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WHAT IS THE “"FRUIT OF
REPENTANCE"?

Wayne Jackson

“When John the Baptist told the Jews that
they must bring forth ‘fruit’ worthy of repentance,
what did he mean by ‘fruit’ (Matthew 3:8)?"

There are three things to be taken into consider-
ation in answering this question. First: exactly what is
“repentance” ? Second: what is the significance of
the expression, “waorthy of” ? Third: what isimplied by
thephrase, “ bring forth fruit” ? Wewill examine each
of these items.

1. The Greek verb that is translated “repent” is
metanoeo. Literally, it means “after thought.” It sug-
gests the idea of thinking about a deed after the com-
mission of it. In the case of a sinful action, the idea
would be a retrospection of the act, and a subsequent
feeling of sorrow for having committed the sin.

That repentance involves more than mere “sor-
row” for the wrong act, however, is beyond dispute. It
likewise entails a resolve to cease the wrongful con-
duct, replacing it with godly living. J.H. Thayer com-
mented upon the term in the following fashion. He de-
clared that repentanceis:

the change of mind of those who have begun to abhor

their errors and misdeeds, and have determined to en-

ter upon abetter course of life, so that it embraces both
arecognition of sinand sorrow for it and hearty amend-
ment, the tokens and effects of which are good deeds

(Greek-English Lexicon of the New Testament,

Edinburgh: T.&T. Clark, 1958, p. 406).

Clearly repentance entails more than mere re-
morse for one's past conduct. On the day of Pentecost,
Peter charged the Jews in his audience to “repent”
(Acts 2:38). By his earlier message, however, already
they had been “pricked in their heart” (v. 37); obvi-
oudly, then, “repent” demanded more than mere re-

gret. It required a change of life.

Later on, Paul would write that “ godly sorrow
leads to repentance” (Il Corinthians 7:10). The re-
pentance of thistext, therefore, must be refor mation,
not mere grief over the act.

2. The expression “worthy of” (axios) origi-
nally had to do with objectsthat were of equal weight,
i.e., oneitem*“ corresponded to” another inweight. The
metaphorical use in the New Testament may be em-
ployed of things both good or bad. The onewho spends
histime and energiesin proclaiming the gospel is* wor -
thy of” support (Matthew 10:10; | Timothy 5:17-18),
i.e., asupport that iscommensurate with hislabor. The
person who commits a capital crime (e.g., murder) is
“worthy of” death (Acts 23:29; 25:11).

With reference to the issue at hand, the change
of life that is characteristic of repentance must corre-
spond to the gravity and nature of the offence. Other-
wise, there simply is no repentance.

3. Finaly, what is the actual “fruit” required in
genuinerepentance? Several factorsmust betakeninto
consideration.

Firgt, if the sin has been against another person
individually, amendment must be addressed to that per-
son. When David committed adultery with Bathsheba,
it isabsurd to conclude that his confession to Nathan,
“I have sinned against Jehovah” (1 Samuel 12:13),
would have exhausted the scope of his repentance.
Had he no responsibility to acknowledge the wrong to
Bathsheba, his partner in adultery?

Far too many peoplelabor under theillusion that
they can make a generic confession at a church ser-
vice, without ever making thingsright per sonally with
the victims of their sin. Much less, even, isit the case

(Continued on Page 4)
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Editorial...
THE PARSON’S NOSE!

Haveyou ever heard theterm, “ The Parson’s
Nose’?If you know what itis, please be patient with
uswhilewe define and explain it to the rest of our
readers. Firdt, let usdefinetheword“ Parson.” A gen-
erd definition of aparsonisan ordained sectarian de-
nominationa preacher (thisincludesRoman Catholic
priests) who possessall theauthority that the particu-
lar denomination of which heisamember appropri-
atestotheir clergymen. Second, we see no reason to
spend any time on defining theword “ nose,” for the
meaning of thewordisasobviousasthenoseonone's
face.

Some of these denominational preacherswere
s0 Hf-righteous, pompousand sanctimoniousthat they
looked down on others as not measuring up to their
level of holiness. They certainly did and do not grasp
themeaning, or at least, are not obedient to the gpostle
Paul when he said that Christians wereto “conde-
scend to men of low estate” (Romans 12:16). Con-
descending they areto certain people, but that isnot
what Paul meant in the preceding passage. They were
and are snobsin every since of theword. Thus, they
have a so been described aswalking around with their
“nosesintheair” or looking “down their noses’ at
others.

Recognizing the conceited attitude of such
preachersandlivinginan agrarian society that brought
theminto contact with domesticated animalsonadaily
basis, theordinary peopleof thetime compared these
spiritually haughty men of theclothwiththetail of the
dressed chicken. And, inthosedaysof plain, candid
and frank languagethis particular southern appendage
of anorthen bound chicken becameknownas“The
Parson’sNose.” Thereby the peopleshowed their fed-
ingsof contempt for these portentouscharacters. And,
guess what? To date no one has come up with any
better description of these puffed up fellows—some
of whom describe themselves as Gospel preachers.

A CASE IN POINT

We have areason for engaging in the previous
lessthan profound study of “TheParson’'sNose’. So
bear with us as we continue to develop our article.
We continue by cons dering asermon recently deliv-
ered inthe Mid-South.?

During aMississippi lectureship closeto Mem-
phis, Tennessee one of our younger preachersin his
sermon madelight of the Biblical doctrineof bringing
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forth fruit worthy of repentance. We are sure hedid
not mean to do such athing (at least we hope hedid
not meanto doit), however hedid sowhether he meant
todoit or not.

In hissermon he observed that Peter walked on
thewater to Jesus. And that he was ableto continue
walking onthewater until hetook hiseyesoff of our
Lord. Beholding thetroubled sea, Peter’sfaithin Christ
weakened and he began to sink beneath the waves.
As he sank into the water, Peter cried out to Jesus,
“Lord, save me.” At this point in his sermon this
younger preacher erroneously observed that when
Peter asked for the Lord’s assistance, Jesus did not
put hisfoot on Peter’shead and push him beneath the
waves, whileat thesametimetdling himto bring forth
fruit worthy of repentance (Matthew 14:26-33). How
out of placeaswell asout of character for aGospel
preacher to make such acrooked messout of amar-
velous, smply stated, and beautiful narrative.

MATTHEW 14:26-33 EXAMINED

L et us examine the passage in which Peter’s
walking onthewater isfound. Please notethefollow-
ing points derived therefrom. (1) The account was
emphasizing faith (confidence, trust) in Chrigt, not spe-
cificaly repentance. (2) Doesthisyounger magter, who
in hissermon madethe aforementioned foolish state-
ment noted in the previous paragraph, not know that
the Truth of God always harmonizeswith all other
Truth—including “bringingforth fruit worthy of re-
pentance’ ?(3) Furthermore, does he not know that
“bringing forth fruit worthy of repentance” isa
condition set out by God for al responsible personsto
meet in order to be saved by the Gospel of Christ
(Romans 1:16; Acts2:38; Acts17;30)? (4) Didthis
younger preacher not redizethat by implication hewas
making fun of and mocking the preaching of the grest
forerunner of the Chrigt, Johnthelmmerser? (5) If this
learned younger man had takenthetime, excluding any
bias, to sudy thetext, hemay haveredizedthat Peter’s
cry to Jesusfor salvation from drowning was clear
evidenceto anyonewho can seethrough aladder that
Peter had turned from the course of action that
caused his faith to waver and had turned to the
Lordfor help. If Peter’saction of turning to Jesusfor
his salvation does not evidence his“bringing forth
fruit worthy of repentance”, pray tell what doesit
evidence?

Wedo not hesitateto affirm thefollowing propo-
sition: “The Scriptures teach that when Peter was
sinking into the water because of his lack of faith
in Christ that he brought forth fruit worthy of re-
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pentance when he turned to the Lord and cried
out,‘Lord, saveme.”” Wewill gladly signtheaffir-
mative. Whoisit that will Signto negatethe previous
proposition? Surely, our learned younger preacher will
not say that Peter was saved by faith only. How sad
itisthat thisyounger preacher wasso fervently intent
on poking some brother inthe eyewith asharp stick
that he actualy taught adoctrinethat impliesthat Pe-
ter was saved by faith only. His preaching certainly
does not reflect the Bible knowledge, thinking and
preaching that restored the Lord’schurch. And, itis
not thekind of preaching that will keep it aliveand
well asthe L ord definesthosetermsand gppliesthem
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toHischurch.

Maybe, if thisyounger sprout had restrained him-
self from slapping at others (of course we are sure
that in hismind they werelove daps) and had taken
moretime studying and thinking about thetext, he
would not have sunk into hisown self-serving seaof
arrogance and vindictiveness. If anyone needsto set
hisheart on Jesusastherightly divided Word of God
instructsussoto do, itisthisyounger brother.

Furthermore, we wonder if any of hisformer
teachersand present colleagueswho heard him twist
this Scriptural account to hisown personal benefit,
attempted to correct himin hismisuseand abuse of it.
Or, isit possible that they were so inwardly happy
with hisunloving “dig” at another brother that they
could only smile at one another when this* parson
nosed” preacher made his erroneous point? But, we
supposethat such istoo muchto hopefor with some-
onewho, along with those who support such chica-
nery, consider themsaveson amuch higher and supe-
rior plainthan their rude, crude and “ untouchable”
brethren. Aswe closewe urge our readersnot tofor-
get “The Parson’'sNose” aswell as, and especially,
the snooty charactersto whomit ismost accurately
appended.

Thissad and inexcusabl e event reminds me of
what ayoung woman said in aBible classwewere
teaching. Shewasrelating adiscussion shehad with

another person about a Bible subject. The young
woman confessed that in thediscussion shereached a
point where shedid not know what to say in answer
to aquestion put to her by the person with whom she
was having the discussion. Shereported to the class
that since shedid not know what to say, “1 just kept
ontalking.” And, evidently the preacher of our narra-
tive should have zipped hislips, rather than “kept on
talking”; thereby twisting the Scripturesandin sodo-
ing oppose oneof God'sconditionsregarding salva
tion.

Yes, thereisatimefor silence. And, it seemsto
usthat weread an articlewritten not long ago about a
time for silence. However, we suggest that some
people are silent when the Bible demandsthat they
speak up and out. Then, there are those who speak
up and out when they should shut up—especidly those
who arewilling to twist the Scripturesto accomplish
their on prejudiced ends. Shameon thisyounger man
and may he, aswell asothersof hisspiritual demeanor,
get their nosesback injoint.

ENDNOTES

1. Please see “self-righteous Sally’s’ nose in the cartoon on
p.19 for agood depiction of the “ The Parson’s Nose.”

2.Barry Grider preached this sermon at the 2005 Power Lec-
tures, Southaven, Mississippi on Tuesday, August 2 at 9:00a.m. In
atelephone call hemadeto Dub M cClish, Grider confessed that he
had McClish and otherslike himin mind when heused theillustra-
tion of Jesus pushing Peter under the water and saying what Grider
had him say.

—PDavid P. Brown, Editor

WHAT IS THE FRUIT OF REPENTANCE?

(CONTINUED FROM PAGE 1)

that one may secretly “repent” of a sin, and subse-
guently, deny that the transgression ever was commit-
ted! Strange indeed is the meaning of “repentance” in
such aperson’s spiritual lexicon.

Second, whenever such is possible, an attempt at
restitution should be made. There are a number of
Old Testament passages that make clear this point (see
Exodus 22:1ff; cf. Luke 19:8b). Though weare not bound
by the specifics of Mosaic legidation, the principleis
important nonethel ess.

In the case of a murder, the destroyed life can
never be restored, but the murderer might be able, to
the best of his ability, help support the widow and/or
the children of his victim. If one has stolen money, it
should be repaid to the extent of hisability. If abanker
has embezzled amillion dollarsfrom thefinancial insti-
tution for which he hasworked, he might never be able
to repay that entire sum, but he should attempt to do
what he can. If a person declares bankruptcy, he is

4

morally obligated to repay his creditors (asmuch asis
feasible).

Oneisnot permitted to enjoy thefruit of hiscrime/
sin. Of course it is always possible that the victim of
the abuse might “forgive” the debt (Matthew 18:27),
but the sinner must never take that for granted. One
must never reason, “Because | cannot repair all my
sins, | will make no attempt to remedy any of them.”

The conscientious Bible student isforced to con-
clude that any “repentance,” without the full compli-
ment of elements that define that term, is no “repen-
tance” at all.

— Used by permission.

Christian Courier Publications

7809 N. Pershing Avenue

Sockton, CA 95207

http: //www.christiancourier.con/questions/
fruitOfRepentance.htm
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DO YOU KNOW YOUR LEADER?

Tim Kidwell

Recently thispublication, Contending for the
Faith, hasbeeninvolvedinexposing someindividu-
alswho desireto maketheir own doctrine concern-
ing marriage, divorceand remarriage public. Those
of uswho have opposed their “binding” have been
accused of causing divisoninthechurch. Thisisnot
thefirst timetherighteous have been accused of be-
ing thetroublemakers (I Kings18:17).

