or
organization; and no effective work would get done. Such a business
would not last long.

3.In the homeThis is becoming more of a problem for society,
as the headship of man is being rejected by feminist ideology; and we see
what is happening. The man is not to be a tyrant, but someone needs to
be in charge overall, and God has given this responsibility to the husband
(cf. Eph. 5:22-33).

4. In school Imagine what school would be like without a
teacher or someone in charge. While many children would OlikeO this
arrangement, it would be a practical disaster.

5. In the churchJust as there needs to be authority in other areas
of life, so there must be authority in the body of Christ. Jesus is the head
(Col. 1:18); and He has the say as to how things are done among His
people. Though there is no organization given on a universal scale; He
has provided for local churches to have elders who have the ability to
OruleO and OshepherdO the group (1 Pet. 5:1-4; Heb. 13:17).

B. Authority is necessary in religious matters. There are several
reasons for this:

1. The nature of God demandsAis sovereign Creator, He has
this inherent right (Gen. 1:1; Eccl. 3:14; Heb. 4:13). He is a God who by
nature possesses authority.

2. The nature of mankind requires authoriban cannot provide
it for himself (Jer. 10:23; Prov. 14:12). Attempts at this lead to
destruction. By himself, man is a sinner and in need of salvation and
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redemption. Man is accountable to God, so he needs some standard of
authority by which he can be guided and governed. The Bible fills this
need (Rom. 10:17; Psalm 119:105).

3. Reconciliation to God is impossible without authorijn has
separated us from God, and the only way that we can be brought back
into a right relationship with Him is if He makes provisions for this
Himself. Knowledge of these provisions must be made known through a
medium that is understandable. GodOs grace makes this known through
the Bible; and the Bible is authoritative.

4. A standard of right and wrong is essentilithout a
standard, no one can know the difference between right and wrong, good
and bad, etc. Truth and error must be distinguished so that people can
know and discern right from wrong.

5. Itis impossible to be please God without a knowledge of His
will; the Bible reveals this to ud Cor. 2:10-13; Rom. 10:1-3). The need
for authority is filled by GodOs revelation of His will to us.

I1. This Need for Authority Is Illustrated In the Old Testament.

Several examples in the Old Testament show us that mankind needs to
follow the authority of God. Consider the following illustrations of this
need:

A. Adam and EvéGen. 3:1-6). Their problem was a failure to
submit to authority. They listened to the lie that they did not need to
submit to GodOs authority. They could decide for themselves what was
right and wrong. They didnOt need God telling them what to do. This is
the humanistic lie, and is still prominent today. It undermines the
authority of God.

B. Cain and Abe(Gen. 4). AbelOs sacrifice was accepted because he
acted by faith. This means he listened to God and did just what God said,
since faith comes by hearing GodOs word (Heb. 11:4; Rom. 10:17).
CainOs sacrifice was refused because he did not act by faith. He acted
presumptuously and substituted his own will for GodOs.

C.Nadab and AbihgLev. 10:1-3). They offered up Ostrange fireO
which the Lord Ohad not commanded them.O When we do what God has
not commanded, we violate an important principle of authority. This
principle will be dealt with in more detail later, but we need to remember
it. We cannot add to or delete from GodOs commands. Because of their
insolence against GodOs authority, they were punished with death.

D. KorahOs rebellioNum. 16). Korah questioned GodOs authority
and presumed that he and others could also serve as priests, even though
they were not told they could. They rebelled against GodOs appointed
leader, Moses, and incurred the wrath of God. This would have been
unnecessary had he listened to God in the first place (wv. 3, 9).

E. The New Car{l Chron. 13:1-12; 15:12-15). God specified that
the Ark of the Covenant was to be carried by the Levites. But they tried
to move it by using a new cart. They thought their own way was
superior, more expedient perhaps. Note that they had good intentions.
Uzzah had good intentions in trying to keep the ark from falling, but he
still disobeyed God. In their actions they Odid not seek Him according to
the ordinanceO (15:13). They failed to consult God on the matter. They
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presumed their way would be fine and they violated the principles of
authority.

F.King Uzziah entering the temp(2 Chron. 26:16-20). Burning
incense was a good work, ordained by God. However, it was specifically
given to the priests to do. Uzziah tried to enter the temple to burn incense
himself. He sinned because of his pride. He was told, Oit is not for you,
Uzziah...O (vs. 18). Keep this in mind. Uzziah was acting upon his own
religious authority, which he was not entitled to, even as king. This
demonstrates the fact that God desires for certain things to be done in
certain ways. We need to learn to be content to do what God wahés
way He wants it done.

G. Many more examples from the Old Testament could be cited,
such as Noah (Gen. 6), Moses (Num. 20:1-13), and Saul (1 Sam. 15).
Perhaps you can think of more. Take the time to look these up and study
how they acted in violation of GodOs authority. This will help impress us
with the need to abide within the word of God. By way of these
illustrations, we are shown the need to do what God says and stop with
that (cf. Deut. 4:1-6; Prov. 30:6).

II1. This Need for Authority Is Illustrated In the New Testament

A. The New Testament likewise illustrates the need to abide by the
authority of God. The Pharisees questioned Jesus in Matthew 21:23-27:
OBy what authority are You doing these things, and who gave You this
authority?0

1. The question recognizes two things: first, that there is a need
to have authority for the things that are done; and second, the authority
must come from One who has the power to grant it. If it is from one who
doesnOt have such power, it is useless.

2. Jesus responded by pointing out that there are only two
possible sources of authorityeaven(i.e., God) ormen Now the only
way that one can know whether or not something comes from God is by
looking into His will. If it cannot be found in His will, then it authored
by men. There are no other choices. If we want to please God, then we
need to make sure that what we do is authored by God.

B. Jesus taught strictly on the subject of authority. Note what He said
in Matthew 7:21-23: ONot everyone who says to Me, OLord, Lord,O will
enter the kingdom of heaven; but he who does the will of My Father who
is in heaven. Many will say to Me on that day, OLord, Lord, did we not
prophesy in Your name, and in Your name cast out demons, and in Your
name perform many miracles?0 And then | will declare to them, Ol never
knew you; depart from Me, you who practice lawlessness.00

1. OLawlessnessO is behavior without regard for what GodOs law
says. It is acting against the authority of God.

2. Even though JesusO name is attached to something, if it is
without GodOs approval, it is wrong (Luke 6:46). To enter the kingdom
of heaven, we must do the will of God.

C. Many other passages demonstrate this need (John 8:31-32; 1 Cor.
4:6; Phil. 3:16; Eph. 6:1-6; Col. 3:17; 2 Thess. 2:7; Heb. 5:9; 1 Pet. 4:11;
2 John 9-11; Rev. 22:18-19). Take time to read and study these. The New
Testament clearly shows that God will not tolerate men substituting their
will for His. We must abide in His word.
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D. Some deny that we need authority. In such a denial, there are only
two things they can appeal to as sources of authority. They will either
look to themselves as authority, or they will look to others as authority.
Either way, they have entered a path leading to judgment, for they have
then rejected the authority of God (Prov. 14:12; Matt. 15:9; Col. 2:20-
22). This is why we must continue to plead for Obook, chapter, and
verseO teaching (cf. Isa. 8:20; 1 Pet. 4:11). Failure to recognize and
submit to the authority of God will result in condemnation (Matt. 7:21-

23; 2 John 9-11).

Conclusion:

Good intentions do not make a wrong action right. We must consult
God and His word about the proper ways in which we are to serve Him.
Presumption and pride result in a rejection of the authority that God
possesses. We must respect His authority by humble submission to His
will as recorded in the Scriptures. This need is demonstrated throughout
Scripture.

Doy Moyer; Dec. 1995; revised Nov. 1997; March 2001
Questions for Lesson 2

1. If the Bible really is GodOs word, what does that imply about the
authority it possesses?

2. What happens when authority is not respected in various avenues of
life (such as home, government, etc.)?

3. Why is authority necessary in religious matters? In the church?

4. How does GodOs nature demand authority? How does manOs nature
demand it?

5. Why is authority necessary for reconciliation with God?

6. How does the Bible demonstrate the need for authority?

7. What are the two sources of authority? Which is valid and why?

(o]

. Why arenOt good intentions and sincerity enough to please God?
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Lesson 3: How God Authorizes

Introduction:

1. As studied, God is our foundation for authority. Since He is
Creator, He has the right to tell us what to do and how to think. Jesus
Christ, God Himself, is our head (Col. 1:18). He has all authority (Matt.
28:18). We must therefore listen to Him. The Bible is the word of God. It
is the written source for our faith and authority (Rom. 10:17). What the
Bible teaches is what Jesus teaches; and we will be judged by it (John
12:48). We must abide within the word in order to please God (John
8:31-32). In order for us to act according to the LordOs authority, we
must find permission to act from GodOs word.

2. The Scriptures teach in different ways. Not everything is a direct
statement. God teaches through principles and specific statements. In this
lesson, we will consider three avenues in which God teaches us what He
demands of us and what is permissible for us to do:

a. direct statements, including commands and allowances;

b. approved examples: actions by early Christians which
demonstrate the approval and authority of God,

C. necessary conclusions: inferences which we must draw from
the implications in the Scriptures. Conclusions may be
drawn from specific statements or principles.

3. We should realize that these methods of teaching are typical of
virtually all communication and authority. Some say that these are
fabricated methods; but we ask, if you want to communicate your will to
someone else, how will you do iYou will either tell the other person
what you want, you will show them what you want, or you will imply
what you want and expect the other to draw some concludibese are
things we do every day as parents, workers, employers, and in virtually
all avenues of life. All we are doing here is recognizing, in a logical and
reasonable way, that God communicates His will to us in the same way
that we communicate our will to others.

I. Authority from Direct Statements

A. God authorizes through direct statements. This is the most
obvious form of authority, for if God directly states or commands
something, we know we have authority (permission) to do it.

1. For example, we teach repentance and baptism because God
has directly told us that this is what He wants. He authored it (Matt.
28:18-20; Acts 2:38; 3:19; 22:16; Rom. 6:3-4, etc).

2. We know that disciples are to partake of the LordOs Supper
because Jesus directly stated His will (Matt. 26:26-29; Luke 22:19; 1
Cor. 11:23-28).

3. God wants Christians to assemble together (Heb. 10:25).

4. We know, by direct statement, that singing is authorized (Eph.
5:19; Col. 3:16).

5. Preachers may receive financial support to preach, as God has
revealed (1 Cor. 9:14).
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6. These things, and many more, are made known by direct
statements. Therefore, when we practice them, we know that we are
within the authority of God.

B. Direct statements may take one of two forms.

1. They may take on the form of a direct command (e.g., Acts
2:38; 17:30). When a direct command is given, we have no choice in the
matter. We either do it or reject the will of God.

2. But direct statements may also take on the form of statements
that permit certain things but do not command them. For example, Paul,
by inspiration, gave instructions on marriage, which included the point
that one does not have to marry. God permits marriage, but He also
permits one to remain unmarried (1 Cor. 7:6-9, 26-28). There are certain
foods that one may choose to eat or not eat (1 Tim. 4:4-5; cf. Rom. 14).
These things are permitted, but not commanded. We need to learn to
distinguish between the commands and that which is simply permitted. It
is generally obvious by the context as to which God intends.

I1. Authority from Approved Examples

A. By direct statement we are told to consider the example of the
apostles (Phil. 3:17; 4:9). If the apostles were acting upon the authority
of God, then what they do by the approval of God is significant. They
spoke by GodOs authority, and we are told to listen to them as we would
Christ. (John 13:20; John 16:13; Gal. 4:14; 1 Cor. 14:37). This did not
permit them to do anything they wanted to do (e.g., Gal. 2:11ff); they
were still bound by what God revealed to them (Matt. 16:19; 18:18).
When they acted with GodOs approval, their actions are important.

B. Approved examples simpilustrate authority. They show
actions that are already permitted by God. We may not have the direct
statement recorded, but when an action was done with GodOs approval
(e.g., through the apostles), then God had already authorized it. Thus,
when we imitate an approved example, we know we are acting upon
GodOs authority.

C. The New Testament illustrates authority through examples in
several areas.

1. Disciples met on the first day of the week to partake of the
LordOs supper (Acts 20:7). This was done with the approval of God,
illustrating that this day is authorized for this activity. We have no other
days shown to be authorized for it.

2. Disciples sent benevolent help to needy saints (Acts 11:29-30,
etc.). We know we can do this, also, because God has shown this to us.

3. The example of Paul in his preaching work serves to illustrate
authority as well. He received support from other congregations to
preach the gospel (2 Cor. 11:8). He received support from one
congregation (Phil. 4:15). He labored to support himself while preaching
among the Ephesians (Acts 20:34). And he stayed for extended periods at
different places: Ephesus for three years (Acts 20:31); Corinth for a year
and a half (Acts 18:11). When we practice these things, we are doing so
by the authority of God, as illustrated by these examples.

