Destroying
Our Enemies

An ancient emperor, having threat-
ened to slay all his enemies who had
engaged in an insurrection, pardoned
them al. On being taken to task for
breaking hisword, he declared he had
kept it, for they areno longer enemies,
but transformed into friends,

—An Overturned Barrel
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A Healthy

By RICK LIGGIN

What ever happened to our sense of
shame? I's there nothing that shocksus as a
nation anymore? Have we forgotten what it
means to be embarrassed? Is there anyone
among us who still knows how to blush?

These questionscamerushing to my mind
recently when | learned that the city of
Chicago has now named a street in honor of
porn king and Playboy Magazine owner,
Hugh Hefner. How in the world does a
leading city inthis“Christian nation” stoop
to honor the king of smut? Hasn’t hismaga-
zine (and others like it) done enough to
destroy our society as it is? And now we
honor this evil man! Something is wrong
with that! The report went on to inform us
that after the street naming ceremony, Mr.
Hefner was off to some southern university
“to scout out new talent.” | sthereno shame?

Thequestion cameto my mind again, as|
watched a recent “Today” program with
Katie Couric and Matt Lauer. In one seg-
ment, Katie spoke with ice-skating star,
Rudy Galindo, about his testing HIV posi-
tiveasaresult of homosexual, “ unsafe sex.”
There was no expression of remorse for his
participation in what the Bible calls a “de-
grading passion” (Rom. 1:26-27); no shame
and no embarrassment. Just an effort to
encourage the practice of “safe sex.” More
than anything el se, hewanted peopletolearn
from his situation that “safe sex is not an
empty slogan.” Isn’t there something wrong
with that?!

Earlier this spring, we had an interesting
conversation with one of our local high
school guidance counselors. We were ask-
ing about whether or not the mandatory
swimming classesare mixed (boysand girls
in the same classes). She told us that their
experienceat thishigh school wasthat co-ed
swimming just doesn’t work with ninth and
tenthgraders. “ They’ rejust too embarrassed

for the opposite sex to seetheir bodies,” she
said; but went onto say that by eleventh and
twelfth grade, “the students are okay with
it.” I want to know what happens between
tenth and eleventh grade that makes this
true? Somehow, by the eleventh grade our
young people are losing their sense of
shame! Something is seriously wrong with
that!

Now you may not be surprised by these
illustrations—and | guess I'm not really
either. I’ve known for a long time that our
world—and especially our nation—has
been corrupted, has become totally im-
moral, and has lost al sense of shame. We
areindeed anation of people“whoseglory is
in their shame” (Phil. 3:19); that is we
“glory” in (and are most proud of) the very
thing that we ought to be ashamed of! Our
ethical values are so inverted that what
should embarrass us doesn’t, and what
ought not to embarrass us does! And some-
thing isterribly wrong with that!

Butwhat can| doaboutit?What canwe—
the people of God—do about it? Well, one
thing that | know we can dois at least not
allow ourselvesto beforcedintotheworld's
mold! We can keep ourselves from con-
forming to our age (Rom. 12:2)!

But right here is where | become most
disturbed! I'm troubled by how corrupt our
nation is, but I’'m even more concerned by
how many among us—the people of God—
arebeinginfected by our society! Likethose

Senge of Shame

around us, we' relosing our sense of shame.
We're no longer embarrassed about sexual
sin among us.

Adultery and divorcearecommonplacein
the church—even among its leaders—and
we're not ashamed! Problemswith pornog-
raphy are rampant—and we' re not embar-
rassed. Pregnancy outside of marriage is
dismissed among us with a casual “kids
make mistakes” excuse—and no one
blushes! No longer isit just the young folks
who dlip off to the public swimming pool or
wear the modern mini skirts; now it's most
peopleinthechurchwho* can’t seeanything
wrong with” mixed swimming or immodest
dress.

Whereisthat sense of shamethat ought to
berootedfastwithintheindividual’ scharac-
ter (1 Tim. 2:9-10)? Slowly, because of our
own spiritual carelessness, that sense of
shame has been eroded. We become desen-
sitized to sin and hardened by its deceitful-
ness (Heb. 3:12-13). Suddenly, we're not
embarrassed by thelanguage around us...or
the undress...or the flirtation with sin. And
the next thing you know, we'reinvolved in
it...maybe abit tentatively at first, but soon
enough we get over it and then we're “ okay
withit.” Andthe next thing you know we're
right there in it with the rest of the world!
And the next thing you know...we'relost!

Something hasgot to be doneto recapture
our sense of shame! It stimefor usto wake
up, “for now salvation is nearer to us than
whenwebelieved. Thenight isalmost gone
andtheday isat hand.” It’ stimefor usto*lay
aside the deeds of darkness and put on the
armor of light.” It’ stimefor usto“put onthe
Lord Jesus Christ, and make no provisions
for the flesh in regard to its lusts.” (Rom.
13:11-14). It's time for us to start thinking
more soberly and start devel oping ahealthy
sense of shame!
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QUESTIONS
ABOUT ELDERS

By DALE SMELSER

I commend Think for examining the sub-
ject of the leadership of elders. You have
asked somepertinent and thought provoking
guestions. Though elders leading only by
exampleisnot my view, | havethought some
elders have erred on the side of authori-
tarianism.

First I would liketo observe that “ author-
ity” isnever assigned to elders. Infact, such
is denied to human beings in the kingdom
(Matt. 20:25-26). Though elders lack per-
sonal authority, they are authorized to do
something, tolead (the meaning of theterms
translated “rule”). Inherent in exercising
leadership is making sound and influential
decisions, and then leading, rather than im-
posing, to implement them. The Lord or-
dained congregational function by leader-
ship.