Back inthe summer of 2003, Stan Crowley,
who isleading the charge with new definitionsand
applications, stated in front of meand two other men
fromthe Buda/Kyle, Texas congregation that what
he believed on thetopic of marriage, divorceand re-
marriage wasworth splitting the church. Healmost
succeeded in doing just that. Two years|ater, sum-
mer of 2005, those who support Stan Crowley and
his strange sounds are accusi ng those who oppose
their bindingsasbeing the oneswho arecausing divi-
soninthechurch.

Even if we were to agree with brother
Crowley’sconclusions his past conduct has not
been exemplary of aChrigtian. Hisdivisvebehav-
ior brought reproach upon himself andtheLord's
church at BudalKyle. Thiswasnot aprivate mat-
ter. Hissoul will remaininjeopardy until heiswill-
ing to humble himsdlf, repent, and ask forgiveness
for hissinful behavior.

Therefore, our actionsmust becons stent with
trying to cause himto be ashamed so that his soul
might be saved. Until such timethat herepents, |
will continueto admonishhimasabrother (11 Thess.
3:14-15). | love Stan and am praying for hisand
the misguided soulshe hasinfluenced.

TimKidwel Minister/Elder
Buda/Kylechurch of Christ
Buda, Texas

A NOTE OF APPRECIATION

For the past fiveyears| have sufferedfroma
condition known as Spasmodic Dysphonia. The
majority of doctors agreethat itisanincurable
condition that only worsenswith time. But, one
doctor inLosAngles, Californiahas been report-
ing curesfor over thirty years. By theloveand gen-
erosity of my brethren, morethan enough money
was contributed to afund to makeit possiblefor
meto recelvetreatment fromthisphysician. Please
do not send any moremoney! Extrafundsthat have
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already been collected will beusedto financeamis-
siontripto Guyana, South America, which | will be
takinginJuly-August.

| am not cured, but the doctor saysthat my prog-
nosisfor afull recovery isexcdlent. Thetimeframefor
recovery isunpredictable. Inthe meantimel must con-
tinuewith thevoiceexercises| learned while at the
clinic. However, my voiceismuchimproved. A sample
of my voice can be heard on thefollowing website:
http://home.satx.rr.com/ktownsend/Tim_Kidwell/.

May God bless each and everyone who hel ped
to makeit possiblefor meto continue preaching the
gospel of our Lord and Savior, JesusChrist. Hiscare
for meviamy brothersand sistersin Christ hasbeen
overwhelmingand humbling.

—3650 Jack C.Hayes Trail
Buda, TX 78610

Practical Lessons From Second Peter
Third Annual New BraunfelsLectures

October 1-2, 2005

Hosted by...
The Church of Christ at New Braunfels
meeting at 1130 Hwy. 306
1.5 miles west of IH 35, New Braunfels, Texas

Saturday, October 1, 2005

9:00 am Like Precious Faith & Precious
Promises (1:1-4)
Christian Virtues (1:5-11)
Misunderstood Bible Passage
Luncheon
Sure Word (1:12-21)

False Teachers (2:1-19)
The Tragedy of Falling Away
(2:20-22)
3:45 pm Questions & Answers

Sunday, October 2, 2005
9:30am The Day of the Lord (3:1-10)
10:30 am Christian Conduct (3:11-14)
Lunch Break
5:00 pm Ignorance vs. Knowledge (3:15-18) Lester Kamp
6:00 pm Lessons from the Life of Peter Tom Wacaster

Lynn Parker
Jerry Brewer
Tim Kidwell

10:00 am
11:00 am
12:00 pm
Dub McClish
Michael Light

1:00 pm
2:00 pm
3:00 pm

Jerry Brewer
Panel

Tom Wacaster
Lester Kamp

RV connections available
For more information call (830) 625-9367 or
(830) 639-4234 Email: lynn@lynnparker.net



EXAMINING ANOTHER FALSE
DOCTRINE ON MARRIAGE, DIVORCE
AND REMARRIAGE

David P. Brown

[We originally printed the following articlein our April 2004 issue of CFTF. Except for the name Everett Chambers, and
although it was obvious we had at least another person in mind in thisarticle, we did not print the name of the person who
holds the false view on marriage, divorce and remarriage that is examined and exposed in the article. However, with the
recent unhappy events at Apologetics Press, we have decided to rerun the article and name the other person we had in
mind when we wrote it. That person is none other than Dave Miller, the Interim Executive Director of AP.

If it isthe case that Miller has repented of the false doctrine refuted in the following article, he has been exceedingly quite
about it. Whatever the case with him, he can speak up and out and let all know: (1) if he has ever believed the doctrine as
we have revealed and refuted it in thisarticle; (2) if he believes a variation(s) of what we have examined in the article; (3)
if there are any mistakes in the article regarding what he believes on this subject and he can call our attention to it as well
and wewill correct it; (4) if he has repented of it we will gladly publicize that fact so as many people as possible may know
that he no longer believesthe doctrine; (5) or, he cantell usif he continuesto believe thisfal se doctrine on MDR . Whatever
the case with him regarding this matter, he can set the record straight. And, why would anyone not desire to do that? —

Editor]

We are being told by somethat God will not join
together a man and a woman who are authorized by
the New Testament to contract a Matthew 19:6 mar-
riage and who intend marriage if one or both of them
have a motive for marriage that is less than the ideal
motive set out in the New Testament. Furthermore,
weare being told that even though one or both persons
have professed and declared publicly in accordance
with all scriptural obligatory and expedient cussomsand
laws applicable to being married, that after the fact,
admission is made that one or both lied in his or her
public vows, promises and declarations pertaining to
marriage, that God never joined them together in a
Matthew 19:6 marriage. Thus, they may obtain acivil
divorce and one or both, asthe case may be, are scrip-
turaly eligible to contract a Matthew 19:6 marriage
with anyoneelsewhoisscripturally qualified to marry.
Thisarticlewill study these mattersin thelight of what
the Bibleteacheson marriage, divorce and remarriage.

CONSIDER THE
FOLLOWING NARRATION

(2) If it is the case that the Bible teaches that a
certain motive must be behind an eligible person’sin-
tention to contract a Matthew 19:6 marriage in order
for the marriage to be readlized;

(2) And, if it isthe case that each person intend-
ing marriage to one another declared that motive in
the vows and promises to each other and God before
witnesses in the public marriage ceremony;

(3) And, if it is the case that according to said
persons’ declaration of their intention to marry, which
intention is based upon said mative, that each one de-
clared to each other and to God before witnesses in
the vows and promises of said ceremony, they are,
therefore, pronounced to be husband and wife.

(4) Then, asfar as the witnesses to the marriage

ceremony are concerned, it is the case that God joined
them in aMatthew 19:6 marriage when they were pro-
nounced to be husband and wife.

(5) Then, it is aso the case that all others must
accept said two persons to be in a Matthew 19:6 God
joined marriage.

(6) However, if it is the case at a later date fol-
lowing the marriage ceremony of said persons, said
persons confessed that they lied to man and God in the
marriage ceremony regarding their motive behind their
intention to marry each other.

(7) Itisalso the casethat the question arises asto
whether said persons were telling the truth when they
stated their vows and made their promisesto each other
and to God before witnessesin the marriage ceremony
and were, thus, pronounced to be husband and wife; or,
are said persons telling the truth after the fact when
said personsdeclarethey lied in their vowsand soonin
the marriage ceremony and thus God did not join them
together according to Matthew 19:67,

(8) It isaso the case that said two personslied at
onetime or the other.

(9) And, since it is the case that those who wit-
nessed the vows and promises of said two persons made
to one another and God by which said persons publicly
declared their resolveto enter into aMatthew 19:6 God
joined marriage;

(10) Then it is the case that the safe and scrip-
tural ground for all othersregarding said two personsis
to view said two persons as being in a Matthew 19:6
marriage.

(11) To do otherwise it would be the case that
other people must take the word of two proven liars
that they did not mean what they said to one another
and to God in the marriage ceremony;

(12) And whether or not God joined said two per-
sonsinaMatthew 19:6 God joined marriage at thetime
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of the marriage ceremony when they were pronounced
to be husband and wifeisirrelevant.

(13) In such acase it isirrelevant, because it is
impossibleto prove when said two personsweretelling
the truth;

(14) And, since we are obligated to “prove all
things” and “hold fast that which is good” (I
Thessalonians5:21);

(15) And, sinceit isthe case that thereis no way
to prove when said persons were telling the truth;

(16) Then, it is the case that it is better to con-
sider said personsin a Matthew 19:6 God joined mar-
riage and responsibleto al therestrictionsand liberties
thereof, than to believe their second story which we
know is given to us for the purpose of seeking to get
out of amarriage relationship without the Matthew 19:9
restrictions.

(17) And, itisalso the case that men can get them-
selvesinto great big messes by their sin.

(18) Then, it is also the case that the sins (espe-
cialy inintimate matters such as areinvolved in mar-
riage, divorce and remarriage) can be of such anature
that others cannot determine the truthfulness and ve-
racity of those entangled in the sinful web of their own
design and making.

(19) Please remember, “ ...theway of thetrans-
gressor is hard” (Proverbs 13:15).

A CASE IN POINT

(2) If itisthe case prior to the marriage ceremony
Everett Chambers and Jane Doe intended to marry
with the motive of gaining entrance into the United
States;

(2) And, if itisthe casethat prior to the marriage
ceremony Everett and Jane intended to terminate their
marriage before either one died;

(3) And, if it isthe case that Everett and Janelied
in the marriage ceremony when they declared their in-
tention to live together in marriage until death parts
them,

(4) And, if it is the case following the marriage
ceremony as well as Everett and Jan€'s entrance into
the United States that they terminated their marriage
withacivil divorce;

(5) Then, it isthe case following the termination
of their marriage with a civil divorce as well as enter-
ing the United States that Everett and Jane are autho-
rized to contract aMatthew 19:6 marriage with anyone
else who is authorized by the New Testament to con-
tract said marriage.

(6) Itisalsothe casethat the question arises asto
how anyone el se can determinethat points 1-5 aretrue;

(7) And, itisalso the casethat otherswill haveto
take the word of one regarding the dissolution of a
marriage when the same one admits that he has lied
regarding the formation of a marriage.
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(8) And, it is aso then the case that the question
arisesasto how Christiansareto apply | Thessalonians
5:21 to such a case whereby they can come up with a
scriptural answer that would allow them to abide by
Colossians 3:17 intheir dealing with said matter.

CONSIDER THE FOLLOWING
POSSIBLE SCENARIO

(D) If it isthe case that one person intended mar-
riage for life and the other person did not;

(2) And, if it isthe case that the person who did
not intend marriagefor lifelied to the prospective spouse
and everyone else previousto and during the marriage
ceremony;

(3) And, if it isthe case that after atime the liar
declared that there never was a Matthew 19:6 God-
joined marriage because he/she never intended before
the marriage ceremony to be married till death ended
the marriage;

(4) And, if itisthe case, if one person’sintention
voidstheintention of the other person;

(5) Then, it isthe case that the question arises as
to which person’s intention takes precedence over the
other?

(6) For, it isthe case if one person intended pre-
ceding the marriage ceremony to be married for life
and if, preceding said ceremony, the other person did
not (but lied and said that he/she did intend marriagetill
death ended it), one of said person’s intentions will
take precedence over the other in canceling the con-
trary one out.

(7) Practically, concerning point 6, we will give
the reader three guesses, with the last two guesses not
counting, as to which person’s intent will take prece-
dence over the other.

IS HE IN OR OUT?

Let us see how this kind of reasoning works in
another contractual relationship.

1. If it isthe case that Everett intends to join the
army;
2. And, if itisthe case that Everett must agreeto
three years of service in the army in order for him to
jointhearmy;

3. And, if it is the case that Everett’s intention
beforejoining isto leave the army when he getsready;

4. And, if it isthe case that the army’s intention
before Everett joins the army is that he will remainin
the army for three years;

5. And, if it isthe case that Everett lied when he
signed the documents of hisinduction into thearmy for
three years,

6. And, if it is the case that Everett’s intention
takes precedence over the army’s intention;

7. Then, it is the case that Everett never was le-
galy inthey army.



8. And, it is aso the case that Everett is not le-
gally bound to servein the army for three years.

9. And, if it is the case that after six months of
service“inthearmy” it suitsEverett to “leave thearmy”
inwhich hewas never legally involved;

10. Then, itisthe casethat, regardless of thetime
element stipulated in the agreement Everett made with
the Army prior to entering it, the army islegally obli-
gated to honor hisintention to leavewhen hedesiresto
do so because he was never legaly in the army in the
first place.

If the intention not to be married for life and en-
gaging in lying in the marriage ceremony means that
God will not join two persons who are authorized by
the New Testament to marry in a Matthew 19:6 mar-
riage, why would it not work the same way in joining
thearmy for aperiod of timelessthan that stipulated in
thelegal agreement made with thearmy and then lying
about it when one sighed the agreement?

When two people have vowed before and to God,
one another, and the witnesses to the marriage cer-
emony, that they are marrying one another, what are
people to believe? However, some time later the two
declare that before the marriage ceremony they really
never intended marriagefor life, sotherefore, God never
joined them together inaMatthew 19:6 marriage. Thus,
they reason that they can obtain acivil divorceand are
scripturaly free to contract a Matthew 19:6 marriage.