D. Some give a list of things for when examples are Obinding.O | like
to think of examples as Oloosing;O that is, they illustrate our freedom to
do what the Christians did in the first century. For example, we are free

10
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to come together on the first day of the week to partake of the LordOs
supper (Acts 20:7). Lack of information concerning any other day,
whether through commands, examples, or inferences, limits us to the first
day of the week. Information from commands and inferences show our
need to meet every first day. This point should become clearer when we
study about the silence of God and whether or not GodOs silence
authorizes us to act. The point is that the example looses us to practice
this, as we know that it pleases God because it is illustrated in the Bible.

II1. Authority from Necessary Conclusions

A. The Scriptures imply the necessity of certain activities. We infer
from these that we are permitted to act. A necessary conclusion is a
conclusion that must be drawn from the information given. There is
really no other way to conclude from the implications found in a
particular text. However, this is the most dangerous area, for we must be
careful that the conclusions we reach from the given information are
valid and necessary. Otherwise, we are on shaky ground. If we want to
do something enough, we may try to infer from the Bible in such a way
that is unnecessary and harmful.

B. Consider a few examples of necessary conclusions.

1. In Matthew 3:16, we are told that Jesus, after being baptized,
Owent up out of the water.O May we infer from this that Jesus went down
into the water? The only way He could come up from the water is if He
went down into it. No other conclusion can be reached.

2. In Hebrews 10:25, we are told to assemble together, but we
are never told where. A place to meet is implied in the command. The
process of determining where to meet will be considered later, for this is
where the questions of judgment and expediency are important. The
point is, it is a necessary conclusion that in order to assemble together,
we must have a place to meet.

3. Acts 10 furnishes us with a good example of the use of
necessary conclusions. Peter had a vision in which he was told to kill and
eat animals that were unclean to him (vv. 9-16). After this, he was told
by the Spirit to go with some Gentiles who had come for him (vv. 19-
23). He went with them to see Cornelius, whose desire was to hear the
word of God. Peter drew a conclusion from all of the information he had
received: OGod has shown me that | should not call any many unholy or
uncleanO (vs. 28). God did not directly tell Peter this, but He showed
Peter through the vision. Why did Peter infer it? This was the only
logical conclusion (cf. also Acts 11:1-18; 15:8-9).

4. Hebrews 7:4-10 also furnishes an example of a necessary
conclusion. How may we infer that Melchizedek was greater than
Abraham? It is not directly stated, but the information given would lead
us to no other conclusion.

5. This is how necessary conclusions work. We gather the
information and draw the conclusions that are necessary. When these
conclusions are properly drawn, then we can know that our actions based
upon them are authorized by God.
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IV. Putting It All Together

A. A good illustration of understanding authority is in Acts 15. The
context surrounds a discussion about Jew and Gentile relations. Should
the Gentiles be circumcised and keep the law in order to be saved? The
final conclusion is Ono.O In order to show this, GodOs authority was
appealed to in various ways:

1. Peter demonstrated that God considered the Gentiles to be
acceptable recipients of the gospel. He argued that the giving of the Holy
Spirit to the Gentiles was proof they could be saved just as the Jews (cf.
Acts 10:44-48; 15:7-9). No other conclusion could be reached.

2. Paul and Barnabas demonstrated that God worked among the
Gentiles so that they would believe. By the working the miracles, God
demonstrated His desire to have the Gentiles believe (vs. 12).

3. By an appeal to a direct statement, James showed that God
would welcome the Gentiles. He quoted from the prophets (vv. 13-18),
giving incontrovertible proof of GodOs authority to welcome the Gentiles.

4. Acts 15 also gives precedent regarding the silence of God (vs.
24), which we will consider later.

B. Application to the LordOs supper. We can see this process at work
in GodOs authority for the LordOs Supper:

1. By direct statement, we are told to partake. We are also given
the elements of the bread and fruit of the vine (Matt. 26:26-28; 1 Cor.
11:24-26). Our only options are to obey or disobey.

2. By approved example, we are shown when the disciples
gathered for this purpose: the first day of the week (Acts 20:7). Once
again, we have no other information regarding the day on which disciples
met to do this; therefore, if we want to make sure we are following God,
we will not presume to do it on another day. Tihee of day is nowhere
given, so we have choice as to the hour we partake.

3. By necessary inference, we learn two things:

a. The bread is unleavened. This is what the Lord used when
He gave instructions concerning the supper. We know this because it was
the Passover, and instructions were given in the O.T. about the bread.

b. The frequency of partaking of the suppexsryfirst day.
We know they met on the first day for this purpose. They assembled and
partook of the supper regularly (Acts 2:42; 1 Cor. 11:26). Since the first
day of the week is GodOs approved time for this, and no other
instructions are given pertaining to any other day, then we must conclude
that God desires for us to do it every first day of the week. Compare the
command, ORemember the Sabbath.O Did God have to say Oevery
SabbathOQ? Or did they not understand that when He gave the command,
He meant that every time the Sabbath came they were to keep it holy? By
the same process, we can know the frequency of the LordOs supper.

Conclusion:

Again, these are typical of virtually any communication and
instructions we make in daily conversation. We see these things applied
throughout Scripture, and we therefore know it is what God desires.

Doy Moyer; Dec., 1995; revised March 2001
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Questions for Lesson 3

1.

10.

How do you express your desires to someone? How has God
expressed His desires to us? How do we know these ways of
communicating authority are valid?

Give some examples of direct statements that are not in the outline.

How do we tell the difference between approved and disapproved
examples? Can you give some examples of both?

Why would we say that exampliisistrate authority?

Why are examples important when it comes to authority?

What is a Onecessary inferenceO? Is this valid? How do the Scriptures
imply?

What danger is involved in Oinferring authorityO? How can we avoid
this danger?

Can you give some examples of necessary inferences in the Bible
that are not in the outline?

Before studying the silence of Scripture, we ask what your thoughts
are on the concept of Osilence.O If the Scriptures are silent about a
particular activity, does that free us up to do it? Does silence
authorize at all? Start thinking of some scriptural principles involved
here.

Do you have any other thoughts or questions regarding the nature of
authority and how God has communicated His will to us?

13
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Lesson 4: The Silence of Scripture

Introduction:

1. The foundation for authority is God as Creator, Jesus Christ as
King and Head, and the Scriptures as the word of God (lesson 1).

2. The need for authority is seen in both Testaments. Man is not
capable of being his own authority (lesson 2).

3. God authorizes action in Scripture by means of ordinary modes of
communication: direct statements, approved examples, and necessary
conclusions (lesson 3).

4. In this lesson we will consider the silence of Scripture. In other
words, what are our options when God is silent about something? When
God is silent about a matter, does this authorize us to act as we desire?
Are we required to have positive authority from Scripture?

I. The Silence Of God.
A. Does silence authorize? Do we have permission or authority to act
when God has said nothing?

1. Many have the attitude, OIf God has not specifically
condemned something, then we have authority to do it.O This is apparent
on issues like instrumental music in worship. Is this right?

2. There are two basic approaches to silence: a) we can do
anything not specifically forbidden, or b) we cannot do something that is
not authorized in the Scriptures by direct statements, examples, or
necessary conclusions. Which approach is correct?

3. There is a basic principle stated in 1 Peter 4:11: OWhoever
speaks is to do so as one who is speaking the utterances of GodEOQ
Which of the above approaches fits with this principle?

B. Basic principle of Scripture and common sei@kence does not
authorize

1. Is it possible to quote an OauthorityO on something that he
never said or wrote? If it has not been Oauthored,O then on what grounds
may we say that it is authorized? For example, we cannot quote Jesus on
baptizing babies because He never said anything about it. We cannot
qguote God on sprinkling instead of immersion; He never said anything
about it. To say that the Bible authorizes either of these is to say what
God does not. He is silent on these matters, and therefore has not
authorized them. We can illustrate this with a father telling his son to go
to the store and buy bread, milk, and nothing else. Did the fact that he did
not mention anything about chocolate mean that the son is authorized to
buy it? The fact is, God has told us what He wants, and then told us not
to add to it or go beyond what is written (cf. 1 Cor. 4:6).

2. God authorizes by what He says. Note this principle stated in
Deut. 29:29. There are only two categories to consider in this light: a)
There are thingaot revealed; b) There are things that revealed. Our
business is with the matters tlaaé revealed; God tells us to keep away
from those things that are not revealed, as this can only lead to
speculation. Read 1 Pet. 4:11 again. Remember that the only way we can
know the mind of God is if He has revealed it to us (1 Cor. 2:10-13). If
He has not revealed it, then we cannot say that it is pleasing to Him.
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3. There are only two possible reasons why something has been

left out of the Bible:
a.lt was intentionally left outin other words, God meant to
leave certain things out. If this is true, then dare we try to put it in and
then attribute it to God? How do you feel when someone attributes
something to you that you did not say or positively endorse? (Prov. 30:6)
b. It was inadvertently left ouT his would mean God

intended to include it but somehow failed to put it in. Is this a real
alternative for those who believe in God? It would suggest that God did
not know what He was doing, or that He was incompetent. This is not an
option for believers.

4. Faith comes by hearing the word of God (Rom. 10:17). If we
did not hear something from GodOs word, then it cannot be done by faith
(as properly understood in the Bible). If it cannot be done by faith, then it
cannot be pleasing to God. If this happens, we are guilty of seeking to
establish our own righteousness and failing to submit to the
righteousness of God as revealed in His word (cf. Heb. 11:6; Rom. 1:16-
17; 10:1-3). We cannot properly OspeakO if we have not believed
according to what is written (2 Cor. 4:13). Again, the only way we can
know that we are pleasing God and conforming to His mind is if it is
revealed to us in the Scriptures; and we can thereby act by faith. We need
to hear God speak in the Scriptures before we speak or act; silence does
not authorize.

I1. The Problem with Appealing to Silence. There are several examples
in the Bible to show us that God does not approve of our acting based
upon His silence. A consideration of some of these should help us
understand how important this is.

A. Leviticus 10:1-3. Nadab and Abihu Ooffered strange fire before
the Lord, which He had not commanded them. God gave no positive
command regarding this; they were guilty of presumption, and God
punished them for it. Could they have rightly argued, Obut God didnOt say
not toO? If God did not give positive authority, that should be enough to
keep us from doing something (e.g., instrumental music in worship).

B. Hebrews 1:5. OFor to which of the angels did He ever say, OYou
are My Son...0?0 Would the fact that God did not say this to an angel
give an angel a right to make the claim?

C. Hebrews 7:14. Judah is said to be a Otribe with reference to which
Moses spoke nothing concerning priests.O Moses didnOt explicitly say
that those from Judah coutdt be priests. Did this give authority for one
from Judah to become one? OBut God didnOt say not to...O The fact is that
God specified the tribe from which priests were to come (Levites). This
ruled out those from any other tribe, and it was presumption for one to
take such a position. Remember Uzziah (2 Chron. 26:16-20).

D. Acts 15:24. The issue of circumcision was troubling the early
church because some Jews were teaching it was necessary for Gentiles to
be circumcised. The response by the apostles included, OSince we have
heard that some of our number to whom we gave no instruction have
disturbed you with their words, unsettling your souls...O The NIV reads,
Osome went out from us without our authorization.O This catches the
sense. They were teaching something which had not been commanded,
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and it was causing problems. If we have not been given instructions
about something (i.e., silence), then we have no authority to teach it.
Those who teach without authority will OunsettleO souls.

E. These and other Scriptures show the danger of going further than
what GodOs word teaches. We must be content to remain within what is
written (John 8:31; 12:48; 1 Cor. 4:6; 2 John 9).

III. Putting it all Together.

A. Without any statements, examples, or implications, the Scriptures
are silent and we are not permitted to act. We need to have positive
authority in the Scriptures for us to act with confidence that we are doing
what God permits and desires.

B. Approved examples illustrate existing authority. They
demonstrate that, since authority exists, we are free to do what disciples
in the first century did. When such an example exists (e.g., Acts 20:7),
God is not silent about that matter. He is showing us what we may do
with His approval, not just by stating it, but by illustrating it.

C. Necessary conclusions also indicate that God is not silent
regarding that matter. For example, though God did not specify a place to
meet, He is not totally silent regarding a place to meet by virtue of the
fact that He commanded us to assemble, which necessitates a place. The
diversity of examples showing the disciples meeting in various places
demonstrates that we have authorized choices (cf. also John 4:21-24).
We will cover the concept of authorized choices later.

D. This should become clearer as we study the nature of authority
with regards to general and specific commands, and also expediencies or
authorized judgments. All of these elements work together to give us a
complete picture of what God requires and allows.

Conclusion:

It is important to understand the basic principle that silence does not
authorize anything. God has told us what He wants, and He also told us
not to go beyond what is written. Therefore, if He is silent about a
matter, then He intended it to be that way and we dare not put it in.
Appealing to GodOs silence is speculative, presumptuous, and
destructive. Let us therefore be careful how we approach God.