OLD TESTAMENT ACCOUNTS

Let ustake alook at some other examples. In the
dayswhen Godtolerated polygamy, Jacob married Leah
thinking he was marrying Rachel. Although it was af -
ter the fact, Jacob learned of and agreed to his father-
in-law Laban’sterms for marriage to Rachel. Accord-
ing to their custom, the terms of the marriage contract
stipulated that Leah must marry before Rachel. After
the fact and upon being informed by L aban of the con-
ditions for marrying Rachel, Jacob intended marriage
for Leah. But why did he remain in the marriage to
Leah? The answer: his motive for remaining in the
marriage with Leah was so that he could marry Rachel.

In the preceding account written for our learning
(Romans 15:4), we may deduce something else per-
taining to marriage. Please consider the facts of the
matter.

(2) Originally Jacob intended marriageto Rachel.

(2) After hismarriageto Leah, Jacob learned from
L aban of the custom that the older daughter must marry
before the younger daughter may marry.

(3) After the fact Jacob agrees to the terms of
the marriage contract.

(4) Jacob receives Rachel as his wife.

Fromthishiblical account welearn that one proper
motive for marriage can be to meet certain require-
ments in order to attain a desired end—such as enter-
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ing into the U.S. Please note that while the scripture
reveals Jacob's great love for Rachel, such isnot said
of his disposition of heart toward Leah. The contrac-
tual aspect of marriage is what is herein empha-
sized. Thus, Jacob was as married to Leah as he was
to Rachel. And, there is nothing in the scriptures that
revealsthat Jacob failed to perform hisresponsibilities
as a husband to Leah.

A MODERN DAY EXAMPLE

If it is argued that such Old Testament accounts
where polygamy wastol erated are not proper examples
regarding the correct motivesfor marriage, please con-
sider the following scenario. Surely we recognize that
over the yearsit has happened time and again.

(1) A man and awoman commit fornication.

(2) The woman becomes pregnant out of wed-
lock.

(3) Because marriageis/was held in high esteem,
acommon option availablefor the couple to honorably
correct such aproblem (especially many years ago) is/
was for the man and the woman to marry.

(4) In many such casesif there had been no preg-
nancy the man and the woman may have never con-
sidered marriage to one ancther.

(5) But, for the sake of all involved, and espe-
cially themother and child, marriage was proposed and
realized.

(6) Question: Did said man and woman intend
to marry? Answer, Yes.

(7) Wasthe mative for their marriage necessarily
their love for one another and the baby, or was it an
obligation they believed they had to one another be-
cause of the pregnancy caused by their fornication with
each other? Answer: The motive for their marriage
could betheir love for and duty to one another and the
baby. But, it could also beonly out of asense of duty to
one another and the baby.

(8) Thus, said two people contracted a marriage
out of a sense of duty.

(9) And, in thismanner Jacob’smarriageto Leah
isparalld to the previous enumerated modern day mat-
ter that lead to marriage—Jacob’s maotive for marry-
ing Leah was to be able to marry Rachel.

(10) Will those who say because the motive for
such a marriage in the case of the two persons who
committed fornication was | ess than what it should be,
that the marriage was not aMatthew 19:6, “ God-joined”
marriage?

Let us suppose that some time later the man in
our preceding narrative declares that since his motive
to marry was simply one of duty to the woman and
child, that, therefore, God did not join him to thewoman
in a God-joined Matthew 19:6 marriage because his
motive was one of duty and not love. Therefore, he
obtains a civil divorce to make everything legal. He
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then declares himself to have never been in aMatthew
19:6 marriage. Hence, he declares himself to be autho-
rized by the New Testament to contract amarriagewith
anyone elsewhoiseligible for marriage. Who believes
such aview and conduct of the man in our story to be
authorized by the New Testament?

Does the Bible teach that persons who are li-
gible for marriage and intend to be married must fully
understand God' steaching on every aspect of marriage,
divorce and remarriage before God will join them to-
gether to be husband and wife? If the answer is“yes,”
then how isit possiblefor atheists, Buddhists, Muslims,
Hindus, and theliketo bein aMatthew 19:6 God joined
marriage? Surely the Bible does not teach that only
Christianswho are correctly informed about marriage,
divorce and remarriage (and many of them are not at
the time of their marriage as informed as they should
be) are authorized by God to contract a“God joined,”
Matthew 19:6 marriage. Indeed, marriage is not a
church ordinance.

Please consider thefollowing “true” /“false” state-
ment.

T F All other things being scripturally equal, if
aman and a woman intend to marry each other with
any other motive than their love for one another, God
will not join them together as husband and wife (aMat-
thew 19:6 marriage).

| certainly will not answer “true’ to theforegoing
statement in the last paragraph. The reason being that
one'smotivefor entering into ascriptural marriage does
not necessarily alter or nullify one'sintent to enter into
aMatthew 19:6 marriage contract that each person has
legally and publicly declared themselvesto be entering.

The same would be true regarding one person’s
wrong intention taking precedence over theright inten-
tion of the other person. When two people who are
authorized to contract a Matthew 19:6 marriage pub-
licly declare themselves by their vowsto God, one an-
other and before the witnesses at the marriage cer-
emony to be husband and wife, that iswhat they are. I
one or both of the parties at alater date state they were
lying at the time of the ceremony, then one or both of
them as the case may be should be held suspect. Isone
or were both of them lying after the fact or were one or
both of them lying when the vows were taken in the
marriage ceremony? All anyone can safely do is hold
him or her to the vows they made in the marriage
ceremony and treat them accordingly.

CONSIDER THE
FOLLOWING SITUATION
(1) Everett desires to enter the United States.
(2) Everett knows he can only gain entrance into
the United States if heis married.
(3) Everett meets Jane and for a time courts her
with the intent to marry her, his motive being to gain
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entrance into the U.S.

(4) Everett intends to divorce Jane after gaining
entrance into the U.S.

(5) Jane loves Everett and knows nothing of his
motive for marrying her or his intent to divorce her
after they have gained entrance into the U.S.

(6) Inthemarriage ceremony they professto each
other, God, the state and to the witnesses that they
intend to marry until death partsthem.

(7)Everettliesto al involved in the marriage cer-
emony.

(8) From the time of the marriage ceremony un-
til thetimeit takesto get into the United States Everett
changes his mind and decides to remain with Jane as
her husband and she his wife.

(9) AreEverett and Janein aMatthew 19:6 God-
joined marriage?

(10) Did such“marriage” becomeaMatthew 19:6
marriage when they are declared to be married at the
ceremony or when their motives change.

CONCLUSION

The only way Jane or any other human could
think of and treat Everett and Jane' srel ationship would
be that it was a marriage according to Matthew 19:6
and had been since the ceremony in the foreign coun-
try. How could it betreated otherwise? And, if Everett
some years later, decided to divorce Jane on the basis
of the fact that he lied in the ceremony because his
intent was not to enter amarriage that would only end
in death, should one believe him at thetime of the mar-
riage ceremony or at the later time when he declared
otherwise? The only thing that would matter would be
what was officialy done and the vows that were pub-
licly made before witnesses that the marriage would
last till death ended it. The rest would have to be left
up to God.

The preceding conclusion is based on abiblical,
common sense approach. To do otherwise is to get
into a mess the confusion of which makes the misun-
derstanding among the people following the destruc-
tion of the Tower of Babel paleinto insignificance.
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Dave Miller’s Position on Re-evaluation and
Reaffirmation of Elders Preached By Him at the Brown
Trail Church Building on the Morning of April 8, 1990

[ Because of the various differing and contradictory reports about what Dave Miller believes or does not believe as
the case may be regarding the re-evaluation and reaffirmation of elders, we have decided for Miller to speak for himself.
If he has repented of the beliefs that he taught in the following sermon, we have heard nothing about it.

Miller may (asdid the Brown Trail Church of Christ elders) try to sidestep hisdoctrinal error. The Brown Trail elders
and their preacher Maxie Boren declared that they did no sinin practicing the re-evaluation and reaffirmation of elders.
They said they did not sin because their approach was only a method that was used to appoint elders and to make sure that
those serving as elders continued to be scripturally qualified to serve in that capacity. Their conclusion, published by them
some months ago, was that they made a poor choice in using that method and that they would not do it again. Their
statement does not confess the fact that they committed sin and placed the authority of godly elders into the hands of a
commitee of preachers and the congregation. Thus, they have not repented of their error.

Much of Miller’s sermon is scriptural—but the part of it that deals with the re-eval uation and reaffirmation of elders
istoxic to the church of our Lord. Thisis the case because of what we have pointed out in the previous paragraph.

In the following sermon it will be noted that Miller articulates well what he believed (at least at that time) on there-
evaluation and reaffirmation of elders. And, again we hope that he will not follow the bad example of the Brown Trail
elders in denying that they sinned in their practice of the re-evaluation and reaffirmation of elders. Miller, therefore,
cannot logically say that this matter fallsinto the area of options (choosing an aid that helps us get done the quickest and
best way possible what God obligates usto do). Remember, as noted earlier, the Brown Trail eldersrecently said that they,
their preacher Maxie Boren and Dave Miller only made and unwise choice in picking the option they used and, therefore,
they would not do it again. But thisis not is not at all what they actually did. (It is interesting to note that prior to Dan
Flournoy coming to B.T. the elders promised himthat they would not practice the re-evaluation and reaffirmation of elders
again, but they did). What these men did was to advocate, teach and put into practice a doctrine that undermined the
authority that God only places into the hands of scripturally qualified elders. This false doctrine does not simply provide
a method whereby member s of the church can propose the names of men whom they consider to be scripturally qualified to
serve as elders of the church. It allows for any decision made by the elders (no matter how scriptural) to be challenged by
the congregation if they do not like the decision the elders made. In such a situation the elders do not have the final “ say-
s0” in optional matters. However, the Bible says they do (Hebrews 13:7, 17). Thus, as Miller well knows, “ any doctrine
that implies a false doctrineisitself false.” Miller’s doctrine on re-evaluation and reaffirmation of eldersimplies that the
church does not have to submit to the scriptural decisions made by scripturally qualified elders doing the scriptural work
of elders. Therefore, Miller’sdoctrine, ashe so well setsit out in the following sermon, iserror. And to practiceit asheand
the Brown Trail elders along with Maxie Boren did, is to commit sin (1 John 3:4). Thus, what they did was not simply to
chose and engage in an unwise method, but they embraced, advocated and practiced a false doctrine the design and
impact of which on the Lord’s church, if practiced consistently by the churches, will turn the church into a democracy and
not a monarchy. Thus, this key element in the divine organization of the church would be destroyed.

Let all clearly understand that whether others can seethiserror or not, we can seeit, and we will not be quite about
it or be silenced concerning naming and exposing those who advocate and practice it. Those who have taught and
practiced the doctrine as set out by Miller in his sermon ought to repent, confess their sins, and ask the church to pray for
them—thisincludes Dave Miller,Frank Chesser, Apologetics Press, et al. notwithstanding. Thisisthe way that isright and
cannot be wrong because it is exactly what the Bible teaches concerning brethren being forgiven of their sins. Indeed, this
is“ piloting the strait” with only the Lord’s authoritative word as our infallible compass and chart to guide us over the
tempestuous seas of life to our eternal haven of rest (Colossians 3:17; John 12:48).-Editor]

A statement was made by our elders several months
ago concerning their determination to give this congre-
gation an opportunity to make adjustmentsin the leader-
ship of this church in the future. Their discussion of this
matter have persisted over the last few months. Plans
were made several weeks ago more concretely and they
asked me to present them with some information that
would assist them in carrying out this objective. They
then appointed a committee composed of the preacher
of this congregation, that is Johnnie Ramsey, Don
Simpson, Gary Fallisand myself. Maxie Boren has an
opportunity to haveinput on this committee, but is out of
touch and out of town so much that his participation will
probably be rather minimal. And so in formulating this
committee, as well as a number of guidelines that were
discussed by the committee, we submitted to the elder-
ship for their approval. A system has been set in place
by which current elders might be evaluated and ad-
ditional elders might be added to the body of elders

10

(Bolded—Editor).

It is my task this morning to introduce you to this
program aswell asto address aparticular Biblical matter
that in my opinion needs to be addressed. Let’s begin by
asking ourselves this question: Since we are people of
the book, and we believe that whatever we do in religion
and life must be authorized and guided by the Word of
God—what does the Bible say about the selection of €l-
ders. We are aware of the fact that in 1 Timothy 3 and
Titus 1 and Acts chapter 20 and 1 Peter chapter 5 and
other passages describe to usafunction within the church,
the body of Christ, known as elders, or shepherds or
bishops or pastors, that thisis to be a plurality, a group
of men, never do we find in the New Testament one
bishop, on shepherd, one elder, ruling over a congrega-
tion, but there is always two or more, aplurality, and that
isvery clearly taught in the scriptures. But how are these
men to be appointed? We find the list of qualifications
that they must meet in order to operatein thisfunctionin
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this capacity. But by what means, by what process, by
what procedure are they to be selected and placed into
that function? The Bible is largely silent on this matter.
However, the Bible has a great deal more to say about
that matter than most perhaps members of the church
realize. And whilethe details, the specifics of such apro-
cedure are not spelled out, some fundamental principles
and guidelines are. And it isto those that | would liketo
direct you attention.

Let’s begin in first, rather in Titus chapter 1, the
first chapter of Titus where we find perhaps the most
explicit illusion to the selection of elders. Contextually
Titusisayoung evangelist, who among other things has
been working among churches of Christ which were
situated on theisland of Crete. And as part of his respon-
sibilities in preaching and teaching amid those churches
was Paul’s statement in Titus chapter 1.5, did | say verse
six, verse 5. Paul says to Titus,

my own son after thecommon faith, gracemercy and

peacefrom God theFather and theL ord JesusChrist

our Savior, for thiscause| left theein Crete. That
thou should set in order thethingsthat arewanting
and ordain elder sin every city asl had appointed thee.

Now, if that is al that we had in the New Testament
concerning the appointing and selection of elders, we
might get the idea that an inspired apostle was authoriz-
ing an evangelist, a preacher to go into local congrega-
tionsto look over the situation and make personal judg-
ments about who should serve as elders and therefore
wewould have Titusgoingin and saying O.K., Bro. Jones,
Bro. McGilicutty and Bro. Smith, you're going to the
elders of this congregation. There are members of the
churches of Christ who have so interpreted this passage
and thus have given rise to the doctrine of evangelistic
authority. Most prominent among our black brethren, and
they actually teach and practice theideathat the preacher
is not under the elders. That he in fact, if anything pre-
sides over the elders, and is to make judgments concern-
ing their selection. | do not find thisto be the teaching of
this passage or any other passage. Turn with me now to
Acts chapter 6, and we'll look at evidence that indeed
proves that point. The context of Acts chapter 6 is the
selection of some of the leaders within a local church.
Granted this is not a context in which elders are being
selected, but again if we are people of the book, if weare
going to be guided by New Testament principles, we
must go to those passages that give us any sort of in-
sight on a selection process, by which functions and
capacities within the church might be fulfilled. And this
isreally the only passagein al of the Bible that gives us
that information. Contextually, the church of Christ is
located in the city of Jerusalem. Populating that congre-
gation are Jews and Jews only. There have been no Gen-
tile converts added to the church at this point in time.
But within this group of Jewish Christiansisaculturaly
diverse situation. That is, you have Jews, who are Ara-
maic, who are Hebrew Jews and their background is
Hebrew—they speak Hebrew or Aramaic—a Semiticdia-
lect. But there are some other Jews in this congregation
who did not grow up under that sort of a Hebrew back-
ground, but rather grew up in the Roman Empire and in
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particular areas that were heavenly Greecanized. They
are what's known in history as Hellenistic Jews—they
have been cultured, inculturated in a Greek setting. They
don’t even speak Hebrew, in many cases. They speak
Greek. But both groups have a strongly Old Testament
background. Now here are these two culturally different
groups of people, even though we would see them the
same, they are Jews, and they are not getting along with
each other. And they begin fussing toward one another
because some of the specific responsibilities that need to
be taken care of in the church were being neglected—
specifically thewidowswere being neglected in the daily
distribution of food and other needs, for these older
women, members of the church. The apostles, thisis a
young church that hasn’'t had a chance to appoint elders
yet, and so the apostles which established the church in
Acts chapter 2 in this location are concerned about these
disturbances that are arising. They need to give them-
selves continually and consistently and persistently to the
preaching of theword, to prayer, to advancing the church
in terms of causing the church to grow in spreading the
Gospel around the Empire and so it seems to me that
what we have here is the very beginnings of what would
ultimately be set completely in order with the writings of
such letters as Timothy and Titus, although keep in mind
that the contents of Timothy and Titus though they ap-
pear in written form, laid down in the first century that
information was available and operative to Christians
wherever inspired men spoke. But it seems to me that
what we have hereis essentiallty the designation of what
we refer to as deacons. In fact the term, a form of the
term deacon occursthreetimesin these verses. But rather
than argue whether that is who is being appointed, let’s
simply notethat hereisan inspired selection processgiven
by the inspired apostles. And what is that process? Verse
3, “Brethren (that isyou members of the church at Jerusa-
lem), you are to look out from among yourselves seven
men of honest report, full of the Holy Spirit and wis-
dom.” Now isn’t that clear? It is the people who do the
looking out from among themselves. But they are to not
simply look among themselvesand say “Well, | like brother
So and So, he's aredlly good fellow, | think he's a nice
man.” No, you are to look out from among yourselves
men who fit certain qualifications. In this case, we are
given three qualifications for this group of men and as
said 1 Timothy 3 and Titus 1 and other passages give us
ahost of other qualifications but there are the two funda-
mental Biblical New Testament guidelinesfor making se-
lection of capacities within the church of Christ. The
people are to look out from among themselves and they
are to make those sel ections based upon inspired instruc-
tions. Now if that be the case brethren, the implications
are enormous. If indeed thisis intended to be the proto-
type—if this is intended to be the New Testament au-
thority which we have for making selection of officials
within the church when it would be wrong for the
preacher to make those selections and it a so follows that
it would be inappropriate for officials to make those se-
lections. Where the el dership becomes sort of a self per-
petuating board and they add to their number men who
they think ought to be added. This passage clearly teaches
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that it is the congregation, the members, who are to be
involved in this process. Someone says then that you are
saying then that elders and leaders are to be selected are
to be selected by majority vote. Well, that is not exactly
what | am saying, but | am saying that this passage very
clearly teaches that the membership at large is to make
that decision. | don’t think it meansthough that the church
is a democracy, no, because God has aready stated the
guidelines, the qualifications upon which men can be se-
lected. The fact that he expects members of the church
to study the Word of God to know these qualifications,
and then to also know the men whom they are selecting,
and you have to do both, you've got to know what the
Bibleteachesasaqualified elder, and you’ ve got to know
men well enough to know whether they fit that. It seems
to me that does not make it majority vote so to speak. It
isnot apopularity contest, someone has said—and | agree
with that completely, it is not. We should not select men
based upon whom we really like and whom we think are
popular with other people. We had better do it based on
what the New Testament teachesisaqualified man. Now,
by the way, do you see the term that is trandated “ ap-
point” in the King James Version in Acts 6:3. Here the
apostlesissaying, “ You look out from among yourselves
men who meet these qualifications.” Once you have done
that, we will appoint them. Now notice that. The apostles
don't do the selection, the membership does. But the
apostles then formally appoint—or install them. Do you
know that the word translated “appoint” in verse 3 isthe
same word that is trandated in Acts in Titus chapter 1
verse 5 “ordain.” Now think about that. By the way the
American Standard came long and translated Titus 1:5
“appoint.” Doing a couple of things—they recognized
that it is the same word that occurs here in Acts 6:3.
Number 2, they were trying to soften the King James
tranglators selection of the term ordain which sure enough
made it sound like the evangelist made the decision. But
we see the sameword used in Acts 6:3 where the apostles
did not makethedecision, they just formally installed them
into office. But the members selected them and | suggest
to you that is how Titus 1:5 ought to be interpreted not
vice versa. Paul was telling Titus to go among the Gre-
cian churches and formally install or appoint men whom
the membership has looked out from among them. That
isthe only way to make those two passages harmonize. |
would aso point out to you that in Acts chapter 14, verse
23, adifferent term for appoint is used. It isavery differ-
ent Greek term, where we are told that a couple of the
apostles went around and ordained elders in every city.
But again there is no need for us to assume that they
went in and made those selections, although, | for one
would not question an inspired apostl€e’s ability to select
qualified men. But you see that same term used in Acts
chapter 14 verse 23 is used over in 2 Corinthians 8 verse
19, to describe what the membership did in selecting one
individua to carry acontribution. So what | am suggest-
ing to you brethren, based upon these passages, is mem-
bers of the church of the local congregation, are to look
ye out—that they are to consult among themselves and
reach an agreement concerning who is qualified to be an
elder, and whom they perceive to be a leader, and then
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those men are to be formally appointed or installed into
that function. Titus merely inaugurated the selection pro-
cessin each Cretin city, in each congregation asthe mem-
ber looked out from among themselves on the basis of
these qualifications that Paul had given to Titus and then
appointments were formally confirmed by Titus. If we
follow that process, we can be assured as Paul told the
Ephesians elders in Acts 20, the Holy Spirit has made
those overseers. But only if we follow theinstructions of
the Holy Spirit as given in Scripture.

REEVALUATING AND RECONFIRMING
CURRENT ELDERS

We, that certainly seems to cover the question of
how elders ought to be selected, but what about thisidea
of reevaluating current elders or reconfirming—and there
are some brethren that are really up in arms it seems to
me and say that iswhat the liberals are doing. Well, they
may be, but | am unconcerned about that in terms of
whether or not it is right or wrong—»but | am concerned
about what the Bible teaches. Notice #1, that if the mem-
bers select elders to begin with based on Acts 6:3, and
since the complexion of a congregation in terms of its
membership can change over a period of time, over a
period of years, an eldership may conceivably no longer
consist of the sameindividual sthat the membership would
look out from among themselves and appoint. So you
see the implication is, it is false to say once an elder,
always an elder That is as false as to say once saved
always saved, that doesn’t follow. Not only may a man
no longer meet the qualifications, but conceivably aman
could meet the qualifications, brethren, and yet not be
perceived by that flock as a shepherd. Not be a man to
whom they will submit themselves. Shepherds cannot
lead where sheep will not follow. So a man could be
technically qualified to be an elder, and yet if the mem-
bership where he attends does not perceive him aleader
in whom they respect and trust, he cannot shepherd ef-
fectively. How unwise for me as a preacher to say that |
am qualified to be a preacher now you’'ve got to keep
me. When 20 or 30% of the congregation thinks | am a
dumpy preacher. | promise you I'd leave. | wouldn’'t
lock my feet into the dirt and say “Well, I'm qualified so
they’d better accept me.What an attitude! That attitude
alone disqualifies a man. What follows then that one of
the qualifications of a shepherd is that the membership
perceives him to be such, and iswilling to submit and to
follow to respect and to trust.

Now there is one other passage that | think we
need to have our attention called to and that’sin 1 Timo-
thy chapter 5. In addition then to Acts chapter 6 verse 3
concerning the selection of elders, we have this state-
ment in 1 Timothy chapter 5, and | don’t think I’ ve ever
seen it followed in any church with which I’ ve ever been
affiliated. Here we have a context beginning in verse 17
where elders are already in position in the local church,
they are local bishops. He talks about how they are to be
even paid, especially those who are not only shepherding
the congregation spiritually but also conducting them-
selves as evangelists, as preachers. He says those indi-
vidual are worthy of double honor, which is a euphe-
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mism in the New Testament, for receiving remuneration.
But he also says, and by the way verse 18 is an interest-
ing passage, hardly a point that we ought to stop and
make, but there are two illusions, verse 18 to previous
scriptures. Theillusion of the ox treading out the cornis
from Deuteronomy 25, which was a principle even un-
der the Old Law about how you ought to treat your ani-
mals. But notice the scripture—notice this—verse 18,
for the scripture sayeth and we quote two scriptures—
one from Deuteronomy 25 and the next one “the la-
borer isworthy of hisreward.” I've not been able to
find that in the Old Testament. But it is Luke 10:17 a
statement that Jesus made. Here we find a New Testa-
ment epistle referring back to another New Testament
epistle as scripture, well that's an interesting side point,
that has implications for our understanding of scripture.
Notice verses 19 and 20, “against an elder receive not
an accusation, but before two or three witnesses,
them (meaning contextually here the elders) that sin
rebuke before all that others also may fear.” The
principle hereisthat even though amanisin aposition of
being an elder in the church, he can disqualify himself,
or make mistakes that he shouldn’'t make. It therefore
follows, that a man can be removed from the office of
an elder. In fact, there we have the process of doing so,
there has to be also two or three witnesses, a principle
well grounded in the Old Testament, in God's approach
to human relationships, but theoretically if charges could
be sustained against an elder being disqualified, he could
be removed. That's all we're talking about. We may use
the term evaluation of elders, we may use the term re-
confirmation, if those terms concern you, then call it
something else, but the principle is that if the member-
ship finds fault with an elder, the membership who put
the elder in the first place, can remove them. And cer-
tainly all that ought to be based upon scriptural, teaching
that is the man ought to be found to be faulty scriptur-
ally—and spiritually, but I would still maintain that aman
could theoretically be qualified and yet havelost his stand-
ing with enough of the members that he ought to volun-
tary remove himself. Now how do you determine that
unlessyou ask the members, how they perceive that man,
as an elder of the church. No one should be threatened
by the prospect of being evaluated, not a one of us, the
preacher shouldn’t be, the School of Preaching instruc-
tors, the elders, the deacons and al of us as members,
ought to have in our mindset, in our attitude, an evalua-
tion mentality, because my friends the Lord is going to
evaluate us one day —and it may be sooner than we
think. And our attitude ought to be that we want to serve
the Lord, and serve the flock, and continue to have the
approval and respect of the flock, of one another. And if
I, or anyone el sein aleadership sort of capacity, nolonger
sustains the respect from a sizeable portion of the flock,
for whatever reason, the proper attitude would be to re-
move oneself from that position. A position that depends
upon credibility, dependsuponit! And by theway, Johnny
recently told me a Christian doesn’t have to be elder to
go to heaven. You know, thisis a very sticky situation,
and in previous congregationswhere |’ ve been, thisthing
has been done. It's not easy. It can be very unpleasant,
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very difficult because we are dealing in area of ego, emo-
tions, feelings. And therefore it's going to require every
single one of us being gentle, and kind and loving; firm,
yes, truthful, yes, scripturally, absolutely. But al of us
must be very careful that we are able to seethings clearly
through the eyeglasses of scripture, and not through per-
sonal feelings, concerns, emotions. There's not a person
in this auditorium, that 1 know personally, that | do not
think the world of and appreciate as a member of the
Church, but that doesn’t mean that | think everyone in
here should be an elder. If | do not think you should be
an elder of church, does that mean | don’'t love you and
think the world of you as a Christian and as a human
being. Of course not! | don't think | should be an elder.
| don't think I'm scripturally qualified to be. Andif | find
out that you agree with that assessment, should | some-
how think that you don’'t like me like you should? Of
course not! Thisis such serious business that we alow,
we must not alow our persona egos and emotions to
enter in. We must not! We dare not! There's too much at
stake herein light of eternity.