Doy Moyer; Dec. 1995; revised March 2001
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Questions for Lesson 4

1.

10.

Why would we say that silence does not authorize anything?

What is the basic attitude we should have toward silence? Support
your answer with Scripture.

If an author has not said something on a particular matter, is it fair or
right to attribute a position to him? Why or why not?

If God does not authorize through silence, then how does He
authorize?

Read Deut. 29:29. What is the point of this passage? What is the
warning that you can take from this?

How does faith come? Does this have any implications in our
discussion about silence?

What are some biblical examples that show the danger of violating
GodOs silence? Can you think of any other examples in the Bible not
listed in the outline?

How would you respond to an argument (e.g., in favor of _
instrumental music in worship) that says, OBut God didnOt say not
toO? Is it a valid argument? Why or why not?

How does the silence of Scripture coincide with our earlier studies
concerning how God communicates His authority? If we must infer
something not specifically stated (such as a place to meet), are we
violating GodOs silence? Why or why not?

Has your understanding of authority changed at all since the study
began? If so, how? Can you give a concise statement as to how God
authorizes, and how He does not authorize?
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Lesson 5: Authority and Expediency

Introduction:

1. God communicates His will and authorizes in the same ways all
communication of oneOs will takes place: direct statements, examples
(illustrated authority), and necessary conclusions. If God is silent on
something (e.g., He does not explicitly condemn an activity), this does
not give authority to act. Remember the principle of Deut. 29:29.

2. There are still questions regarding specific actions. By what
authority may we have a building? Song books? Lights? If the Bible has
not specifically mentioned these things, does that mean the Scriptures are
silent about them? This brings us to the issue of general and specific
authority. Lack of a specific mention of something does not necessarily
equate to lack of authority. In this lesson, we will consider specific and
general authority, along with expediency and authorized judgment.

I. General And Specific Authority.
A. Authority may fall into two categories: general or specific.

1. General means not specialized or restricted, not detailed or
precise, diversified. It includes everything in a given class, kind, or order
under consideration, even though it is not precisely stated. This would
include the means and ways of obeying a given command. All
communication works this way (e.g., if | tell you | want something to
write with, then it is implied that a pen or pencil would do).

2. Specific means that it is precisely specified, formulated,
restricted, or explicit. If something is specific, then it excludes
everything except that which is precisely stated or revealed. Again, this
is the nature of authority in any realm (e.g., if | tell you | want a red ink
pen, this excludes every other color or type of writing instrument).

B. lllustrations of generic and specified authority:

1. God commanded Noah to build an ark (Gen. 6:14). The
generic material is wood. If God had not specified the kind of wood to
use, then Noah would have been free to make a choice (oak, pine, poplar,
etc.). But when God specified Ogopher wood,O He limited NoahOs choice.

2. Under the law of purification, God said that the sacrifice was
to be made with a red heifer, without blemish (Num. 19:2). Had God just
said the generic, Oanimal,O they would have had a choice. But when He
specified the red heifer, they had no authorized choice.

3. In the New Testament, God tells us to sing (Eph. 5:19). Had
He just said, Omake music,0 we would have choice as to what kind of
music. But since He said, Osing,O our choice is limited.

Commanded General Specific
¥ Ark ¥ Wood ¥  Gopher
¥ Purification ¥ Animd ¥ Red Heifer
¥ Prase ¥ Music ¥ 9ng

C. The nature of Ogeneral and specificO matters.
1. If something is specifically stated, then no choice is given but
to either obey or disobey. God already made the choice. Specific
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commands exclude additions. That is the nature of a specific order, or
else the specified matter is meaningless.

Specific Commands Excludes Additions
¥ Ark ¥ Rowboat, Canoe
¥  Gopher Wood ¥  Oak, Rine, Poplar
¥  Passover Lamb ¥  Heifer, g, Horse
¥ Immersion ¥ Sorinkling, Pouring
¥ 9ng ¥ Pa

2. If a command is general, then choice is inherent. That is the
nature of general authority.

a. Choice is authorized when something is necessary to carry
out a command, but is not specifically revealed. For example, a place to
meet is necessarily involved in the command to assemble (Heb. 10:25).
Since God has not specified a place to meet, we have a choice to make.
Which place we will choose involves the question of expediency (i.e.,
what is the best thing to do given our particular circumstances?).

b. Choice is authorized when several things are revealed, and
one may be chosen to the exclusion of the other. For example, the
command to Ogo preachO authorizes the various methods of Ogoing.O
Disciples walked, rode, sailed, etc., which shows that God did not
specify the mode of travel. They could choose one over the other. We
may choose our method of OgoingO and still be following GodOs will. If
we Ofly,0 we are still OgoingO and are within GodOs authority. The
general nature of the command authorizes any lawful means of going.

3. Within a given command, there are often both general and
specific elements. Noah was limited to building an ark out of gopher
wood (specific), but he apparently had choice as to how exactly he would
make it (the tools, etc.). We are directed to partake of the LordOs supper
on the first day of the week, but the time that we meet during that day is
our choice since God has not specified a time. This brings us to the
guestion of expediency.

I1. Expediency. 1 Cor. 6:12

A. Expediency is that which is appropriate to the purpose at hand. It
is something that facilitates and makes an action efficient. It is looking
the situation over and choosing the best way to do something.

B. Choice (judgment, opinion) enters the realm of expediency. When
we have choices to make, then expediency is an issue. Of course, we
want to make the most expedient choices so that the most good is done.
While opinions are involved where expediency is an issue, we want to
make sure we are doing everything decently, orderly, and lawfully.

C. General commands include expediencies.

General Commands Include Expediencies
¥  Make Ark ¥  Any tool or ad
¥ Go ¥ wadk, Ride, Ry, Sall
¥ Teach ¥  Sermon, Class, Charts
¥  Assemble ¥ House, River, Building
¥ Sng ¥  Words, Books, Ritch
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D. GodOs teaching authorizes whatever is necessary and expedient to
carry out a command. God is not silent about these matters because He
has given a command to be obeyed; and the general nature of a command
would include certain choices.

1. The command to baptize (Matt. 28:18-20) authorizes water in
which to baptize. It also authorizes whatever might hold enough water
(e.g., pool, baptistry, creek, etc.). The necessary element is enough water
in which to immerse; the choice is in the place or container where this
water is held.

2. The command to assemble authorizes a place (necessary to
carrying out the command). Where to assemble is left to our judgment.
This is why a building is authorized. God is not silent about a place to
meet; He simply has not specified the place.

3. The command to sing authorizes words to sing, and whatever
aids in conveying the words (e.g., books, handouts, etc.).

E. There is really no such thing as a Olaw of expediency.O There are
expedients because there is law. Where there is no law, there can be no
expedients. For example, the Bible is not silent regarding words in a
song. Expediency is authorized by the command. The Bible is not silent
regarding a place to meet. Nor is it silent regarding a congregation aiding
needy saints. It is silent with regards to the church using another society.

F. Be careful not to violate GodOs will by claiming that something is
expedient. Something must first be lawful if it is going to be expedient.

We are not to be guided by the principle of our own desires. We must
first know what is lawful, then carefully proceed.

1. We cannot use the idea of OexpediencyO in any area that
violates GodOs expressed will. For example: The new cart on which to
carry the ark (2 Sam. 6), SaulOs sacrifice (1 Sam. 13:8ff); Women
preaching to a mixed audience? 1tOs not expedient because it is not lawful
(1 Tim. 2:8-12); Instrumental music? It is an additional type of music;
Missionary or benevolent societies? There is no authority for the church
to donate funds to another organization to do their work. These are not
expedient because they are not lawful.

2. Expediencies must be in the realm of that which is authorized.
The new cart was not expedient because it violated GodOs expressed will.
Instrumental music is not expedient in worship because it violates GodOs
specified order. We cannot appeal to OexpediencyO to violate GodOs will.

Command Essential Expedient Addition

¥ Teach ¥  Gospel ¥  Class chart ¥  Secular course

¥ Baptize ¥ Immerse, ¥ River, ¥ Pour, sprinkle
water baptistry

¥ Lord'sSupper | ¥ Hements ¥  Table, ¥  Hamburger,
bread, fruit of contaners, soda
vine Servers

¥ Sng ¥ Psdms hymns | ¥ Books leader | ¥ Instruments

¥ Relieve sants | ¥ Locd church ¥ Supplies care | ¥  Other society

G. There is a difference between an aid and an addition.
1. An aid is something that assists and expedites. It does not in
any way change the primary action. When we use books to sing, we are
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still just singing. We are not making another kind of music. The primary
action remains the same; the aids cannot replace this primary action.

2. An addition is a coordinate action that changes and augments
the primary action. Instrumental music changes the primary action
because it is a coordinate action that can be substituted for singing (e.g.,
just playing without singing). Sprinkling is another kind of action,
coordinate to immersion. A missionary society is another kind of
organization separate from the local church.

3. When using an aid, we still only do what has been authorized,
but when a coordinate is used, another element or action is involved. The
coordinate action can act as a substitute (e.g., playing instead of singing);
the aid cannot substitute for the primary action (e.g., looking at the words
in a book is not making another kind of music).

Conclusion: We should learn how authorized choices may be used. We
need to be able to distinguish between an aid and an addition so that we
do not violate GodOs will.

Doy Moyer; Decembef,995; Revised March 2001
Questions for Lesson 5

1. Define the nature of general and specific authority.

2. Give some examples of how general and specific authority works.

3. Why do we say that the more specific something is, the more
exclusive it is; and the more general something is, the more choice
we have?

4. How do you know when you have an authorized choice?

5. What is an expediency? When can we use them?

6. Why must we be careful with OexpedienciesO? What is the danger?

7. What is the difference between an aid and an addition?

8. Why are the principles of this lesson important to our overall
understanding of authority?
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Lesson 6: The Church of the Lord

Introduction:

1. We have considered basic principles in understanding the
authority of God and how He grants permission for us to act. We have
also studied how GodOs silence affects us. When God is silent about a
matter, this does not grant permission for action.

2. Commands can also be general and/or specific. The more general
the command or statement, the more freedom of choice and judgment we
will have. The more specific the command or statement, the more
restricted and limited we will be in our choices.

3. We want to consider how these issues of authority affect the
LordOs church. In order to understand the foundation for further issues in
authority, we will consider the following: a) What is the OchurchO? b)
The difference between OuniversalO and OlocalO senses of Ochurch.O

I. What Is the Church?
A. It is sometimes easier to understand what something is by first
realizing what it is not. Consider here what the churciots

1.1t is not a building Be careful with this. We might say, OIOm
going to clean the churchO and by this refer to the building. Then we say,
OlOm a member of the church,0 and OIOm going to church.O While these
fit English definitions, we should try to be careful to distinguish what we
mean to avoid confusion. Biblically, the word translated OchurchO
(ekklesia does not refer to a building.

2.Itis not a denominatiarMost seem to have the idea that if
one is a member of a church, then he/she must belong to some
denomination. This is wrong, and we will deal with this problem later. In
terms of authority, denominationalism is not approved in Scripture.

3.1t is not a social club or organizatioisome may think the
church exists for social reasons or has an obligation to provide for social
needs. This idea is not found in the Bible (see e.g., Luke 12:13-15; John
6:26-27). This is not to say that there are no social benefits from being a
Christian, but it is to say that our primary mission is spiritual, not social.
The local church, as such, needs to care for spiritual matters. The
drawing power is in the cross of Jesus (John 12:32). We must not
undermine this by changing the purpose of the churchOs existence.

B. What is the church, according to Scripture?

1. The ternekklesia translated Ochurch,O may have been derived
from ek Oout of,0 arkiesis Oa calling.O However, Ocalled outO is not the
primary significance of the term as used in the Bible. We should not
confuse etymology (origin of a word) with usage or definition.

2. The primary idea afkklesiais OassemblyO or Ogroup.O This is
seen in several passages. For example:

a. Acts 19:32, 39, 41. It is used of the assembly of citizens
gathered to discuss certain affairs (39), and of a riotous mob. This shows
it is not an inherently religious term, but simply refers to some group of
people. It is not used only of Christians.

b. Acts 7:38. It is used of Israel in the wilderness, referring
to the OgroupO of people who came out of Egypt.

22



Studies in Authority, Lesson 6

3. Concerning Christianskklesiais used in two primary senses:

a.Universally, to all of GodOs people without reference to
time or place (e.g., Heb. 12:23).

b. Locally, to a company of Christians banded together in a
specific locality to carry out GodOs work (e.g., 1 Cor. 1:2). We note also
that the word is used with reference to a local group as it is physically
assembled in one place (1 Cor. 14:23). However, the local church does
not cease to exist when the members of it disperse to their homes.