THE PROCESS SET OUT

Very quickly, here is the process outlined and this
procedure has been written out in steps and you are cer-
tainly welcometo take alook at this. We can post it inthe
secretary’s office for anyone that has any questions. Be-
ginning next Sunday morning, Johnny will be presenting
two sermons, one next Sunday morning and one the fol-
lowing Sunday morning—so that’s April 15 and 22 on
the qualifications and responsibilities of eldersand | know
that he will do agood job. That’s a short time to cover a
lot of ground, that he's a Master at capsulating and sum-
marizing what the Bible says. | urge you to be present
for those lessons and to listen carefully. Then on April
22nd, the 2nd Sunday of these Sermons, forms will be
distributed to the membership. There will be two types
of forms. One of these forms will give you an opportu-
nity to simply state whether or not you think any of the
five men who are now serving in the eldership should or
should not continue to serve. You won't be asked to sign
that form, in fact our five current elders have made that
point, that this is strictly your opportunity without any
pressure from anywhere or anyone to state your feelings
about the current eldership in light of what the Bible
teaches. The second form will be aform that is designed
toidentify the scriptural responsibilities, or specific quali-
fications of elders. You will be asked to fill out oneform
for each man whose name you wish to submit as a po-
tential elder for the church here. You have one week to
turn in all of those forms and we're encouraging every
member to do that, not like one form per couple, but
each individual member, of responsible age, who wishes
to do so. No one is required to do this. It may well be
that your affiliation with the church and with these men
is such that you feel that you do not really know about
them and what’s going on. You do not need to feel com-
pelled to comment. Oncethoseformsareturnedin, which
will be by April 29, the committee of preachers, whom
the elders have asked to monitor this process, will sit
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down and go through these. And | want to stress to you
that in light of Acts 6:3 and everything else that we've
said, these preachers are not going to be making these
decision for you. But they are some fundamental guide-
lines that will be followed. Present elders would need to
receive sizeable percentage of support from this congre-
gation. As | suggested to you that as a preacher, if we
polled the congregation and found out that 25% of the
church think | stink asapreacher and wishesthat | would
leave—I would probably leave. Because for me to work
effectively with you, you have got to want me to be here.
And so that only follows. And then of course the other
forms there would need to be again a sizeable percentage
of people who turn in say one man's name, the submis-
sion of one's man name would surely show up several
times among thismembership. If that individual isindeed
perceived to be eldership material. So that processin and
of itself will weed some individuals out. And then of
course, it would be the responsibility of the committeeto
interview and to speak with and talk with those individu-
als who are being considered to be elders in the future.
And so our committeeinterviewswill sit down with these
men, there's nothing secretive about this, or nothing
ominous, we'll sit down with the Bible and with that man
and discuss his spiritual condition in light of those quali-
fications. Ultimately out of that process then will come
nameswho will be presented to the congregation on May
13th, is the way that’s set up at this time. And on that
date then when those names are presented to the congre-
gation, a two week period will be allowed for the sub-
mission of scriptural objection to the committee which
will be held in strictest confidence by that committee.
We see no reason to render strife among members, prob-
lems that one member may have with another member,
we want to try to handle thistastefully and in a Christian
way and yet to face squarely the issues that are raised by
any potential objections that may come in. Then, theo-
retically, once those can be sorted out, on May 27th, the
last Sunday of the month of May, we will be able to
formally appoint, ordain those men who will serve as
elders of this congregation. Now that may or may not
include the five present ones. That’s up to you. That
may, or may not include, additional ones. That's up to
you. Let me stress however, brethren, that between now
and then, you have some seriousresponsibilities; and quite
frankly some heavy burdens. May you not takethislightly.
Thisisn’t like running down and voting for Clayton Wil-
liams. This is serious! You know he or someone else
may mess up Texas but God forbid that we mess up the
church. This has eterna consequences. And | have al-
ways been convinced ever since | studied the subject of
elders, that it would be terrible for a person to just sit
down and in five minutes say, “Well, | think brother So
and So is a good fellow and write his name down and
turnitin. | think that is terrible! What we ought to do is
take 1 Timothy 3 and Titus 1 and sit down and study for,
| would be so bold as to say hours, applying that teach-
ing totheindividual that I am thinking about, and making
certain that | can honestly say Yes. But we tend to pull
out one or two things and say that he really does that
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well, so that's it! And he may fit 90% of these tremen-
dously and yet be glaring deficient in another or two.
We' ve got to stand before God and face these spiritua
decisionswith all of their consequences. And I'll tell you
another thing we' d better do, rather than thinking thisall
depends on us (and that’s what we do, we think this all
depends on us): We'd better do an awful lot of praying
between now and then. | mean we'd better pray, pray,
pray that God's will be done in this undertaking—Not
our will, not our desires, not our perceptions, but | think
it ought to be that—we'd better pray, deeply and fer-
vently that God's will will be done. We need to be sober,
serious, objective,— and that's hard to do, isn't it. Be-
cause we' re dealing with people that we love. But we've
got to be objective, and honestly allow scripture to mold
our perceptions of each individual that we might con-
sider, not our past experiences necessarily, unless those
specifically are germane to what the Bible says. Can we
honestly and genuinely say scripture is what formulates
our perceptions with an individual. That's what we've
got to do and that means we need to listen closely to the
two sermons that Johnny preaches, we need to do study
on our own if we have not done that in recent months or
years on what the Bible says and we' ve got to be honest
in facing up to the teaching of those passages.

If you arein our audience this morning, especially
if you're a visitor, we in some sense want to apologize
for not having amore evangelist messagethat is designed
to bring you into confrontation of your own spiritual con-
dition. On the other hand brethren, our children, and we
ourselves need this kind of fundamental plain talk about
how the church is functioning among us. We are not to
shy away from that. We ought to rejoice that as a body
of God's people we are privileged to take the Word of
God and to honestly face ourselves as we said in the
beginning, we will do that just as soon as the Lord re-
turns. He wants us to do it now, and to make prayerful,
careful decisions. But if you arein our audiencethismorn-
ing and you need to respond to the Gospel invitation to
become a Christian, we would love to take a few mo-
ments and discuss that with you. If you'll come forward
and make your desire known, we'll take that time to do
that. If you are a member of the Lord's church and you
need at this time in this assembly to come forward and
publicly acknowledge sinin your life. Hereisagroup of
people, whom | have found in the two or so years that
I’ ve been here to be people who relish the opportunity to
express love and concern and appreciation for one an-
other, as together we try to alter the blunders that we've
made and grow closer to God in Hiswill. And so what a
place to rededicate one's life to the Lord, to make con-
fession of wrong. There is no other place on the face of
the earth that would be a better environment for doing
that. Not the counselors couch, but before other Chris-
tians, the body that is striving to work together. Do you
need to come. If you do, please do that as we stand and
sing.

—230 Landmark Drive
Montgomery, AL 36117
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Correspondence Between Beall and Thompson

[The first letter to follow this introduction was the general letter sent out on Apologetics Press stationary by Bert
Thompson in which he glowing announced the employment of Dave Miller by AP. It initiated the exchange of letters
between Ralph Beall (Former Brown Trail member) and Bert Thompson that appear after Thompson'sinitial |etter. Beall’s
lettersare a general example of what somefaithful brethren did in their attempts to get Thompson to under stand the beliefs
and conduct of Miller while the preacher and then the Director of the Brown Trail School of Preaching, a work of the
Brown Trail Church of Christ, Bedford, Texas.

Thompson's responses to Beall's letters are tame in contrast to what he wrote to some other brethren who attempted
to reason with himwhen they offered him evidence concer ning the beliefs of Dave Miller; which beliefsare noted el sewhere
in this issue of CFTF. Among other things Beall’s letters make it clear that long before 2002 brethren were standing in

opposition to Miller’s views already dealt with in this issue of CFTF.

Also, in view of the recent AP mess it is interesting to note the following quote from the former Director of AP. The
guote is from Thompson’s June 10, 2002 |etter to Beall. Thompson wrote to Beall saying:

“| think you know me well enough to know that | never would even think about bringing someone into this work who
was unsound, unethical, or whose presence would bring disrepute upon my life's work. | have closely nurtured and
guarded this work-as if it were my own child-for twenty five years and | am not about to stop now.” WHO CAN YOU

TRUST? ANSWER: THE LORD AND HISWORD -Editor]

May 15, 2002
Ralph Bedll
113LynnDr.
Hurst, TX 76053

Dear Ralph:

If you aren’t sitting down asyou start reading this|etter, by all
means, please be seated. I’ m writing to explain something to
you that not only isterribly exciting, but that also is going to
impact our work for yearsto come in an extremely important
visible fashion. | wanted those people who support our work
to be the very first to know.

| have pulled off a mgjor “coup”—I’ve just hired Dr. Dave
Miller tojoin usin our work at Apologetics Press!

It is quite likely that Dave needs no introduction to you be-
cause he is widely known throughout the churches of Christ
for both his scholarship and his unwavering—yet-balanced
stand for the Truth. Dave holdsearned M.A., M.Th.,, M.A.R.,
and Ph.D. degreesfrom accredited universities, and has served
for the past decade as the Director of the Brown Trail school
of Preaching in Bedford, Texas (near Fort Worth). In addition,
he also is a much-sought-after speaker, and the author of the
highly acclaimed book, Piloting the Strait, which addresses
the “change agent” movement that has been troubling the
church nationwide for the past several years.

Several months ago, | opened deliberations with Dave to see
if he might have an interest in joining our staff here at
Apologetics Press. A man of the caliber and reputation of
DaveMiller doesnot comealong very often. | knew from past
conversations with Dave that he was kindly interested in be-
coming apart of it. Eventually, after several months of nego-
tiations, we now havein place the mechanism that will allow
Dave to begin working with us. He is due to start August 1.

With Dave's arrival, we are going to be able to do something
that haslong been adream of minefor thework of Apologetics
Press. We are going to begin “departmentalizing” our efforts.
Asyou know, KyleButt, who holdsB.A. and M.A. degreesin
Religion from Freed Hardeman University, isour Director of
Biblical Research. Eric Lyons, the University of Tennessee
Medical Schooal, isour Director of Scientific Information. Now
that Dave is coming on board, it is our plan to add depart-
ments under the auspices of each of the directors.

Dave will be the first department head, and will serve asthe
chairman of our newly established Department of New Testa-
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ment Studies. In the not-too-distant future, we hopeto bring
on board other men of the same biblical soundness, aca-
demic standing, and innate ability as Daveto serve as chair-
man of additional departments (Old Testament studies, bib-
lical languages, archaeol ogy, physics, biochemistry, etc.)

| suspect that you have noticed—as a result of reading
their articlesin Reason & Revelation—that for some time
now we have been in the process of training several ex-
tremely talented young men whom we have in mind to fill
some of those positions. Truth be told, we have carefully
chosen our summer interns (both in the past and for this
coming summer) specifically for that purpose. For example,
Alden Bass, who has been an intern with us for the past
threeyearsand who currently isenrolled at Yale University,
hopes to join us after completing graduate training in ar-
chaeol ogy. Joe Deweese, who al so has been with usfor the
past several years and who currently is enrolled at Freed-
Hardeman University, will beworking toward graduate de-
greesin biochemistry. Branyon M ay, whoisjoining usnext
month as a new intern, is a physics major at San Angelo
State University in Texas (one of thetop physics programs
inthe state, by theway!). We are working with Branyonin
the hope that, after his graduate training in physics, he,
too, can join us. Another new summer intern, Zach Smith
(alsofrom Freed-Hardeman University), isaBiblemajor with
akeeninterest in biblical languages—atalent we certainly
would like to put to usein the future.

| have stated repeatedly in my past letters to you that it
never has been our policy at Apologetics Pressto “rest on
our laurels.” We constantly are searching for talented, dedi-
cated men who would be an asset to our work, and who
could provide above-average benefits to the brotherhood
by joining usin our efforts. Dave Miller definitely issucha
man. And so are these interns.

| hope you can tell from the tone of this letter that | am
excited, not only about Dave joining us, but also about the
future of Apologetics Press. There are times when | wish
you could spend a day (or a week!) with us here at our
offices. | have the best staff that anyone could ever hopeto
assemble. Kyle, Eric, and Brad are gemsin their own right.
They are dedicated, disciplined, and determined. But they
arenot alone. Charles M cCown, our Production Manager
isresponsible for making our publications (and Web sites)
look so professional—and he does a brilliant job. Jim
Estabrook, our General Manager, ismy right-hand man. He
istruly a“jack of al trades’—and one that | could not do
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without. Sam Estabr ook (Jim’syounger brother) isour Man-
ager of Information Systems, and takes care of all of our in-
house computer and typesetting systems (no small task!).
Our threediligent secretaries, GlendaBailey, L aRose Willis,
and Pam L owery, work day inand day out with nary acom-
pliant (of course, as I'm sure you know, it goes without
saying that they secretly run the place!).

It is your prayers and support that have made al of this
possible. | hope you will continue both. In 2004, we will
celebrate our twenty-fifth anniversary (as hard as that isto
believe). | still hold to the belief, however, asthe old adage
suggests, that “the best is yet to be.” Stay tuned. More
exciting newstofollow....

Serving, with you, theliving God,
[signed]
Bert

113LynnDrive
Hurst, Texas 76053
June2, 2002

Bert Thompson, Executive Director
Apologetics Press, Inc.
230Landmark Drive

Montgomery, AL 36117-2752

Dear Brother Thompson,

It iswith sadness and regret that | feel constrained to write
thisletter in responseto your letter of May 15, 2002 telling of
your employment of Brother Dave Miller. | wasamember at
theBrown Trail congregation when Bro. Miller camethereto
preach. Having been in his classes, listened to his sermons,
read hisarticles, and hisbook, PILOTING THE STRAIT; |
was, and am, impressed with his considerable Bible knowl-
edge and preaching and teaching abilities.

First, | would like to call your attention to a Sermon Bro.
Miller delivered concerning the “re-confirming” of elders
(by vote of the congregation) at the Brown Trail congrega-
tionin 1990, using 1 Timothy 5:19. Thissermonwas preached
some few months after the resignation and departure of two
eldersandtheir wives, BrothersEddieWhitten and Ed Clark,
along with severa othersabout December 10, 1989. My wife
and | left a few days later. Before leaving | met with the
remaining elders. Bro. M cClish delivered asermon on this
subject, referencing Bro. Miller's sermon therein, at the
Twenty-Second Bellview Lectures on June 7-11, 1997,
Pensacola, Florida. Thewritten lecture begins on page 83 of
the lectureship book entitled LEADERSHIP, Michael
Hatcher, Editor and Lectureship Director for the Bellview
Church of Christ . A tape of Bro. Miller’'s sermon, above
referenced, isavailableto some of our brethren at the North-
east congregation, copy of which can be furnished on re-
quest.

My wifeand | cametothe Brown Trail congregationin June
of 1984 from the University Hills congregation in Austin,
Texas where Frank Dunn, now deceased, was the local
preacher under a sound eldership. It soon became evident
that there was some division in the Brown Trail Eldership
along “liberal” and “conservative” lines. | had great hopes
when Bro. Miller camethat some of these problems might be
resolved by biblically sound and resolute teaching, espe-
cialy from the pul pit. | was not disappointed by thethings|
heard and read from Bro. Miller. Later Bro. Whitten advised
that on several occasions Bro. Miller cameto his officein
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the building (Bro. Whitten was an Elder and Director of the
Brown Trail School of Preching at the time) and they dis-
cussed the problems of the church, especially liberalism, and
specifically the liberalistic problems in scriptural problems
that had resulted in an eldership that was divided and stale-
mated. There were four elders on each “side.” On theresig-
nation, for health reasons, of one of the elders the libera
group held sway. It seemsthat Bro. Miller decided to usethis
inequality intheeldership to further hisposition. Thethings
done at thistime by the eldership, with the concurrence and
help of Bro. Miller and other preachersin the employ of the
congregation at the time, were certainly unethical and some
unscriptural actions and teachings were committed and
unscriptural positionsrampant in the Brotherhood were sup-
ported and taught. Bro. Miller concurred and participated in
these activities and evidently was the, or one of, the primary
planners and instigators. Details are available and can be
verified.

Just beforemy wifeand | left | met with theremaining el ders
and asked that they please “do something,” finally suggest-
ing they resign and | et the matters come before the congrega-
tion. They did have an “open” meeting but would not allow
anyone to bring up any matter that occurred prior to two
weeks before the date of the meeting. A tape of this meeting
isalsoavailable.

A few months later Bro. Miller preached the sermon on re-
evalutation/reaffirmation of the elders. Those that received
lessthan 75% of the votesin disapproval weretoresign. The
votewastaken, thereof the“liberal” eldersfailedto be“reaf-
firmed” and “resigned”. Bro. Miller was appointed Director
of the School of Preaching, Bro. M axey Boren became the
pulpit preacher, and other positions changed. Sadly, other
elders were appointed, members of the congregation, who
were part of or at least witnesses of the unscriptural/unethi-
cal actions and teachings that had just transpired.

Some of the group that left, including me and my wife, wor-
shipped for about two years with Bedford congregation and
then formed the congregation, Northeast Church of Christ,
now located at 1313 KarlaDrive, Hurst, Texas 76053 in 1991.
Several months later |, along with Brother’s Ed Clark and
Graham Cain, was [sic] appointed as an elder and served
until | resigned afew weeksafter the death of my wifein 1999.
Whilel wasan elder of the Northeast congregation | requested
of Bro. Bob Watts(one of the eldersof the Brown Trail con-
gregation that was reaffirmed and who had in the past upheld
scriptural positions) that the current elders of both congre-
gationsand all possible of the primary partiesinvolved inthe
dispute when Brother’s Whitten and Clark resigned have a
meeting; acontrolled meeting with fair and impartial ground
rules agreed to beforehand. He said he would take up the
request with the Brown Trail Elders. | have never heard from
him concerning this matter.

There has never been, to my knowledge, private or public
recognition of error or sin and/or repentance on the part of
any. Can sin be* swept under therug”. My heart’sdesire and
prayer isthat these matters be scripturally resolved. | am sure
that the parties involved now at Northeast would be happy
and please to meet with Bro. Miller and/or the elders of the
Brown Trail congregation and any other involved.

Thank you for considering these matters. | hopethat you will
reconsider your employment of Bro. Miller pending scrip-
tural resolution. Souls are at stake.

In Christian Love,
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[signed]
Ralph Bedll

June 10, 2002
Ralph Beall
113LynnDrive
Hurst, TX 76053

Dear Brother Ralph

Thank you for your kind letter of June 2 about our recent
announcement that Dave Miller isgoing to join our staff
as of August 1. | appreciated the gentle attitude you ex-
hibited intheletter. You clearly did not writeto accuse us,
but rather toinformus! Not every letter wereceive gives
us the benefit of the doubt as you did. I'm grateful that
you did that. It's nice to see someone do unto others as
they would others do unto them.

Sometimeago, asyou may remember, | sent you acompli-
mentary copy of my newest book Rock-Solid Faith: How
to Sustain It. That book was dedicated to two men: Dave
Miller and Ear | Edwar ds(of Freed-Hardeman University)
No one at the time offered aword of criticism about my
having dedicated the book to Dave. Not a single person
called to suggest that | had erred, or that | possibly should
have investigated alittle deeper into Dave's background
before doing something so serious as dedicating one of
the books in Rock Solid Faith trilogy to him. It was only
after | announced his forthcoming arrival at Apologetics
Pressthat | received any commentsat all (viayour letter,
and one from the Bedford/Hurst/Fort Worth area) about
Dave's alleged misconduct almost a decade and a half
ago. Oddly, the other individual who wrote likewise re-
ceived acomplimentary copy of my book—yet, until now,
said nothing to me about my having dedicated it to Dave.
| confessto being alittle “confused” about al of this. It
seems that the book dedication would have been reason
enough for meto receive aletter. Yet none came.

Ralph, | can say with all honesty that | never knew the
circumstances surrounding your leaving Brown Trail. |
knew that “something” wasn't right, of course, or you
(and Eddie, Graham, Ed, and so many otherswhom | ad-
mire so deeply) never would have departed in the first
place. But, to the best of my memory, | never spoke with
you, or anyone else, about exactly why you left. At the
time, | was separated from the Brown Trail controversy by
many miles. Plus, | had just had two of the most unpleas-
ant experiences of my life shortly before the Brown Trail
episode—my departure from Tennesse Bible College
(along with 7 other faculty members, all of whom resigned
in one single day) because of unethical actions of the
school’s president, and my authorship of Is Genesis a
Myth? to expose the teaching of evolution as fact at my
amamater, Abilene Christian University. It wasnot apleas-
ant time to be “inquisitive” of other people’s actions or
situations. My own plate was far too full. Plus, the teach-
ing of 1 Peter 4:15 about “meddling in other men’s mat-
ters’ was then, and is now, very important to me. The
matters at Brown Trail were none of my business; thus |
mﬁde no attempt to inquire about what was going on, or
why.

| have said all of this to be sure that you understand—
and | say this as honestly as | now how—that | not only
had no idea why you and the others left Brown Trail, but
| also had no idea that it had anything to do with Dave
Miller. Please believe mewhen | say, Ralph, | truly did not
know about any of the things you mentioned in your let-
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ter.

Everything | have known about Dave Miller through the
years has been nothing but positive. His book, Piloting the
Strait is, in my opinion, one of the great brotherhood clas-
sics. Not long ago, he held a Gospel meeting at the Eastern
Meadows congregation here in Montgomery where Rhonda
and | worship—and did an outstanding job. | have not been
inany kind of “close” association with him through theyears,
but | have spoken on various lectureships in the past when
he, too, was one of the speakers. The people | know, and
with whom | checked (which obviously excludesyou-sincel
simply did not know that your leaving Brown Trail had any-
thing to do with Dave) as | began the lengthy process of
bringing Dave on board at A.P,, had nothing but good to say
about him. I inquired of former Brown Trail students, former
instructors, and even current Brown Trail members whom |
know personally (and who are financial supporters of our
work, as you have been for so many years). Every where |
turned to investigate or seek counsel, | was given the same
story-Dave would be an invaluable addition to our work. No
one (literally!) had anything negative to say.

| realize that your response would be, “Well, you obviously
didn’'t look hard enough, or in the right places.” That may
well betrue. But to my credit, | did try-diligently! | think you
know me well enough to know that | never would even think
abut bringinig someone into this work who was unsound,
unethical, or whose presence would bring disrepute upon
my life’'s work. | have closely nurtured and guarded this
work—as if it were my own child—for twenty five years.
And | am not about to stop now.

What morel can say, I’ m unsure—except for thesetwo things.
First, | cannot tell you how much your financia support has
meant to us through the years. Month after month, you have
faithfully hel ped us. And my staff and | areappreciative (some-
thing | hope we have made clear to you via our numerous
letters and complimentary gifts over time). Second, please
understand that | am the “odd man out” here. | was not
involved in any of the eventsin 1989/1990 at Brown Trail,
nor did | know anything about them until a week or so ago.
Plus, those events occurred 13 years ago, in another place,
in another state, far removed from both my work and from
me. | will, however, to the best of my ability, investigate what
you view as a potential problem for our work.

Asl| close, please let me say how sad | am at the events that
have taken place that caused you to have to write the letter
you did. | have accepted your letter in the same gentle spirit
in which it was written, as | hope you will accept this, my
reply. To know that | have done something that now is being
viewed by one of our treasured financial supporters as an
egregious error is indeed a difficult burden to bear— and
onethat | do not take lightly. Please forgive me of any hurt |
have caused you or your family in this matter. | assure you
(and | think you know this) it certainly was not intentional.

Thank you, Ralph, for al you have done for the work of
Apologetics Press. You did not say (or even hint) in your
letter as to whether or not your support would continue.
Naturally, | hopeit will. But if, asamatter of conscience, that
is not possible, rest assured that | will understand. | never
would ask someone to support a work involving a person
they feel is undeserving of that support. Again, you know
me too well to think otherwise. Yours prayers on my behalf
would be deeply appreciated.

Most Sincerely, in Christ,
[signed]
Bert
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RaphD. Bedl|
113LynnDr.