4. We will show more of the distinction between OuniversalO and
OlocalO senses in the next section. For now, we need to think in terms of
a group of people when we think of Ochurch.O Of course, when thinking
of Christians, the OgroupO becomes very special to us. The LordOs church
is His group of believers who are dedicated to Him and His will. It is the
saved people of God (Eph. 5:23; Acts 2:47).

C. The establishment of the LordOs church (universal). This is one
area where the distinction between universal and local should be
understood. Universally, the LordOs church was established in the first
century. Locally, congregations are established at other times.

1. The LordOs promise: Ol will build My churchO (Matt. 16:18).
This is not to imply that God did not have a group of believers before
Jesus (cf. Heb. 11-12), but that the new covenant would be in effect soon
and the new company of believers would be established under this new
covenant (See Heb. 8:7-13). A new relationship would be established
under a new and better covenant. When Jesus said this, the new covenant
had not yet taken effect (Col. 2:14; Heb. 9:11-22). Christ uses the figure
of a building structure to refer to His people under the new covenant (cf.
1 Pet. 2:5; Eph. 2:19-22).

2. The New Covenant took effect on Pentecost, after ChristOs
death and resurrection. The church associated with the new covenant is
spoken of as being in existence from this point forward (Acts 2; etc).

3. Other figures are used to refer to GodOs people in the New
Testament, such as ObodyO (Eph. 1:22-23; 5:23; Col. 1:18), and
OhouseholdO (1 Tim. 3:15). These point to the type of relationship we
have with God and each other in Christ.

4. God did not specify a single title for this body of believers in
the New Testament. Descriptions are given which identify the church as
belonging to God (Acts 20:28) and Christ (Rom. 16:16). Other
descriptions refer to a locality (Ochurch of God which is at Corinth,0 1
Cor. 1:2; Rev. 2-3), or as being composed of people in a location
(Ochurch of the Thessalonians,O 1 Thess. 1:1). Heb. 12:23 also refers to
the Ochurch of the first-bornO (ones, the term being plural), which shows
the exalted position to which God elevates believers. All of these phrases
are descriptive. To single out one for exclusive use or as a title is not
Scriptural (i.e., unauthorized), and leads to a denominational mindset.

II. The “Universal” and “Local” Senses of “Church.”

A. As shown gekklesiais used of GodOs people in two senses. It is
important to understand the differences. Otherwise, we may
misunderstand our mission and how God desires for the work to be
accomplished. We want to expand on this distinction here.
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1. Universally ekklesiarefers to all of GodOs people without
specifying a time or place. There is no specific locality for assembly and
no organization of the universal group. It is general in scope. It is not run
by any earthly organization or headquarters. Whether living in the first
century or twentieth century, or whether living in Europe, Africa, or
America, all of GodOs people are part of this universal group. It is
dependent upon oneOs individual relationship to God, not where or when
a person lived. God has given no organization or collective activity to
this group. Action is taken individually as each Christian walks
according to GodOs word. Note that most of the above points referred to
the church in the universal sense (e.g., Matt. 16:18; Heb. 12:23, etc).

2. Locally,ekklesiarefers to a specific group of believers who
have banded together to carry out GodOs work in that community (e.g., 1
Cor. 1:2). A local church is an organized, independent (autonomous)
group of GodOs people in a specific time and location (e.g., Phil. 1:1). It
has no organizational ties to any other group. In a plurality, OchurchesO
refers to more than one local group (Rom. 16:16; Gal. 1:2; cf. Rev. 1:4,
20 with 2:1, 8, 12, 18; 3:1, 7, 14). They are not tied together as a web of
churches, but rather each congregation independently stands before God.

B. The concept of the OuniversalO church.

1. Jesus is head. Col. 1:18; Eph. 1:22-23.

2. Individuals make up the body, not groups. cf. Rom. 12:4-5.

3. There is only one universal body. Eph. 4:4.

4. There is no universal organization given in the Bible.

This N Not This Churches
Individua make up
Christians (ONONG)
n the body
maKe up 00O (denomina
the body O O ¢/ tiond)

C. The concept of the OlocalO church.
1. A specific group banded together to carry out commands God
has given for disciples to do together (e.g., LordOs supper, Acts 20:7).
2. Local churches are independent, autonomous groups not ti
to any larger structure or organization.

Hders (overseers,

3. Alocal church is organized within itself, including qualifie pastors)
elders and deacons (Acts 20:28; 1 Pet. 5:2; Phil. 1:1). Dse;cn‘t’;‘s

4. They had no function greater than their own work. There @l Christians)
authority to take on a work greater than its ability and then plead for Philippians 1:1

money from elsewhere. A congregation is responsible for what it can do
itself. It is not to become a collection agency for other congregations.

Conclusion:; understanding these basic principles about the church will
help us in our further study of authority, especially as it relates to the
work and mission God has given the church. Subsequent lessons will
include the problem of denominationalism and the work of the local
church.

Doy Moyer; Dec. 1995; revised March 2001
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Questions for Lesson 6

1.

10.

Why is it important to properly define the word OchurchO?

What are some of the popular concepts about the church? Why do
not accurately convey the proper idea?

What doeskklesiamean in the Bible? To whom does it refer?

In what major senses is the wakklesiaused in the Bible?

What do we mean by OuniversalO church? Local? Why is this
distinction an important one to make?

Why is it dangerous to think of the universal church as being
composed of local churches? What is the biblical concept?

How is the local church organized?

What do we mean when we say that local churches are autonomous?
Why is this so important?

When OchurchesO is plural, what senskkbésiais being used?
How do you know?

Is there authority for a local church to be structurally tied to another
organization or group of churches?
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Lesson 7: The Problem of Denominationalism

Introduction:

1. Earlier, we learned thekklesia(church) refers to an assembly or
group. Universally, the church is composed of all saved individuals,
regardless of location or time. The Scriptures reveal no universal
organization or structural hierarchy. Locally, a congregation is a band of
Christians who work together and carry out GodOs will as a church. A
local group should be organized with elders and deacons. It is not tied to
any larger structure through centralization. It is autonomous.

2. In this lesson, we want to see the dangers and problems with
denominationalism. To preface this study, we ask, is denominationalism
scriptural or authorized by God? What is denominational action? Should
Christians take part in denominationalism?

I. What Is Denominationalism?

A. Two important dictionary definitions stand out:

1. Webster: The act of naming.

2. American Heritage: OA large group of religious congregations
united under a common faith and name and organized under a single
administrative and legal hierarchy.O This is an organized group of
religious congregations.

B. The Act of Naming-rom a religious viewpoint, groups have
become sects that are known by their exclusive names: Baptist,
Methodist, Lutheran, Presbyterian, etc. If you are one, you are not the
other. There is a separation based upon names and peculiar doctrines.
The names are generally unscriptural, though some use scriptural terms
in a sectarian way (e.g., OChurch of GodO). We ask, is it not possible to
simply be Christians, instead of a Ohyphenated-ChristianO? Can we agree
on the Scriptural terms? Acts 11:26; 1 Pet. 4:16.

C. An organized groups of religious congregationiis is
centralization. There is usually some kind of headquarters to which the
local groups are tied. Each denomination forms its own universal body
with its own structure and hierarchical organization. This characterizes
the vast number of denominations. The problem is that one cannot find
this in the Bible. It is unauthorized.

Denominationa
Headquarters
O/ Centrdization \O

D. Denominationalism is the end result of division. Without division,
denominations would not exist. What does the Bible say about division?
1. The Bible condemns divisigh Cor. 1:10-13). Note the
naming and dividing taking place. They were splitting into sects by
calling themselves after men. This is said to be carnal (1 Cor. 3:4).

Loca congregations
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2. Jesus prayed for uniyyohn 17:20-21). Division is contrary to
the LordOs prayer and will. The consequences of division are immense.

3. GodOs will for unit§Eph. 4:1-6).

a. There is Oone bodyO (universal), the church (Eph. 1:22-
23). Denominationalism violates this by establishing separate bodies of
organized congregations. Then, it is assumed that each of these separate
bodies is a part of the whole. This is not in the Bible.

b. One faith vs. many faiths of denominationalism. We often
hear, Oit doesnOt matter what you believe,O or Ochoose the church of your
choiceO (OchurchO in this statement is usually equated with
OdenominationO). These concepts are in violation of Oone faith,O which
shows that God did not have in mind various denominations, each with a
different set of doctrines. The Oone faithO is GodOs word, that which has
been given to us to believe, practice, and defend (Jude 3).

c. These are in context with Oone Lord,0 Oone God,O etc. If
we can violate the Oone bodyO or the Oone faith,0O why not Oone LordO
and Oone GodO also?

4. Denominationalism is not what God planned and purposed.
Denominations were not founded by the Lord, which makes them
superfluous and wrong. Denominations, as they now are, did not exist in
the first century, nor are they authorized by God in the Bible (Note Psalm
127:1; Matt. 15:13). Should Christians take part in something like this?

E. What is denominational action?

1. It is separating into various divisions based upon name and
doctrine. Keep in mind that God has not given one exclusive hame or
title by which we are to call ourselves. The terms of Scripture describe
who we are in relation to our Lord.

2. It is the effort to activate the universal body through
centralization, organizing various local congregations through one main
body. This may be done through some structural organization, or by
surrendering a local groupOs work (or part of it) to another central body.

I1I. Two Pertinent Questions:
A. Is the OChurch of ChristO a Denomination?

1. The answer depends upon what is meant by OChurch of
Christ.O It is certainly possible to use the phrase OChurch of ChristO in a
denominational way. How? By using it as an exclusive name, and by
using it as an adjective to identify things. For example: OChurch of Christ
preacherO; OChurch of Christ doctrine.O If we think that OChurch of
ChristO is a title by which all matters, groups, etc. should be exclusively
identified, then we are thinking something that the Bible does not teach
and are dangerously close to a denominational way of thinking.

2. There are those who identify themselves as OChurch of
Christ,0 but engage in centralized activities, or denominational action.
Therefore, using the name OChurch of ChristO is not a guarantee that a
group is hon-denominational or scriptural in its work.

3. Remember that God used several descriptive phrases to refer
to His people; none are exclusive, nor are they given as titles. Local
churches were identified by various phrases: Ochurch of God,0 Ochurches
of Christ,O etc. When used scripturally, the phrase Ochurch of Christ,0
like any other biblical phrase, describes GodOs people, and is not a
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denominational title. If the phrase is understood correctly, the answer to
the question, Ols the church of Christ a denomination?0 is Ono.O This
answer is the same for any phrase referring to GodOs people, for any
specific phrase can be used in a denominational way. The key is to try to
understand it as it is used in the Bible.

B. Does one have to be a member of the OChurch of ChristO?

1. This question is usually asked with a denominational frame of
mind. OAre you saying | need to quit my denomination to become a part
of the Church of Christ denomination?O The answer to that is, Ono.O
Denominationalism is wrong no matter what name you put on it. We are
not pleading for one to come out of one denomination to join another.
We plead for everyone to reject all denominations and be simply
Christians, nothing more or less. This is what they were in the Bible.

2. When one obeys the gospel, the Lord adds that person to His
body of saved people (Acts 2:37, 38, 41, 42, 47). This person is then a
part of the body, or church, of Christ universally (Eph. 5:23). God then
desires for Christians to join with other Christians in a local church in
order to carry out obligations He has given for Christians to do as a
group (e.g., 1 Cor. 11:18ff; Heb. 10:23-25).

3. What type of local group should we look for? One that is
following GodOs word, respecting His authority, and faithfully carrying
out the mission God has given to the local church.

a. Itis not enough that a church put up a sign with a
scriptural designation. It is true that a name might tell you that its loyalty
is unscriptural, for why would a church that is following the Bible use a
phrase that canOt be biblically justified? However, just because a biblical
phrase is used does not mean that it is following the Bible in practice.
We must investigate further. We Need to make sure the group is faithful
to GodOs word, in work and worship (John 4:24: 8:31; 1 Cor. 4:6, etc).

b. If a group is engaging in practices that are not according
to GodOs word, then we should look elsewhere (cf. Matt. 15:7-9). If a
group is not committed to the authority of the Bible, then how can we, in
good conscience, have fellowship with it?

C. A question for denominationalists: Is it necessary to be a part of a
particular denomination in order to be saved? If not, does that not make
that denomination superfluous and unnecessary? If so, which
denomination is the one God built? If He didnOt build it, then why does it
exist? Be committed to the Lord and to His truth. If you are, you will be
able find a group that is also committed to Him and His will. Do not
judge a group merely by a sign, but by the work and worship in which it
engages, and by its respect for the authority of God.

Conclusion: If we can understand the dangers and problems of
denominationalism, it will help us avoid the pitfalls of sectarianism. It
will also help us understand GodOs way of doing the work He has given
us to do.

Doy Moyer; Jan. 1996; revised March 2001
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Questions for Lesson 7

1.