Hurst, Texas 76053
(817) 268-1019

June 14, 2002
Dear Brother Thompson,

Thank you for your letter of June 10. | am so very sorry that
these matters had to come to your attention and take you
from a work that | consider very valuable to the cause of
Christ. | understand your frustration and being alittle “con-
fused”.

| hesitated to write because | did not want to be, or beviewed
as, atroublemaker, gossiper, fanatic, unloving, or one that
would cause division in the brotherhood. God will deal with
such. These are also the reasons | did not write when the
book “Rock-Solid Faith: How To Sustain It” was published
and | read the dedication. Pleaseforgive me.

| did want toinform you for your works sake; but, | suppose,
deep down, thiswas a pleafor help in the resolution of this
matter for me and many others. My hearts desire is for the
salvation of the soulsof Bro. Miller, myself, and all the others
involved inthese matters. Thereare many inthe Brown Trail
congregation, and in other places, that were there and aware
of thethingsthat happened. Five preachers/instructors, most
well known over the brotherhood; the Eldersat that time and
those that were appointed to replace the ones who failed to
be “re-affirmed”; the Deacons at that time; and many other
members participated and/or knew what occurred over the
period of several months and climaxed by the “re-evalua-
tion/re-confirmation” of the serving Elders by vote of the
membership. Can sin beignored without consequence? Can
it ssimply beforgotten? (11 Jn. 9-11; Mt.5:23& 24, 18:15-17; Lk.
17:3&4) Many, including myself, and from both sides, should
have made greater effortsto reconcile, to get right with God
and one another. It is not too late as long as we have our
mental facultiesand live. (Il Cor. 6:2, 7:9&10) | sorrow and
ask forgiveness of God and those against whom | have sinned
by not persevering in compliance with Matt. 5 and Matt. 18.
| desireto makeright before God and man any sin that can be
laid to my charge. | know others now at the Northeast con-
gregation and who were involved in and/or aware of the
events at the Brown Trail have the same desire.

As previously indicated, | believe Bro. Miller acted in an
unethical, unscriptural, sinful way to gain a position. You
state, “1 will investigate what you view as a potential prob-
lem for our work.” 1 would like very much, as| further con-
sider these matters, for you to show Bro. Miller my previous
letter and thisoneaswell. My desireisto meet with him and
othersinvolved aswe might deem needful. | am persuaded
that souls are at stake. Some have aready gone to their
reward. No one hasthe guarantee of tomorrow.

Again, my apologies, that | have felt constrained to write
you of these matters. Perhaps if we all had made greater
effortsto meet in accordance with theword of God and con-
sider the matters objectively in the light of applicable scrip-
ture, they would have been settled long ago. Brothers
Whitten, Clark and Cain, the ones principally involved and
with firsthand knowledge of most everything that was hap-
pening, were refused in their effortsto tell their side. | too
was refused a meeting as indicated in my previous letter.

Bro. Eddie Whitten has also written you though | have not
18

read hisletter. | have composed my |etter and determined to
send it to you before | knew he had written. He had no input
in the content of my letter, nor did he or anyone request that
| write. | did givehimacopy of my letter and he confirmed its
accuracy asheremembered events. | will show himthisletter
aswell, sinceheand Ed Clark desires, and would be partiesin
any discussions that may be arranged. My wife and | were
just membersat Brown Trail trying to maintain and stay ina
scripturally sound congregation, not major participants in
the thingsthat occurred. There could have been reasons, in
the mind of some, to change the management and direction
of the school of preaching; however, to my knowledge, this
was never stated. Everything was complicated by the major-
ity inthe Eldership being or leaning to theliberal, unscriptural
side or viewpoint. Long standing scriptural positions had
been taken by some of the Elders and this can be confirmed.

Bro. Thompson, | too request your prayers. | know men can
change as evidenced in the life of Jacob and others we read
about intheBible. Bro. Miller’sbook, “ Piloting The Strait”,
and other works are very good, doctrinally sound, and ex-
ceptional in composition and content. | am happy when the
truth is put forth. Truth stands, regardless. We have some
in the brotherhood who formerly taught the truth, God's
Word, and have now apostatized. Certainly those that heard,
believed, and obeyed the truth the apostates preached (not
because a certain person taught it, but because it was the
truth) were/are just as saved as those who have heard and
obeyed the truth taught by a brother who continues in the
faith.

| hold you and your teaching in the highest regard, a teach-
ing much needed in the Kingdom.

Sincerely,

your Brother in Christ,
[signed]

RalphBedl|

June 20,2002
Ralph Bedll
113LynnDrive
Hurst, TX 76053

Dear brother Ralph:

Your letter of June 14 hasjust arrived. Thank you for offer-
ing such a gentle response to my letter of June 10. | should
have expected no less.

First, | noticed that you mentioned in your |etter the fact that
Eddie Whitten wrote me. | need to explain to you that | did
not discuss Eddie’s letter in my letter to you because he
specifically asked me to keep it completely confidential- a
request that | was happy to honor. If hewanted you to know
that he wrote me (as he obvioudly did), that, of course, was
hischoice. | just wanted you (and him) to know that | did not
violate the confidence | pledged to keep.

Second, Eddie asked me specifically not to share the con-
tents of hisletter with Dave or anyone else (arequest, once
again, that | am honoring). Your second letter, however, asks
just the opposite, and urges me to share both of your letters
with Dave. | will do exactly that. | appreciate immensely
your willingnessto let me do so. [Without your permission,
| would not have shown them, or discussed their contents,
with anyone.]

Daveisin Arizonacurrently, visiting hisfather (whoisdying
Contending for the Faith—August/2005



of prostate cancer and is not expected to live through the
summer). Upon Dave'sreturn to Texas (around July 6), his
plans are to begin packing for his upcoming move to Ala-
bama. However, prior tothat, | will forward copies of both of
your letters to him and leave this in his hands (which is
exactly whereit should be, don’t you think?). It will then be
his decision-and his decision alone-regarding what to do in
connection with your request for a meeting.

| appreciate your desireto do what isright, as Dave ho doubt
will. | also appreciate your kindnessin the way you handle
this matter from our perspective here at Apologetics Press.
You could have been harsh, but you were not. That meant a

lot to me, | assure you.

| would ask you to remember that Dave hasalot on hisplate
right now. Hisfather isdying. He hasto pack (after livingin
the same place for 14 yearsl). And then he must move to
another state far away. If things do not progress quite as
rapidly as you would like, please keep al of thisin mind if
youwould. Again, that’sfor writing, and for the Christ-like
attitude you expressed in your letters.

Most Sincerely, in Christ,
[Signed]
Bert

Bert Thompson Wrote:

"I HAD NOT A CLUE ABOUT WHAT WAS
GOING ON AT BROWN TRAIL"”

David P. Brown

On Monday, May 20, 2002 the following email
was sent by Bert Thompson (The.Doc@mind
spring.com) to DaveMiller (dmiller777@juno .com.).

Dr. Dave:

...Whilel’mwriting, | need to discuss something else

of aserious nature with you. And I’ ve chosen to do it

first by email because | wanted you to have time to
think about any responseyou might wish to give, rather
than me hitting you “ cold”—with no forewarning.

Asyou know, we sent a2-pageletter to all of our finan-
cial supporters on May 15, announcing your impend-
ing arrival. Sincethat | etter wasmailed, | havereceived
two phone calls from two different people in Texas
who are solidly behind our work (one of them sent us
$5,000 a few weeks ago). Both of the people asked
about the same exact situation (these people do not
know each other, and have not communicated about
this).

Thompson then assured Miller that he was not
accusing him of anything on the basis of rumor, but
only asking the questions asked by the callers, using
the terminology that they use. Thompson continues:

Please do not infer that | agree with the questions, or

the terminology employed. Both parties who tele-

phoned asked meif | knew anything about the contro-
versy going on at Brown Trail in regard to your “par-
ticipation” in what they referred to as the “Everett

Chamber smarriage/divorce/remarriage green-card fi-

asco”? (Sic) | told both of them that | had heard noth-

ing about anything of the sort.

From what they said, it was suggested that Everett
defrauded the U.S. Government by acting asif hewere
coming into the country for the purpose of getting
married to an American citizen (who, one of thecallers
indicated, turned out to be a relative). Then, so the
story goes, even though Everett did this, he was put
into a position of authority at Brown Trail, with your
foreknowledge and approval. Later, Everett divorced
this person (not for adultery) once hewasin the States
and had his green card, and either is about to remarry
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or already has remarried, with Trail people throwing
him and hisfiancée awedding shower.

The callers continued with their scenario to suggest
that a Brown Trail instructor—Gary Fallis (SP?)—
ended up resigning to express his disagreement with
your “approval” of Everett's shenanigans, and that
you had concluded that Everett was scriptural candi-
date for a second marriage because he did not have
the“intent” to actually “marry” hisrelativeinthefirst
place.

One of the callers suggested that all of this has caused
asignificant (and widespread “ public furor” at Brown
Trail—onethat is going on currently and that has put
you at odds with the eldership, students, etc. | was
informed that on a recent Sunday (this past one???),
Maxie presented strong sermon on unity from the
Brown Trail pulpit that was “aimed” at dealing with
this very situation. And so on and so on.

Let me reassure you that neither of the people who
telephoned was calling to in any way castigate you.
They were calling because they are concerned for our
work, and reputation, hereat A.P. They said that from
the tone of excitement in my |etter about your future
arrival, it seemed apparent that | had not a clue about
what wasgoing on at Brown Trail. | told both of them
that | had not heard aword about any of this(bold
mine-Editor), but that out of deferencetothemasfriends
of our work, | would check it out.

That iswhy I’'m writing you—first. Could you please
cal meat your earliest convenience...andtell mewhat’s
goingon? | need to know thefactsin the matter, so
that | will know how torespond toany possiblefuture
inquiriesthat may comemy way. .. (Bold mine-Editor).

...| do want to stress again that | am only inquiring.
Please understand that. I’ ve suddenly been put between
theproverbial “rock and hard place’ onthis, and was
caught completely off guard by thetwo phonecalls.
Any help you could givemein under standingwhat’s
going on would mean alot (bold mine-Editor).
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Many thanks!
Dr. Bert

It isimportant to notice the differencein the dates
of Thompson's original letter sent to those on the
Apologetics Press mailing list for the primary purpose
of announcing that he (Bert Thompson) had “ pulled off
amagjor ‘coup’—I’vejust hired Dr. Dave Miller tojoin
us in our work at Apologetics Press!” That letter is
dated May 15, 2002.

In the letter exchange between Ralph Beall and
Bert Thompson (printed earlier in thisissue of CFTF)
in hisletter of June 10, 2002, he wrote of hisinvestiga-
tion of Dave Miller. Thompson wrote:

| inquired of former Brown Trail students, former in-
structors, and even current Brown Trail memberswhom
| know personally (and who arefinancial supporters of
our work, as you have been for so many years). Every
where | turned to investigate or seek counsd, | was
given the same story—Dave would be an invaluable
addition to our work. No one (literally!) had anything
negeative to say.

| realize that your responsewould be, “Well, you obvi-
oudly didn’t look hard enough, or in the right places.”
That may well be true. But to my credit, | did try—
diligently!

If Thompson had done all of the intensive, exten-
siveand exhaustiveinvestigating of Dave Miller before
he hired him that he reported to Ralph Beall in his
(Thompson’s) | etter to him on June 10 (and thiswould
have taken sometimeto do), how wasit that just afew
days later he was so desperate for information about
reports concerning Miller when he wrote him on May
20" ? Indeed, it wasin that email to Miller that Thomp-
son begged him for information about which he had first
learned from the telephone callers. Asbhig a“to do” as

the re-evaluation/reaffirmation of the Brown Trail el-
ders and the Everett Chambers debacles were, how
was it that Thompson in his exhaustive investigation
could not stumble across at |east one Brown Trail mem-
ber that could have informed him about these sad mat-
ters in which Miller was involved? And, why was it
that Miller kept back such apublic messfrom Thomp-
son in which hewas such asignificant player? Indeed,
hispart in that specific Brown Trail blow-out led to his
leaving the employment of that church.

People can blind themselvesto thereality of these
mattersif they desire, but something isrotten in Den-
mark when it comes to Thompson’s investigation of
DaveMiller prior to hisbeing hired by Thompson. Be-
sides these matters, when others attempted to reason
with Bert Thompson regarding Dave Miller’s beliefs,
heignored the evidence and with scorn dismissed some
of those who attempted to warn him. Of a truth, Th-
ompson was arrogant and condescending to somewho
sought to enlighten him regarding the Miller’sbeliefs.

And, just think, those matters discussed in this
article happened over two years before the most re-
cent AP mess, when Frank Chesser, the preacher
for the Panama Street congregation in Montgomery,
Alabama, exposed his true heart in the vile letters he
wrote in his unwarranted attack on Dub McClish’s
‘Summary’ of the most recent AP calamity.

Ah, the love of money, sex, and power—sure
lookslikealawyer’sand/or aHollywood screenwriter’s
gold mine. Move over Roman Catholic Church and
make way for somein the church of Christ. “O what a
tangled web we weave, when at first we practice to
deceive.”

—25403 Lancewood Dr.
Spring, TX 77373

2005
2004
2003
2002
2001
2000
1999

“Mormonism”
“Catholicism”
“Pentecostalism”
“Premillennialism”
“Calvinism”

1998
1997
1996
1995
1994

Contending For the Faith-Spring Lectureship Books

“Morals-From God or Man?”
“Judaism-From God or Man?”
“Islam-From God Or Man?”
“Jehovah’s Witnesses”

“Isaiah” Vol. 2 Chapters 40-66
“Isaiah” Vol. 1 Chapters 1-39
“The Church Enters The 21st Century”

SEND ALL ORDERS WITH PAYMENT TO:
(add $2.50 per book S&H *TX residents add 7.25% tax)

Contending for the Faith — P.O. Box 2357 « Spring, Texas 77383

$17.00
$17.00
$17.00
$16.00
$16.00
$16.00
Out of Print
$14.00
Out of Print
$12.00

$12.00
$12.00
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2005 LENOIR CITY

CONTENDING FOR THE FAITH
Lectures

“THEOLD JERUSALEM GOSPEL”
October 1-2, 2005

OCTOBER 1
9:00 AM “The Church of Christ Was Established the First Pentecost
Following the Resurrection of Christ” James Cossey, Manchester, TN
10:00 AM  “The Fulfillment of Joel 2:28-32 In Acts 2:16-21" David P. Brown, Spring, TX
11:00 AM  “Christ: King On David’'s Throne” David Smith, Calhoun, GA

12:00 PM  Lunch provided by the ladies of the congregation
1:30 PM  “Resolved: The Scriptures Teach That Water Baptism To the
Pentinent Believer Is For (Unto, In Order To) the Remission of
Past Alien Sins” Freddie Clayton, Dunlap, TN
2:30 PM  "The Church of Christ and Its Relationship to Salvation”

Jim Lewis, Chattanooga, TN

OCTOBER 2
10:00 AM “The Old Jerusalem Gospel Demands Plain Preaching”

David P. Brown, Spring, TX
11:00 AM “New Testament Baptism Vs. Denominational Baptism”

Kent Bailey, Lenoir City, TN
6:00 PM “The Old Jerusalem Gospel Demands A Militant
Defense of the Faith” David P. Brown, Spring, TX

LECTURESHIPDIRECTORS:

Kent Bailey '
K Bailey385@aol .com _David P.Brown
865-986-5698 jbrow@charter.net

All lectureswill berecorded on VCR, DVD, & Audio Tapes
View this Lectureship online via Online Academy of Bible Sudies
A Book Display will be provided by Christian Family Bookstore of Chattanooga

CHURCH OF CHRIST
1280 Simpson Rd. West — Lenair City, TN 37771

(865) 986-3223
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The Last Word...

SIN AND ITS CONSEQUENCES

Kent Bailey

The basic message of the Bible deals with the
reality of sininthelivesof all accountableindividuals.
Paul the apostle stated: “For all have sinned, and
come short of the glory of God...” (Romans 3:23).
“For the wages of sin is death; but the gift of God
is eternal life through Jesus Christ our Lord”
(Romans6:23).

From these two passages we properly conclude
that all accountable individuals reach a specific point
of time where they become guilty of sin and stand in
need of Salvation. Implicit within Romans 6:23 istaught
thereality that God provides a scheme of Redemption
for al those in need of forgiveness, and such is condi-
tioned upon humanity’s obedience to God' sdivine con-
ditions. Inthisparticular study we are certainly mindful
of Bible teaching regarding the importance of such:

But wesee Jesus, whowasmadealittlelower thanthe

angesfor thesuffering of death, crowned with glory

and honour; that by thegraceof God tasted death for
every man ( Hebrews2:9).

For scarcely for arighteous man will one die: yet
peradventur efor agood man somewould even dareto
die. But God commendeth hislovetoward usin that
whilewewereyet sinnersChrigt died for us(Romans
5.7-8).

Know yenot that theunrighteousshall not inher it the
kingdom of God? Benot deceived: neither fornica-
tors, nor effeminate, nor abuser sof themselveswith
mankind, nor thieves, nor covetous, nor drunkards,
nor revilers, nor extortioners, shall inherit theking-
dom of God. And such weresomeof you but: yeare
washed, but yearesanctified, but yearejustified in
thenameof Lord Jesusand by the Spirit of our God (I
Corinthians6:9-11).

And being made perfect, he became the au-
thor of eternal salvation unto all them that obey
him... (Hebrews 5:9).

Inlight of the Scriptureswe are reminded that by
the love, mercy, and grace of God, all who receive His
divineforgivenessdo so asbeing unworthy of the great
price paid for our sin debt by the precious blood of God
the Son and the Son of the living God. When the alien
sinner believesthe gospel (John 1:12; 8:24), repents of
sin (Acts 17:30; 11 Corinthians 7:10), confesses Christ
(Acts 8:37; Romans 10:10), and is baptized unto the
remission of past sins (Acts2:38; | Corinthians 12:13)
that individual ispardoned of all sinand isadded to the
totality of the saved which constitutes the New Testa-
ment church. By the same principlewhen afallen child
of God repents of covenent sins, confesses them to
God in prayer and asks for divine forgiveness (Acts
8:22; | John 1:7-10) restoration to the fellowship of God
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is affected. In either case, whether it be an dien sin-
ner, or afallen child of God the faithful Christian will
stand ready to assist the newly forgiven individua in
living alife of faithfulness.

Inreality, theissueisnot forgivenessat all. How-
ever, someindividuals (dueto various reasons) seemto
lay aside all common sense and Bible knowledge based
upon asick and stupid hyper-sentimentality and totally
ignore the reality that while forgiveness of sin may be
affected, serious consequences of those sins may till
remain and go unchanged for many years.

Suppose one is guilty of stealing from one's em-
ployer. At alater time thisindividua meets the condi-
tionsto receive God'sdivineforgiveness. Certainly con-
ditioned upon proper correction of this crime, the em-
ployer isobligated to forgivethisindividua ashas God,
but does this obligate this employer to retain thisindi-
vidual asan employee? Obviously not.

Suppose a brother in Christ is guilty of the sin of
fornication. Suchisasin against God, hiswifeand fam-
ily, society, the Lord’s church, and his own body.

May he repent, confess his sin and be restored?
Yes indeed. Are we obligated to forgive such an indi-
vidual? Yes we are, even to the point of encouraging
him to do that which isright and stand ready to assist
himin getting hislifeback in order. Thisdoesnot mean,
however, that the wife, in extending forgiveness, no
longer has the authority for a scriptural divorce, nor
that brethren ignore the consequences of this terrible
wrong.

John the Baptist called for “fruits of repentance”
(Matthew 3:1-8); the church that met in Jerusalem de-
sired adequate evidence that the conversion of Saul of
Tarsus was genuine before fellowship was extended
(Acts 9:26-27); and when a brother in Christ involves
himself inaparticular sin that bringsgreat harm to him-
self, his family, the church, innocent young people in
addition to society as a whole, the consegquences of
such sin must be faced and dealt with rather than a
cover-up and pretending that all things are now normal.

| recently received acopy of aletter from abrother
in Christ taking another brother in Christ “to the wood-
shed” for facing the reality of the consegquences of an-
other individua’ssin. Chargeswere brought against the
brother addressed in this particular letter as if he had
misrepresented facts when only he was attempting to
facereality regarding the horrible consequences of per-
sonal sinscommitted by onewho had beeninvolvedin
grossimmoral conduct for an extended period. Again,
based upon repentance the issue is not forgiveness;
neither is the issue a willingness to assist another in
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getting their life back into proper order. Theissueis
one of facing the very real consequences of sin with
therealization that reformation, rehabilitation, and time
to demonstrate “fruits of repentance” stand in proper
order.

If there are any points to be made at al in the
unsolicited letter, the logical consequence of the
affirmations of this confused author would demand
every criminal in our land be released from prison
upon any aleged repentance and that law enforce-
ment agencies are guilty of the worst form of gossip
when they warn communities about the reality of a
convicted pedophile locating in a specific area after
serving a prison sentence.

While God indeed requiresusto lovethe sinner yet
hate the sin, such a divine requirement does not mean
that we are to demonstrate more love to the sinner than
to the innocent victim of his crime. Let those guilty of
gross immorality obey the divine conditions of pardon
and receive God's forgiveness. Let them also see the
need for reformation and rehabilitation of life, recogniz-
ing that certain consequences of their sin (especially those
involving other individuals) must be dealt with forthrightly
and honestly even if such dters the influence of their
persond lives.

—124 Executive Meadows
Lenoir City, Tennessee 37771
KBailey385@aol.com

Directory of Churches...

-Alabama-
Holly Pond-Church of Christ, Hwy 278 W., RO. Box 131, Holly
Pond, AL 35083, Sun. 10:00 am., 11:00 am., 6:30 p.m., Wed.
7:00 p.m., (256) 796-6802, (205) 429-2026.

Somerville-Union Church of Christ, located on Hwy 36, one
mile east of Hwy 67, Somerville, Alabama, Sun. 9:30 am., 10:30
am., 6:00 p.m., Wed. 7:00 p.m., Tom Larkin, evangelist, (256)
778-8955, (256) 778-8961.

Tuscal oosa-East Pointe Church of Christ one block from Exit 76,
off 1-20, I-59, Sun.9am., 10a.m., 6 p.m., Wed., 7 p.m. Abidingin
God’'sWord—The Old Paths. U of A student, visitor, or resident?
Welcome! Andy Cates, evangdlist. (205)556-3062.

-England-
Cambridge-South Cambridge Church of Christ, Brian Chadwick,
198 Queen Edith’'s Way, Cambridge. Publishers of “Oracles of
God". Tel: (01223) 501861, e-mail: brian.chadwick@ntlworld.com

Cambridgeshire-Ramsey Church of Christ, meeting at the Rain-
bow Centre, Ramsey, Huntingdon. Sun. 10, 11 am.; Wed. (Phone
for venue and time); www.Ramsey-church-of-christ.org. Contact
Keith Sisman, 001.44.1487.710552; fax:1487.813264 or Keith
Sisman.net. Research Website of 1,000 yearsof the British Church
of Christ; www.Traces-of-the-kingdom.org and www.Myth-and-
Mystery.org.

-Florida-
Pensacola-Bellview Church of Christ, 4850 Saufley Field Road,
Pensacola, FL 32526, Sun. 9:00 a.m., 10:00 a.m., 6:00 p.m., Wed.
7:00 p.m. Michael Hatcher, evangelist, (850) 455-7595.

-Georgia-
Cartersville- Church of Christ, 1319 Joe Frank Harris Pkwy
NW 30120-4222. 770-382-6775,
www.cartersvillechurchofchrist.org. Sun. 10, 11am., 6:30 p.m.
Wed. 7:30 p.m. Bobby D. Gayton, evangelist- email:
bdgayton@juno.com.

-Indiana-
Evansville-West Side Church of Christ, 3232 Edgewood Dr.,
Evansville, IN 47712, Sun. 9:00 am., 10:00 am., 6:00 p.m., Wed.
6:30 p.m., Larry Albritton, evangelist.

-Louisiana-

Chalmette-Church of Christ, 200 Delaronde St., Chalmette, LA
70044. Mark Lance, evangelist, (504) 279-9438.
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-Massachusetts-
Chicopee-Armory Drive Church of Christ, 26 Armory Drive;
Chicopee, MA 01020, in-home, (413) 592-4834, Ken Dion, evange-
list.

-Michigan-
Garden City-Church of Christ, 1657 Middlebelt Rd., Garden City,
MI (Suburb of Detroit), Sun. 10:00 am., 11:00 am., 6:00 p.m.,
Wed. 7:00 p.m., Dan Goddard, evangelist. (734) 422-8660.
www.garden-city-coc.org

-North Carolina-
Rocky M ount-Scheffield Drive Church of Christ, 3309 Scheffield
Dr., Rocky Mount, NC 27802 (252) 937-7997.

-Oklahoma-
Porum-Church of Christ, 8 miles South of 1-40 at Hwy 2, Warner
exit. Sun. 10am., 11 am., 6 p.m., Wed. 7 p.m. Allen Lawson, evan-
gelist, email: lawson@starnetok.net.

-Texas-
Houston area-Spring Church of Christ, 1327 Spring Cypress, P.O.
Box 39, Spring, TX 77383, (281) 353-2707. Sun. 9:30 am., 10:30
am., 6:00 p.m., Wed. 7:30 p.m., David P. Brown, evangelist. Home
of Spring Contending for theFaith L ectures beginning the last Sun-
day in February. www.churchesofchrist.com

Hubbard-105NE 6th St., Hubbard, TX 76648, Sun. 9:30am., 10:30
am., 6:00 p.m., Wed. 7:00 p.m. Delbert J. Goines, evangelist;
djgoines@writeme.com.

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

Hurst-Northeast Church of Christ, 1313 Karla Dr., PO. Box 85,
Hurst, TX 76053. Sun. 9 am., 10am., 6 p.m., Wed. 7:30 p.m. (817)
282-3239, Toney Smith and Dan Flournoy, evangelists.

New Braunfels-1130 Hwy. 306, 1.5 miles west of 1-35. Sun: 9:30
am., 10:30 am., 6:00 p.m. Wed. 7 p.m. Lynn Parker, evangelist.
(830) 625-9367. www.nbchurchofchrist.com.

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

-Wyoming-
Cheyenne-High Plains Church of Christ, 421 E. 8th St., Cheyenne,
WY 82007, tel. (307) 638-7466, Sunday: 9:30 am., 10:30 am., 5:00
p.m., Wed. 7:00 p.m., Tel. (307) 635-2482. evangelist: Tim Cozad.
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