10.

What is denominationalism? Can you identify denominational
activity? What characterizes this activity?

Show how OnamingO is a part of modern denominationalism. Is there
anything in a name? How should we view OnamesO?

What do we mean by OcentralizationO? Is it a scriptural idea?

Why is it important to understand the problem of denominationalism,
especially in the context of authority?

Why is Oone bodyO and Oone faithO important to a discussion about
denominationalism? To what do these phrases refer?

Is it necessary to be a member of the OChurch of ChristO to be saved?
Explain your answer. How would you deal with this question?

Does God really care whether or not we are a part of a local
congregation? What is His will on the matter?

Why is a local congregation important?

What type of local congregation should we look for?

How would you try to convince someone that it is possible to be a
Christian without being a part of a denomination?
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Lesson 8: The Mission of the Church

Introduction:

Now that we have seen some of the errors involved in
denominationalism, we want to focus upon the work of a local group of
GodOs people. Has God authorized us as a group to do whatever we think
is good, or has He delimited the boundaries of our collective activities in
our capacity as a local congregation? First we will consider some false
concepts about the local church, then look at the positive work and
mission God has given us to do.

L. Proof of Localized Congregational Activity.
A. First, letOs identify a couple of false concepts of the local church.

1. The Institutional ConcepT his is the idea that the church
saves. Why is this wrong? Because Christ saves, and those who are saved
compose His body (Eph. 5:23). Another part of this idea is that ORitual
makes right.O Just do certain acts and all is well. For example, partaking
the LordOs supper makes everything all right. Again, this is wrong. Our
call is to holiness (1 Pet. 1:16). Ritual without proper attitude and
godliness is empty. Others may think that the Church has a right to make
laws. What the OChurchO says, goes. However, the church has no right to
make laws or regulate behavior. All we can do is follow the laws already
given by the Lawmaker.

2. The Individualism Concepthe other extreme. Some think
that there was no such thing as a local group, and that there was no
organization, such as functioning, appointed elders. This may sound
convenient, but it is unscriptural (cf. Acts 14:23). Following, we will
show scriptural proof for local congregational activity.

B. Evidence for a local group.

1. Letters addressed to local groups (1 Cor. 1:2; Gal. 1:1; 2 Cor.
1:1; 8:1; Phil. 1:1; Col. 1:2; 1 Thess. 1:1; 2 Thess. 1:1; Rev. 2-3). If these
are not local groups, then the teaching that there is Oone bodyO would be
wrong (Eph. 4:4). There is one body universally, but many local groups.

2. Acts 5:1-6. If no group, whose money did it become?

3.1 Cor. 11:17-34. If no group, how would this make sense? A
distinction is made between what we may do Oas a churchO (group) and
what we may do Oat homeO (individual).

4.1 Cor. 14. Whole context shows group activity. Note vs. 34. If
no group, when could a woman speak? Note also vs. 23.

5.1 Tim. 5:16. OLet not the church (group) be burdened.O If no
group activity is implied, is he saying that individuals should not be
charged with the care of widows? Again, a difference is shown between
group and individual action.

6. The Scriptures show organization of a local group (Phil. 1:1).
The universal church does not have an organization, but the local group
does. The fact of organization says something about local group
accountability. The elders are responsible for souls among the group
(Acts 20:28; Heb. 13:17; 1 Pet. 5:2-3).
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I1. What is the Work of the Local Congregation? Why does it exist?

A. In this section, we are speaking of the collective local group N in
other words, what the collective group does when it acts as a unit, either
through coming together as a congregation or through the pooling and
disbursement of funds and resources (cf. 1 Cor. 14:23; 11:18). We are
not dealing here with what individual Christians may and should do. This
is a different topic, for later. When we show that the church is not to be
involved in certain activities as a church, we are not saying that
individual Christians cannot engage in the activities (e.g., ball teams).

B. The work of the local group can be seen in the following areas. In
other words, these are the areas in which we see group activity in the
Scriptures. All of it is to be done to glorify God.

1. Preaching to the logtl Tim. 3:15; 1 Thess. 1:7-8; Phil. 4:15).
This is done through support of preaching and preachers (1 Cor. 9:14). It
is our job to sound out the word to the community and world around us
(cf. 1 Thess. 1:8).

2. Edifying (building up) the save@ph. 4:11-16; Acts 20:32).
This building up is done through spiritual fellowship and teaching. Under
this category we will place maintaining worship (Heb. 10:25). It is vital
that the group meet together in order to carry out commands God has
given for the group (cf. Acts 2:42; 20:7; 1 Cor. 5:4-5; 11:18ff).

3. Benevolence to needy sair@ansider carefully: Every
Scripture revealed where group activity is concerned specifies that
benevolence was given to needy saints (Acts 2:44-46; 4:33-35; 6:1-6;
11:27-30; 1 Cor. 16:1-2; 2 Cor. 8:1-4; 2 Cor. 9; Rom. 15:25-26; 1 Tim.
5:9-16). This shows that the group is responsible to take care of its own
first, then may also, if able, help saints elsewhere in need. General
benevolence (i.e., using church funds to help the people of the world) is a
work that cannot be shown in the Scriptures. Remember, we speak of
group activity here, not what individual Christians may do. Group
activity is necessarily more limited than individual activity because of
purpose and work (cf. Acts 5:4).

II1. The Mission is Primarily Spiritual.

A. The primary function of the group is to care for the needs of the
spiritual part of mankind, not cater to the desires of the social person.
Though there are social benefits that come from being a Christian, the
work of the group must focus upon spiritual needs.

1. Quotes may be multiplied from church bulletins and
announcements, showing the social work churches have gotten into N
dances, community dinners (with charges), band concerts, birthday
parties (even for organs), Easter egg hunts, Christmas parties (with
Santa), gymnasiums, ball teams, giving away of kites, money, candy, etc.
The list could go on. Is this really what the Lord intended?

2. Do the Scriptures give any hint of this type of activity among
congregations of the first century? Are they authorized congregational
activities? If so, what verses would establish the case? What these all
have in common are an attitude that turns the church into a social
institution. This is known as the Osocial gospel.O

B. The spiritual nature and mission of the church.

31



Studies in Authority, Lesson 8

1. In prophecy (Isa. 2:2-4). Israel used force to advance their
kingdom, but this is not how it works under Christ. The kingdom is
spiritual in nature (Jn. 18:36; Lk. 17:20; Rom. 14:17).

2. The work is also spiritual. Nowhere does God tell us that
social reform, recreation, entertainment, etc. is the work of the church.
We could expend every last ounce of energy in these matters and never
save a soul. There are many organizations to take care of such problems,
but only GodOs people can take care of spiritual matters. Please take note
the principle of Luke 9:60. Remember that we are here to glorify God.

3. Jesus did not leave heaven to solve social concerns (Luke
12:13-14). He did not die to relieve poverty, or to provide for recreation.
He did it for sin and salvation (Acts 3:26; Heb. 2:9). Is it not possible
that taking the focus away from this cheapens His mission?

4. How does the church bring people to Jesus, if not through
these social and recreational means?

a. Jn. 12:32. OIf | be lifted up...O The drawing power is in the
crucified Christ. Ol will draw all men.O All we have to offer is Jesus
Christ and Him crucified. To the worldly-minded, this is foolish. To
believers, it is power (Jn. 6:44-45; 1 Cor. 2:2; 1:18-24). If the telling of
the crucified Christ is not sufficient to turn a soul to God, nothing is.

b. 2 Cor. 10:3-5. Our weapons are not carnal or fleshly. We
are not to use worldly means to advance the kingdom. Such might
convert people to a OChurch,O but if their thoughts are not brought into
captivity to obedience to Christ, they are not converted to Christ.

c. Rom. 1:16; 10:14-17. We really have no other means than
preaching the gospel. We need to persuade others of the truth of GodOs
word (2 Cor. 5:11). This should be sufficient.

5. How does the church fund the work? Funds are necessary to
do the work (1 Cor. 9:14; Phil. 4:15; 2 Cor. 11:8). How is this money to
be raised? The Scriptures show the church raised funds through free-will
offerings on the first day of the week (1 Cor. 16:1-2; 2 Cor. 9:6-7).
Though these passages are in a context of benevolence to needy saints,
they show a pattern of collection to meet needs. Since other passages tell
us also how the church may use funds, then the pattern would also apply
there. We donOt see pie suppers, car washes, or other forms of fund-
raising for church activity.

Conclusion: Many modern churches have lost their sense of what their
mission ought to be. We need to refocus on the spiritual nature of GodOs
kingdom, and the spiritual mission of His people. When we act as a
collective unit, God has given guidelines for our work and mission. In
short, our job is to hold out Christ and Him crucified, to be the pillar and
support of truth in our location. Let us respect His authority in these
matters. In this way, we can fulfill our responsibility to glorify God.

Doy Moyer; Jan. 1996; revised March 2001
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Questions for Lesson 8
1. What do we mean by the OinstitutionalO and OindividualismO

concepts of the church? What do they represent? Why is there a
problem with them?

2. How can we know that there really were local congregations in the
New Testament? Why would this even become a question?

3. How is alocal group organized? How can you show this? Why is
this important?

4. What are the primary works for a local group? What three categories
would they fall under?

5. How do we know that our work is primarily spiritual in nature?

6. Give evidence for the spiritual nature of the kingdom.

7. What scriptural means do we have in order to attract others to
Christ?

8. How should funds be raised in order to carry out our necessary
work?

9. How can we avoid losing our sense of what our mission is?

10. How would you explain the work of the church to someone who has
been brought up on the social gospel?
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Lesson 9: Working God@ Way

Introduction:

The last lesson focused upon the mission of the local church. The
areas in which we see the local group functioning are in preaching to the
lost, edifying the saved, and giving benevolent help to needy saints. All
of this is to be done to the glory of God. We also saw that the work was
primarily spiritual in nature. As GodOs people, we have a unique,
spiritual work to perform. We dare not cheapen the mission of Christ by
using carnal weapons.

This work is funded by free-will offerings of Christians on the first
day of the week. No other pattern is given with reference to the
congregation collecting funds to act as a unit. With that as the
background, this lesson will consider the scriptural ways in which the
funds of the group are to be distributed.

I. Important Principles about Collective Funds.

A. There is positive authority for a collective treasury.

1. Acts 4:36-37; 5:1-2. Resources were laid at apostles@ feet.
This implies that the apostles gained control of the collective funds in
Jerusalem. This was what we would call a Otreasury.O

2.1 Cor. 16:1-3. These are directions to the group (vs. 1).
Individuals within the group Oput aside and save, that no collections be
made when | come.O If they did not pool their funds, then collections
would have to be taken up when Paul arrived. He spoke of it as Oyour
giftO in vs. 3. It was a collective Ogift,0 again implying a group
collection, a group treasury.

3. Phil. 4:15-16. The group at Philippi supported Paul in
preaching. This required that they pool their funds (cf. 2 Cor. 11:8).

4. Since it takes resources (e.g., money) to carry out certain work
(e.g., supporting a preacher), then there must be some way for the church
to gather and distribute those resources. ThatOs all a treasury really is: the
pooled resources of the local group.

B. Once funds are pooled, they become the property of the group.
For example, Ananias retained control of his property and funds until he
surrendered it to the group (Acts 5:1-4). Whatever | contribute is now
under the control of the group, not just one individual. Once we give it to
the collective, we surrender our control of it to the group.

C. Since the group is authorized by God to work in certain ways,
then the distribution of the group funds are limited by this. As a
congregation, we do not have authority to spend the money any way we
desire. We are limited by the work that God has authorized us to do;
however we spend the funds, that is indicative of how we work as a
collective unit. We are authorized to preach the gospel; our funds may be
spent in whatever is necessary and expedient to the work N preachers,
materials, etc. Since God has not specified every aspect of this, we have
some choice as to whom we support and what materials we may use. It is
the same for edification, benevolence, and worship. We do have some
choice, but our choices are limited by the specifics given in Scripture.
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I1. The Work Is Not To Be Done Through Centralization.

A. Remember previous material on the church and
denominationalism: there is no universal organization given in the
Scriptures. Local groups are not structurally tied to another organization.
Centralization is an attempt to activate some form of universal
organization. This is a major component of denominationalism: Oan
organized body of similar religious congregations.O This is not in the
Bible. Local groups are independent and autonomous. Congregations
were similar as a result of teaching the same doctrine (e.g., 1 Cor. 14:33;
16:1), but they were not structurally tied to the each other.

B. Each local group is to collect and disburse its own funds. There is
no authority in Scripture for one eldership or institution to take and
oversee funds of another congregation (1 Pet. 5:2-3). We should see this
principle applied in the specified works of local congregations.

1. In the preaching of the gospel.
a. A local group has a right to support a gospel preacher. The
Scriptures show that such support was sent directly to the preacher.
Support was not funneled through another congregation (Osponsoring
churchO), missionary society, or college. Phil. 5:15-16; 2 Cor. 11:8.
b. Consider the following diagrams illustrating the point: the
scriptural pattern is that local churches sent directly to the need.

Specmed by example Not in the Bible
Locd Locd Sponsoring church
churches<>:> Preacher churches Missionary Society [———> Preacher

2. In the work of edification.

a. The principle is the same. The local group provides the
place, personnel, and provisions for doing the work. In this way, the local
group Oedifies itselfO and is not dependent upon other institutions or
organizations. It is not to be done through another organization, such as a
OSunday School organization.O

b. Note the following illustrations:

Biblica (Eph. 4:11-16) Not in the Bible

¥ Pace ¥ Pace

Locd | Locd | Another |
::> ¥ I ::> I ::> ¥ I
Church | Personne Church | Organization | Personne

¥  Provisions ¥  Provisions

3. In the work of benevolence.

a. The group provides the necessities when there is a needy
saint. It is not done by collecting funds to funnel into another institution,
which in turn provides for itself and other needs.

b. A local group has first obligation to its own members.
When the group cannot adequately provide its own needs, the Scriptures
show that one group may send relief to another group (Acts 11:27-30).
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Again, this is direct relief, not funneled through another group or
institution. This is a temporary situation intended to help stabilize the
needy saints in that location (2 Cor. 8:1, 14). This is the only scriptural
situation in which one group sends funds to another. The funds are not
funneled, nor are they redistributed to another group or organization once
it reaches its destination. Note the following illustrations:

The locd group may care for its needy Not in the Bible
Locd ¥ Hace Locd Benevolent ¥ Hace
o ] o ] nevolent |
¥ Personnel i ¥ Personnel
church [—— o church ——> | sodey —— o
¥  Providons ¥  Providons

One group sending to another or many

This Not This
__W lerusdem Antioch
Antioch \A v Samaria
T Joppa Jerusdem
Joppa
Many groups sending to one? 2 Cor. 8-9
This Not This
Thessdoni Corinth (or
onica . benevolent
Philippi Thessdlonica Sodiety)
Berea Philippi
Corinth Berea
Lystra Jerusdem Lystra
Derbe Derbe Jerusdem

c. In these cases, the local group contributed directly to the
work; they didnOt go through some middleman organization or institution
by donating to it and letting it decide where the funds go. This is how we
can accomplish our work today. It is the way that is authorized in
Scripture.

Conclusion: Centralization is not the answer in getting work done; it is
not expedient because we see no authority for it in Scripture.
Independent, local work is the answer to working GodOs way.
Congregations can easily cooperate with each other by simply doing their
work as they have the ability. More importantly, by doing it this way, we
are adhering to the biblical pattern.

Doy Moyer; Feb. 1996; revised March 2001
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Questions for Lesson 9

1. Why would a local group pool funds? What scriptures show that they
are authorized to do so?

2. What is the basic pattern we find in the Bible concerning the local
church collecting funds? What is the authorized way for a
congregation to collect funds?

3. Once funds are collected, are there any limitations as to how those
funds are to be used? Why? Explain.

4. Is centralization an authorized method of doing the work God has
given churches to do? Why or why not? How can local churches
OcooperateO in doing GodOs work?

5. Why would we say that a local group is autonomous? Where does
the Bible teach this? What limitations, if any, does this place on a
group?

6. What is the biblical pattern for a local church to carry out the works
preaching, edification, and benevolence?

7. Why is it so important to stick with the biblical pattern?

8. Under what circumstances may one group send funds to another? Is
this a temporary or permanent situation?

9. Why is it so important for a local group to maintain its independence
and do its own work?

10. How is it possible for a local group to be truly independent and still
survive in todayOs religious circumstances?
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Lesson 10: The Group and the Individual

Introduction:

We have established the basic principles of group activity as
authorized by God. We must be careful to work GodOs way. Now, we
want to consider individual action as compared to collective action.
Failure to separate the two areas has caused confusion. There are two
erroneous ideas here:

1. Whatever the individual can do, the church, as a collective
unit, can also do (e.qg., if the individual can engage in recreation, then the
church can collectively fund recreational activities).

2. Whatever the church cannot do, the individual cannot do (e.g.,
if the church cannot support a college, then neither can an individual).

These fallacies are based on the misconception that whatever the
Christian, as an individual, does, the church, as a collective, is doing. In
this lesson, we want to clearly see the difference between individual
activity and group activity.

I. Distinguishing Between the Group and the Individual.

A. An individual was created in the beginning, but this was not
enough (Gen. 1-2). God created Eve as a companion for Adam. Marriage
and the individual are not the same. There is a distinction between an
individual and an establishment of a collectivity (in this case, marriage).

B. The individual and the church (group) are not the same. The term
ekklesianecessarily involves a group. Note such passages as Matt. 18:15-
17; 1 Tim. 5:16; Heb. 10:23ff. If the individual was enough, why did
God establish the church? If the individual alone could have been
sufficient, why did God establish more than this \ marriage, the civil
government, or the church? The individual, the relation of marriage, and
civil government existed prior to the church. There is a distinction
between individual action, marital relations, and the activities of the local
congregation. We never hear it argued that one individual alone forms
the government; why do some argue this way about the church?

C. Remember the two uses we discussed concezlkigsia 1)

Universal, with no earthly organization. 2) Local, with organization and
work. The actions and functions of the two are not the same. As there are
two aspects ofkklesia so there are two kinds of actions:

1. Distributive action refers to separate individuals functioning in
their various stations of life. This may include being involved with some
group acting in civil and social capacities. The OuniversalO church can
only function in a distributive, or individual, sense.

2. Collective action refers to a local congregation carrying out
specific work given by God. This is the action of those who are gathered
into one mass or body and function as a united whole as a congregation
belonging to Christ. Any other action is individual. Note 1 Tim. 5:16.

D. OChurch work is distinct from individual work in that the formerOs
duties grow out of a relationship peculiar to Christ, and the latterOs duties
grow out of a relationship peculiar to manO (Harry Pickup, Jr., the
Amarillo Meeting).
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I1. Some Individual Duties Cannot Be Performed By the Church.

A. Being a Christian affects every relationship in the life of an
individual. We must strive to do GodOs will at home, in business, in our
relations to civil government, and in social activities. Nothing from life is
exempt. To distinguish congregational activity and individual activity is
not to say that there are some things a person does as a Christian and
some things he doesnOt do as a Christian. We are always Christians.

Church Community
BEph. 4:1-16 | 1 Pet. 2212
Spiritud Socid
Relations Relations

The Individual as a Christian

The Qhristian has various relationships
in life but he/she is alnays a

Qhridtian. This does not mean,
however, that the churdh, apart from
teaching what the Bble says about

Business
Col. 3:22-4:1
Work

Government The
Rom. 13 Christian
Civil

: : these areas should get involved in
Relations Relations
E;? n;% these areas in which the individual is
Family responsible

Relations

B. There are some duties we engage in individually, and some areas
of life the Bible addresses, which are not intended to be congregational.

1. Working to provide for a family. Eph. 4:28; 1 Tim. 5:8, 16.

2. Engaging in business and occupational matters. 1 Thess. 4:11;
2 Thess. 3:10; Jas. 4:13-17. Should the church engage in business
activities? (e.g., own a restaurant, sell cars, etc.)

3. Parents and children in the home. Eph. 6:1-4. The individual
has a right to discipline a child. Is this congregational work?

4. An individual may have a spouse, and fulfill physical
responsibilities to him/her. 1 Cor. 7; 9:5; Heb. 13:4. Is this group
activity?

5. An individual can engage in exercise to stay in shape. Should
our assemblies begin with calisthenics?

6. Note 1 Cor. 11:18-34. Does Paul make a distinction between
the home and church activity? Are there some things that we may do Oat
homeO that we should not do Oas a churchO?

7. It is the work of the home to see that children are educated. As
an individual, | may send a child to school, but this does not make it the
work of the church.

8. The home is responsible for recreational and social activities,
not the church. When the church, as a collective unit, gets involved in
such matters, it is out of its realm.

C. From these examples, we see that the individual has greater
freedom to act than what God has permitted for local congregational
action. Further, there are individual decisions and actions that should not
affect the church (e.g., Rom. 14). However, if individual actions are in
clear violation of Scripture, then group discipline is authorized (1 Cor.
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5). In other words, individual action may affect the group, and vice versa,
but this does not make the two realms one and the same.

II1. Some Individual and Congregational Activities Overlap.

A. The individual is to function as a member of a local group. In this
case, though he acts as an individual, he is still part of a larger group. For
example, the individual should teach others, and may do this apart from
the activity of the church. Teaching is also the work of the collective, and
it is carried out as individuals work according to the support and
decisions of the group. A preacher is an individual, but when he is
supported to preach by the group, he acts as a part of that group in that
capacity. Also, the individual has benevolent responsibilities; and
sometimes the congregation may step in to help (cf. 1 Tim. 5:16).

The Church

The Individual

Teaching
Benevolence

Teaching
Benevolence

B. Note two controversial passages: Gal. 6:10 and Jas. 1:27. Look
carefully at the surrounding contexts. Do these address individual
responsibility or group activity? These have been used to justify church
activities that cannot otherwise be found in Scripture relating to the
church. However, these are individual responsibilities that are addressed.
As individuals, it is our job to Odo goodO to all, especially those of the
faith.! As individuals, we should care for those who are in need, such as
widows or orphans. As individuals, we should keep ourselves unstained
from the world. Other passages address the churchOs role in aiding the
destitute (as an earlier lesson addressed).

Conclusion: We must be careful not to confuse the individual with the
group. These are different realms, though they obviously affect each
other. We should not try to take the church into collective activities that
are given strictly for the individual. Let the individual fulfill individual
responsibilities, and let the church be the church.

Doy Moyer; March, 1996; revised March 2001

1 If one insists that this applies to the church as a whole, then we ask, who
defines what is OgoodO? If the Scriptures equip us for Oevery good workO (2
Tim. 3:16-17), then we are not at liberty to define what is Ogood.O The
Scriptures have already done that. Therefore, the local church can still only do
what the Scriptures have authorized a local congregation to do.
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Questions for Lesson 10

1.

10.

Why is it important to understand a distinction between the church
and the individual Christian?

How can you demonstrate this difference in the Bible?

What is the difference between distributive action and collective
action?

What are some of the relationships that the individual sustains in this
world? How is the Christian to act in these relationships?

Do all of these relationships involve the collective action of a local
church? Why or why not?

If we distinguish between the individual and group, does this mean
we are arguing that the individual does not act as a Christian
sometimes? Why or why not?

How can individual actions affect the group? How can group actions
affect the individual?

Are there cases in which individual, conscientious decisions should
not affect the group? Why or why not?

When and why would a group take collective action against an
individual?

What are some areas in which individual responsibility and
congregational responsibility overlap?
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Lesson 11: Collective Worship

Introduction:

We have considered biblical principles that deal with the distinction
between group and individual activity. We have also established that
God does want a local group of Christians to be organized and do the
work He has authorized. Now we come to question of collective worship.
In addition to the two sensesekKklesia(universal and local), there is the
more specific sense in which a local group is physically assembled to
engage in specific activities (1 Cor. 11:18; 14:23). When the local group
is assembled together, the Scriptures authorize actions to be done as a
group that constitute worship to God. In this lesson, we want to consider
principles related to our collective worship.

I. The Need to Worship ““In Spirit and in Truth,” John 4:24.

A. JesusO discussion with the Samaritan wqdwm 4:20-24). The
place of worship is not vital. Whether we meet by a river bed or in a
building, we are still to worship in spirit and truth. God seeks true
worshipers. This implies that there are those who worship in vain (cf.
Matt. 15:7-9). Worship must be Oin spirit and in truth.O Both the attitude
and the actions are equally important. We must not stress one to the
neglect of the other.

B. Worship God in spiritOSpiritO is used in many senses. Here, the
idea is that of a spiritual attitude and disposition. When we worship, our
hearts need to be in the right place. Our attitudes need to be correct as we
worship God. Worship without the proper spirit is in vain. It is like a well
without water.

C. Worship God in truthlt is not enough just to be sincere and
zealous. We must also make sure that what we do is according to truth.
Both what we do and why we do it needs to be planted in our minds. If
we engage in right activities without the proper attitude, it is wrong. If
we engage in wrong activities with a OgoodO attitude, then it is also
wrong. Jesus said we must have both.

D. What is truthaWorshiping God in truth demands that there be a
standard of truth. This standard is the Bible, GodOs word (John 17:17).
This means that what we do in our worship to God must be done
according to the standard of Scripture. It must be authorized. So the
guestion now is, what does God authorize us to do when we meet
together for worship?

I1. Some Thoughts on Worship.

A. Sometimes we seem to view worship as confined to a place and
time: OWhere do you worship?O OWhat time is worship?O As noted,
however, worship is not dependent on a place, but upon truth and upon
the heart. If our hearts are not right, then no worship has occurred.

B. There are several words in Scripture that indicate some form of
Oworship.O They involve ideas such as revering, honoring, and fearing
God. For example, note the following terRroskuneoto worship,
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prostrate oneself before something as an act of reverence, fear, or
supplication’ This is the word used in John 4:24 and other passages.

C. To worship God means that we revere and honor Him, bowing
before Him in service and attitude. This also implies that we must
worship God as He directs us to. We cannot subjectively decide what we
think is Oworship.O Revering and honoring God means that we do what
He says, not what we think. If we do not do what He says, then we are
not honoring or respecting Him.

II1. Collective Activities in Worship.

A. There are activities that God desires for us to engage in
collectively. These activities are forms of service to Him. When we do
them as He has directed (truth), and in a proper spirit, then we are
engaged in true worship.

B. There are a few activities we find the church engaging in as a
collective unit when they assembled (see Acts 2:42).

1. The LordOs suppdrhis is an activity that the Lord has put in
the assembly (Acts 20:7; 1 Cor. 11:18ff). When we do this in spirit and
truth, we are honoring and revering God for what He has done on our
behalf. In this activity, we are remembering the death of Christ (1 Cor.
11:24), proclaiming His death (1 Cor. 11:26), looking to His return (1
Cor. 11:26), examining ourselves (1 Cor. 11:28), communing with Jesus
and each other (1 Cor. 10:16).

2. Prayer. We are to pray individually, but God also wants to
pray collectively (Acts 2:42; 4:23-24, 31; 12:5 [this could include both
ind. and group prayer]; 1 Cor. 14:15-17). The stress in Scripture is given
to individual prayers, but the group should not neglect this. In prayer, we
give thanks and praise to God, as well as pray for needs. In doing this
properly, we are worshiping God.

3. Singing We sing individually (Jas. 5:13), but there is great
edification and strength in collective singing (Eph. 5:19-20; Col. 3:16-
17). In singing, we praise God and edify each other. Again, the stress is
on the individualOs heart (spirit). If the heart is not right, then we Odraw
nearO with our mouths, but our hearts are far from Him (Matt. 15:7-9).
There is no authority found in the New Testament for using mechanical
instruments of music in our worship. Neither do we find the employment
of special choirs or soloists where stress is put on the entertainment value
of singing. We are not the audience in worship; we are the participants,
and God is audience.

4. Teaching The disciples took opportunities together to teach
and edify one another by studying GodOs will (Acts 20:7; 1 Cor. 14).
Letters written to churches were to be read to the group (Col. 4:16; 1
Tim. 4:13). This necessitated their gathering together for teaching
purposes.

5. Giving. Some deny that this is Oworship,O but consider the fact
that, in our giving, we are honoring God and making it possible for the
church to carry out its God-given task.

! Louw, Johannes P. and Eugene A. Nida, &dsek-English Lexicon of the
New Testament Based on Semantic Dom&fied. New York: United Bible
Societies, 1989. p. 218.
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a. 1 Cor. 16:1-2. This is in a context of collecting for needy
saints. There is a pattern revealed here, however, which shows that when
the group has work requiring funds, there is a way in which God wants it
to be collected and carried out. God desires our free will offerings on the
first day of the week to fund our collective activities. There is nothing
else revealed in the Bible about how to fund our work. Therefore, we
need to stick to the pattern revealed here.

b. 2 Cor. 9:6-7. Emphasis is also on the heart in giving.
Knowing that our gifts are for the work and service of God, we should do
it with reflection and sobriety, yet with joy and thanksgiving.

C. Principles guiding our collective worship:

1. Spirit and truth Worshiping in spirit is determined by each
individual. We must search our own hearts. Worshiping in truth includes
collective action, as we follow what God says in our activities.

2. For edification(cf. 1 Cor. 14). Though in a context of spiritual
gifts, this shows principles of collective worship. Paul argues that
whatever is done needs to edify the group. If something was done, such
as speaking an unknown tongue, and it did not edify the group, then it
should not be done in a group context. This principle applies to us.

3. Decent and orderlyThis is another principle in 1 Cor. 14.

They had a problem with people speaking out of order, with too many
speaking, and with general confusion in the assembly. This violates
GodOs will, vs. 40. We must be guided by these same principles today.

IV. Related Matters.

A. On Purpose and incidental$here is a difference between
something that is purposed, and an incidental occurrence of something.
By Oincidental,O we mean something that occurs as a casual
accompaniment to something else that is purposed and planned. Our
purpose is to come together in order to worship and praise God, and to
edify and strengthen one another. In the context of this, there are
incidental matters that may occur. For example, we will engage in social
greetings (cf. Rom. 16:16). Our purpose is not to be a social club or
come together for mere social reasons. Yet, we do socialize when we are
together. This is an incidental activity. If we take this and turn it into our
main purpose, then we have missed the point of our gathering. The
greeting of the OkissO was not the purpose for gathering, but was an
incidental matter of custom that was to be guided by holiness.

B. Announcementdn the context of a family meeting in order to
encourage and edify, it is expedient to learn of the needs of others, as
well as to greet visitors in an orderly fashion. As members of the body
trying to rejoice, weep, and care for each other, we need an expedient
way of communicating these things (1 Cor. 12:26; Rom. 12:15).

C. The building There is nothing inherently holy about a building.
However, our building was purchased with money set aside for the work
of God. If we begin to abuse the purpose for which it was built, then we
are on dangerous ground. There is a big difference between allowing Boy
Scout meetings and having Bible studies. What would limit the purposed
use of the building is the authority by which it was built (expediency
based on the command to assemble and carry out GodOs work). Think of
the building as a concrete extension of the treasury.
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Conclusion: Our collective worship to God is a significant part of our
lives as Christians. We need to make sure it is done properly, both in
spirit and in truth. We should take advantage of these opportunities.

Doy Moyer; March 1996; revised March 2001

Questions for Lesson 11

1.

10.

What kind of worshippers is God looking for? Why?

Why is OtruthO so important to worship?

Why is OspiritO so important to worship?

Why must we avoid stressing one of these to the neglect of the other?

What is worship? Why is this such an important part of who we are
as Christians?

What collective activities did Christians engage in when assembled
as a church? Give Scripture.

What is the OLordOs SupperO? Why is this so important? What are we
really doing when we partake of it?

Can OgivingO be considered OworshipO? Why or why not? How
should we give?

What are some of the biblical principles that should guide us when
we assemble?

What is the difference between something purposed and something
occurring incidentally? Why is this an important distinction?
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Lesson 12: Fellowship in Christ

Introduction:

To this point, we have considered a number of biblical principles
that help us understand biblical authority and how it practically works for
us in our work for God. Ideas have consequences; issues do not occur in
a vacuum. People are affected by the specific issues that arise. The
guestion is, how do we respond? What do we do when issues arise that
would cause us to compromise biblical principles? What if our
involvement in them would cause us to do something that we
conscientiously believe to be wrong? Issues related to authority have an
impact on fellowship. In this lesson we want to consider biblical
principles dealing with fellowship in Christ.

I. What Is Fellowship?

A. Generally, fellowship is an association, or a friendly relation. In
this sense, we have OfellowshipO with anyone with whom we have a
mutual, friendly relationship. In this general sense, fellowship is not
based on a spiritual relationship, but on being human. It is simply
association with another fellow human being rather than being Oin
Christ.0

B. Biblically, fellowship koinonig is a joint participation in some
activity that is related to being Christians. It is a sharing in common, a
communion. It is an association that involves close involvement and
mutual relations, and is based on having a common faith and salvation.

1. We must be careful not to confuse biblical fellowship in Christ
with general fellowship or association. Fellowship is Christ is an
outgrowth of our relationship to God; general fellowship is an outgrowth
of our relations with other human beings due to our common situation. In
this lesson, we will be using the term OfellowshipQ in biblical sense.

2. Fellowship in Christ is more restricted than general
fellowship. Jesus ate with sinners, but this did not imply that He thought
they were in a right relationship with God. Friendliness with others is not
the same as endorsement of a spiritual relationship (Matt. 9:10-13).

3. Fellowship in Christ is not based upon our just doing anything
together. Socializing together is not what constitutes fellowship in Christ.
As Christians, we will have social contact, but fellowship in Christ is
based upon our spiritual relationship we have with God and our common
spiritual blessings we share in Christ.

C. Fellowship is first based upon our relationship with God.

1. Fellowship with God exists when we have a joint participation
with Him, made possible when we submit to His will and have our sins
forgiven. The purpose of the gospel is to bring sinners into fellowship
with God (Eph. 2:1-22; Rom. 5:6-11; 1 John 1; 1 Cor. 1:9; 2 Thess.
2:14). Sin breaks fellowship, separates us from God (Isa. 59:1-2). Jesus
bridged this gap by dying for us, making reconciliation possible so that
we may once again be in fellowship with God (2 Cor. 5:21).

2. Our first priority must be our relationship with God. We
cannot be more concerned about fellowship among men than we are
about our fellowship with God. Fellowship among brethren will follow.
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3. Fellowship with God is a conditional relationship. We must be

Oin Christ,O following GodOs will (Eph. 1:3; Gal. 3:26-27; 1 John 1:7).
D. Fellowship with brethren is based upon what we share in common
due to our relationship with God. In Christ, we share:

1. A common faith (Titus 1:4; Eph. 4:5). If people are holding to
a different standard of faith than revealed in the Scriptures, then it is not
in common, and our basis for fellowship is lost. We must hold to the
same standard.

2. A common salvation (Jude 3). When salvation is taught so
many different ways, how is there a basis for fellowship?

3. Unity. Our relationship should be characterized by unity,
agreement, and harmony because we hold to the same Lord and the same
standard (Eph. 4:1-6; 1 Cor. 1:10; John 17:20-21).

4. Joint participation in the work of God. This involves a sharing
in the duties and work that God has given us as His people. We share in
the spread of the gospel (Phil. 1:5; 4:15), we share in benevolent aid to
needy saints (2 Cor. 8:3-4), and we share in worship (1 Cor. 10:16-17,;
Acts 2:42).

E. There are two extreme dangers in regards to fellowship:

1. Giving spiritual fellowship to one who is out of fellowship
with God (1 Cor. 5:1-2). Remember that fellowship with God is
conditioned upon our walking in His truth. If we know that someone is
not doing this, then we cannot have spiritual fellowship together.

2. Excluding from our fellowship those who are in fellowship
with God (3 Jn. 9-10). Fellowship with others is subject to our judgment.
Sometimes, due to various circumstances, we might not make the right
judgment, so we must be careful.

As we individually obey the gospel we pledge ourselves to serve
God. To Him we must individually give account when life is through
(Matthew 16:24; Romans 14:4, 12). Following this agreement of
allegiance, and subject to this obligation, we join hands with others to
work and worship together in a local fellowship, or congregation. God
commands this union; the ties of this association are grand and its
obligations are real; but it remains the means of serving the Master, |and
must never become our Master.

Fellowship of men with men is an earthly tie which has an
acceptable religious significance only when it complements our servjce
to God. It is given divine regulations, but men do not always follow
those regulations. One who counts on the outward bond of church
fellowship alone to guarantee his spiritual redemption, leans on a brpken
reed. No, | do not depreciate the importance of the church. | seek to
emphasize the meaning of the true church, as GodOs people, who do
GodOs work in GodOs way N praised for their allegiance and servicg to
God, rather than for their faithfulness to the party.

Brethren who are primarily interested in keeping their fellowship
with God intact, will be drawn to one another by his common interest,
and find a congregational fellowship that forecasts the sweetness of|
heaven. N Robert F. Turner, an excerp
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I1. Fellowship Is an Individual and Congregational Issue.

A. Fellowship is determined on an individual basis. Fellowship
between God and men is individual, not congregational (Gal. 2:9).

1. This does not mean that what the congregation does is of no
importance, for individuals are affected by congregational action.

2. It does mean that we will be ultimately judged as individuals,
not by congregation (Rom. 14:12; 2 Cor. 5:10).

3. It is possible for a congregation to have problems, while some
individuals within that group are right with God (Rev. 2:18-29; 3:1-6).

4. Just because you have your OmembershipO in a congregation
that is doing what is right does not mean your name is enrolled in
heaven. You have to make sure as an individual that you are right with
God (2 Pet. 1:10).

B. Fellowship is determined within each autonomous congregation.
It is not congregation to congregation.

1. Remember that universally, the church is made up of
individuals, not sub-groups. Congregations are not structurally tied to
each other.

2. As a group, we have no say as to who or what another
congregation has fellowship with. That is not our determination. We can
only have say among ourselves (cf. Acts 9:26-28). We have judgments to
make about whom we accept into our fellowship. No other congregation
can decide this for us. Congregations are autonomous. There is no
universal format (aside from the Bible) that determines who we may
have fellowship with. No universal body will make that decision for us
(e.g., no paper, college, etc.).

D. Our primary concern isot with Obrotherhood fellowship.O Some
seem to be concerned about universal, brotherhood fellowship. This is
not an issue that affects the local group. We determine fellowship as
another brother comes into contact with our group or with us as
individuals. Someone who lives thousands of miles away is not in
fellowship with us locally, unless we choose to participate in supporting
him as a gospel preacher. Whether or not someone is in fellowship with
God is up to God to determine. That is not our judgment. Our arena of
fellowship concerns what touches us individually and locally.

III. What Happens when We Disagree?

A. Judgments will have to be made over the extent and effect that
these disagreements have. While this is sometimes very difficult to
determine, due to the host of issues, following are some questions and
suggestions:

B. Does the fellowship cause you to engage in sin? If so, then you
cannot have fellowship. If not, then it may not be necessary to break
fellowship. If we broke fellowship over every possible disagreement,
there would be no congregation.

C. Does it affect the local group? To what extent does it affect the
group? Does the other person respect the congregation and its
independence? Is it an issue that is based upon an individualOs
conscientious decisions? If it is an issue that, when pushed, will affect
the group and cause people to violate their consciences, then fellowship
is destroyed. If the issue is something that the individual conscientiously
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decides, then fellowship need not be destroyed, as long as the issue is not
pushed on others or negatively affects the group. Is the issue part of the
one faith, or is it a matter of oneOs opinion? (cf. Rom. 14).

1. Issues such as instrumental music in worship and
congregational donations to human institutions clearly affect the group. |
cannot conscientiously be involved with a group that does these things,
for it would involve me in sin as | partake with them in those activities.

2. Other issues such as exchanging gifts at winter holiday are
made on an individual basis. What another practices on this does not
necessarily involve the group or me in sin. Therefore, there is no need to
break fellowship.

D. Does the issue clearly involve sin? If one is engaged in
homosexuality, for example, then we have clear instructions on what to
do in such a case (1 Cor. 5). Is the person overtly sinning without any
efforts to change?

E. Is the other personOs approach to Scripture such that would make
it impossible to agree? Fellowship cannot be maintained long when
attitudes about the Bible drastically differ. For example, does the person
deny the need for authority in faith and practice? Does he deny
inspiration? Is his approach going to cause him to consistently draw
conclusions that are unscriptural and dangerous? If we have no true
common ground on how to approach the Bible, then fellowship cannot
last long.

F. Does the other person respect your conclusions and desire to study
so that unity may be maintained? Or does he ridicule and dishonor
conclusions that another draws? Such an attitude would be indicative of
pride, which, in turn, would ultimately destroy fellowship.

G. Does the other person respect GodOs plan for unity as found in
Eph. 4:1-6? This is a vital question. If any of these things are denied,
there can be no biblical unity. In other words, we cannot have fellowship
when someone teaches that there are Omany bodiesO or Ono baptism,O etc.

Conclusion: We desire unity, but we cannot violate our biblically trained
consciences to participate in things that are wrong. However, fellowship
is not based upon mechanically agreeing upon every single point of
issue. We need to be careful to maintain fellowship based upon the Bible,
not upon our own opinions. | do not have all of the answers to this
OstickyO issue, but perhaps some of these thoughts have been of help.

Doy Moyer; March 1996; revised March 2001
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Questions for Lesson 12

1. Define fellowship.

2. What is the difference between general OfellowshipO and Ofellowship
in ChristO? Why is this an important distinction?

3. What is fellowship in Christ founded upon?

4. Why is fellowship with God more important than fellowship with
other people?

5. How is fellowship with God conditional? What are some of the
conditions God has given?

6. What do those in Christ share in common?

7. What are some dangers involved in fellowship? Why is it important
to avoid the extremes?

8. How can it be said that fellowship is an individual issue?

9. What should we not have fellowship with, and why?

10. What are some principles that might guide our fellowship when we
have disagreements? What should our attitudes be? Why?
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Lesson 13: Authority and Division

Introduction:

We have considered many facets of authority. We began with the
foundation for authority: God Himself as our Creator. We then
considered various other aspects of authority, including need, silence,
and choice. We have studied the church and her mission, as contrasted
with denominationalism. We have seen the difference between the
church and the individual. We have studied worship and fellowship. We
have tried to stress the principles, not just facts to know. If we learn the
principles of Scripture, we can apply these to every situation. Most of
what has been studied has been very basic. If it is that simple, then why
are people divided? In this lesson, we want to consider the problem of
division among churches. Why do these divisions occur, and what can be
done about it?

I. Apostasy Results From A Lack of Respect for Authority.

A. What is apostasy? The idea is Ofalling awayO due to rebellion: Oto
cause people to rebel against or to reject authority N Oto incite to revolt,
to cause to rebel 0O

B. Apostasy is foretold in 1 Tim. 4:1-5 and 2 Thess. 2:3-12.

1. The term used in 1 Tim. 4:1 coincides with the above
definition. There would be a rebellion against the authority of God. This
would include forbidding marriage and certain foods (vv. 2-5).

2. The related term in 2 Thess. 2:3-12 means, Oto rise up in open
defiance of authority, with the presumed intention to overthrow it or to
act in complete opposition to its demantis.O

3. We are told that some would reject authority and act in
complete defiance against it. Though many who reject authority do not
think they intend to defy God, the results are the same. Because some
would not love the truth, God would allow them to be deceived.

4. A similar warning is given in 2 Tim. 4:2-4. There would be
those who heap up their own teachers to tell them what they want to
hear. The point is that there is a marked rejection of GodOs authority and
an increased desire to hear what popular crowd-pleasers will say.

C. Apostasy (departure from truth) comes from disrespect for
authority. The apostasy of 2 Thess. 2 is the result of lawlessness (vv. 7-
8). There are those who will lead others down the path of lawlessness.
Leaders of movements will Ocause people to rebel or to reject authority,O
thus causing a falling away. Even people who start with good intentions
can be lead down the wrong path (Matt. 15:13-14). The result will be
apostasy, even though they did not intend to depart from truth.
Remember the judgment scene of Matt. 7:21-23.

D. When we begin to reject some of GodOs authority, we are headed
down that road to apostasy (remember the examples demonstrating
need). It usually begins a little at a time. OSmallO compromises are made

! Louw, Johannes P. and Eugene A. Nida, Edsek-English Lexicon of the
New Testament Based on Semantic Domaified. New York: United Bible
Societies, 1989, p. 498.

2 Louw and Nidapp. cit, p. 497
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here and there; and these lead to greater compromises. Generally, there is
less stress put on what the Bible says, and more stress put upon what the
leaders of a particular dogma say. Soon, their authority is accepted above
that of the Scriptures. Note how this is true in such apostate groups as the
Catholic Church, OJehovahOs Witnesses,O and Mormons. What the
leaders say, orally or in publications, is accepted above what the Bible
clearly says. This is also true of mainstream denominationalism with its
creeds and centralized organizations. This is why we need to constantly
reassess our attitude and commitment to the truth of GodOs word. Is our
commitment to God and what the word says, or is it some particular man
or dogma? (1 Thess. 2:13; Acts 17:11).

I1. Division Is Perpetuated Over Issues Rooted in Authority.

A. When apostasy occurs, there is sure to be division that takes
place. Those who reject GodOs authority will necessarily break with those
who accept GodOs authority (cf. 1 John 2:18-19). Those who incite others
to reject authority are divisive persons who need to be marked (Rom.
16:17-18; Titus 3:9-11; Jude 8-11). These are men who will deceive
others with smooth talk. They will pull others away from truth because
they have their own agenda.

B. Issues over which churches have divided are rooted in matters of
authority, and generally involve the practices of the whole congregation.

1. If someone brings instrumental music into the collective
worship, those who cannot conscientiously be involved with this cannot
participate. Therefore, division results because of a failure to respect 1)
GodOs authority, 2) the consciences of others, and 3) the unity of the
LordOs people (cf. Rom. 14; Eph. 4:1-6).

2. When leaders press for the funds of the group to be spentin
guestionable activities, such as social matters, recreation, and donations
to human institutions, there will be division with those who cannot
conscientiously accept these things as a legitimate part of the work of the
church. Again, there is a loss of respect for GodOs authority, for the
consciences of others, and for the unity of the Spirit. The issue is bigger
than just Oinstitutionalism.O It has to do with attitudes toward authority
and the Bible.

C. Division occurs when fellowship is broken.

1. When people practice activities that others cannot, through
faith, engage in, and these practices are pushed upon the group, then
fellowship will be broken. There can be no joint participation.

2. Those who are concerned with the unity of the Spirit and with
the consciences of others will not try to push unnecessary activities upon
the group that they know others cannot accept by faith.

a. This is especially true when these practices are admittedly
non-essential. Why would brothers concerned with unity do this? Even if
they think they have Orights,O what kind of attitude pushes such issues to
the point of division? (cf. 1 Cor. 8:8-13)

b. For example, everyone agrees that we may collectively
sing without mechanical instruments in our worship to God. Even those
who accept instrumental music agree that it is not necessary. But they
will push the issue into the group so that unity cannot exist. Why?
Because they want it, not because they know that God wants it.
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D. Division has occurred among brethren over such issues as these:
instrumental music in worship, church support of missionary societies
and benevolent societies, church support of colleges, church financing of
social and recreational activities, and the building of social halls and
kitchens out of group funds. None of these things should have ever
become sources of division, as all would agree that these could be
handled without involving church funds. Once forced upon the group,
however, multiple divisions have occurred over the last several decades.
These issues involve respect for authority, respect for the unity of the
Spirit, and respect for the consciences of others.

III. What Can Be Done?
A. A return to scriptural authority is needed.

1. Authority for faith and practice. We have studied the need for
authority. We cannot provide this for ourselves. We need to get back to it
ourselves and stress the need (Prov. 14:12; Col. 3:17).

2. The teaching of authority. These principles of authority need
to be taught to every generation. If not, the next generation will take
further steps away from GodOs authority. Because of IsraelOs failure to
teach succeeding generations the importance of what God said, Othere
arose another generation ... who did not know the Lord, nor yet the work
which He had done for IsraelO (Judges 2:10). Could this happen in our
generation?

B. A return to proper attitudes is needed.

1. Attitudes toward the Bible. DonOt think that the only
difference between conservative churches of Christ and, say, the
Christian Church is that OtheyO use instruments and OweO donOt. The
difference is one of attitude toward Scripture. We need to view Scripture
as authoritative for everything, and not try to skirt on the edge of what is
guestionable. We must respect the silence of Scripture as well as honor
what is plainly taught by God (1 Cor. 4:6; Rom. 10:17).

2. Attitudes toward others. We also need to respect others. We
cannot Orun roughshodO over others simply because we have a selfish
desire to practice something. This will only lead to division.

C. A return to our mission is needed.

1. Our mission is spiritual, not social. It is easy to get sidetracked
with social and recreational issues. These, in turn, have caused division.
We need to remember that our mission is primarily spiritual (2 Cor. 10:3-
5; Eph. 6:12). If we keep our focus upon this, we minimize potential
problems.

2. Lift up the crucified Christ (John 12:32; 1 Cor. 1:18-2:2). If
we resort to other means to draw people in, then we have left our
foundations. LetOs be committed to emphasizing Christ and Him
crucified. If the message of the cross is not enough, nothing will be. All
we really have to offer is Jesus Christ and Him crucified.

Conclusion: Authority is not a light matter. We have demonstrated
throughout these studies the importance and need for authority from

God. We need to be content with what is plainly revealed in Scripture.

We need to make sure that what we believe and practice can be properly
found in GodOs word. We need to handle the Scriptures accurately and be
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committed to its truth. We are not the standard; GodOs word gives us the
standard. If we are wrong, then we need a willingness to change and
conform to what the Bible teaches. We need open hearts and minds,
ready to listen and accept the principles found throughout the Bible.

We hope these studies have been profitable. We may not have dealt
with every issue specifically, or answered every specific question one
might have, but we hope these principles can aid us in discerning right
from wrong (Heb. 5:14), and help us in seeking to please the Lord. If you
have any questions about anything taught, or believe that something has
been in error, please feel free to discuss this with me.

Doy Moyer; March 1996; revised March 2001
Questions for Lesson 13

1. Define apostasy.

2. Why does apostasy occur?

3. Is apostasy usually a quick or slow process? Why?

4. Where do apostate groups put their stress?

5. How is apostasy related to division?

6. How is division related to the issue of authority?

7. Why does do issues like instrumental music in worship and
OinstitutionalismO cause division?

8. What three things are not respected when people push unnecessary
issues to the point of division? Why do we say that these are not
being respected?

9. What can be done to deal with divisive issues? Can you think of
biblical principles to apply?

10. Have these studies been helpful? Why? What specifically have you
refined your own thinking about?
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