L eadership does not justify making every
decision unilaterally and autonomously.
That is by definition, lordly, and acting as
the “rulers of the gentiles.” Leaders bring
about a unity of action, if not of sentiment.
The scriptures require us to yield to such
leadership (Heb. 13:17). They donot require
usto obey lords.

Whenwesay eldersdo not haveauthority,
it is more accurate to say thereis akind of
authority they do not have. Authority
means. “The body or person exercising
power or command” (Oxford English Dic-
tionary). Jesus denied this to anyone. He
possessesall of that (Matt. 28:18). But there
isanother kind of authority: “ Power toinflu-
ence the conduct and actions of others; per-
sonal or practical influence” (ibid.).

The ability of elders to so influence and
lead comes from their recognized knowl-
edge, godly character, and being appointed
by the congregation to that end. Now the
guestions:

1. Where is the need to appoint specific
men just to be examples?

Inthat evangelistsare also to beexamples
(2 Tim. 4:12), why appoint men to that
functionand call them el ders?| supposeone
might suggest that appointment to such po-
sition, limited by specified qualifications,
ordains a designated and visible pattern for
usto follow. But elders are to be appointed
to more. The passage that tells elders to be
examples aso tells them to “tend” (1 Pet.
5:2-3).Inthisthey a'soareto equipthesaints
(Eph. 4:11-12). And while evangelists also
do thelatter, they are not assigned the posi-
tion of shepherd, and guardian (the meaning
of the word translated “bishop” and “over-

seer”). The Lord required appointment to
this combination of responsibilities.

2. Why a plurality? Why cannot one serve
as an example?

TheLord hasnot said why aplurality. We
may seethewisdominit, andthat it prevents
one person from becoming a Diotrophes.
Butintheabsenceof thelL ordtellinguswhy,
we need not speculate so much as obey. Of
course, if elders are only examples in the
qualities specified, the question does pose a
quandary, unlessmultipleexamplesprovide
more influence than one.

3. If elders are only examples and there
aretwo eldersand onedies, andtheremain-
ingonecannolonger serveasanelder, what
would he do differently?

He would do nothing differently, except
that he lacks the authority of being a desig-
nated exampl e, which designation doescon-
vey some of the moral authority mentioned
above. However, the observation here
should be that as shepherd and equipper, he
does more than serve as an example. A
former elder might still equipthroughteach-
ing, just as he may continue to be an ex-
ample, but it is the combination of those
along with leading, shepherding, and thus
watching over (the meaning of oversee), to
which men are to be appointed in plurality.

4. Why must el ders be married with faith-
ful childrenin order to be examples? Can't
single people be examples?

Not only can single people be examples,
we are required to use one as an example,
Paul (1 Cor. 4:16-17). Thefamily qualifica-
tion is to prove to brethren that elders can
“take care of the church of God” (1 Tim.
3:5). The only other place the word trans-
lated “take care of” is used in the New
Testament, is where the good Samaritan
“took careof” thewounded man (Lk. 10:34).
Positive vigilance, attentiveness, and hus-
bandry are involved therein.

Let us not get caught in the conjectured
necessity of choosing between authoritarian
elderswhosewills directly determineevery
congregational matter however mundane
(though they are to watch over it al and
guard against error), and elders who do no
more than serve as examples. And note the
spiritual emphasis in the responsibilities of
elders, whichissimilar tothat of theapostles
(Ac. 6:2-4), who though they received the
funds of loving assistance, |eft implementa-
tion of such material matters to qualified
servants. Elders are spiritual leaders, not
kings, dictators, or lords.

2807 Sutters Lane, Bowie, Maryland 20720
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EDITOR'SNOTE

Inthelast issue of Think, | offered apage
or lesstoany brother whowould answer four
questions| asked of thosewho claimthat the
“rule” of elders is limited to example.
Brother Dale Smelser accepted and submit-
ted the article which appears on this page.

Though | am not in agreement with some
of his conclusions, | am happy to provide
him an opportunity to expressthem. If noth-
ing else, it serves as an example of how
brethren can differ on a subject and still
discussit civilly.

| am not going to respond point-by-point
to brother Smelser’ sarticle, but | wouldlike
to make a few comments, lest some think
that | am fully satisfied with his answers.

In hisfirst paragraph he concedesthat the
“lead” of elders extends beyond their ex-
ample. Then he notesthat some elders have
been too “authoritarian.” On that we arein
agreement. In my article | stipulated that
some elders may overstep their authority,
thus ignoring the apostle Peter’s inspired
instructions (1 Pet. 5:3).

My dictionary defines “authoritarian” as
“relating to, or favoring blind submissionto
authority; 2: of relating to, or favoring a
concentration of power inaleader or anelite
not constitutionally responsible to the
people.” Certainly | would not advocate
“blind” submission to any human authority,
and elders who sin are subject to discipline
by the people (1 Tim. 5:22). If elders(or any
in positions of authority) make decisions
which conflict with God's will, we must
“obey God rather than men” (Ac. 5:29).

| don’t accept the idea that everyone who
makesdecisionswhichimpact othersis* au-
thoritarian.” Indeed, God has given certain
ones authority to make decisionswhich im-
pact others. And, He has required othersto
“submit” and “ obey” aslong asthey can do
so without sinning. Such authority has been
given to: husbands (Eph. 5:22-24) and fa
thers (Eph. 6:1-4) in the home (1 Tim. 3:4-
5); governments in society (Rom. 13:1-3);
and, | believe, eldersin alocal congregation
(1 Tim. 5:17; Heb. 13:17).

Brother Smel ser admittedthat some ques-
tions pose a “quandry” for those who say
that elders are only examples. It ismy view
that the requirement for aplurality of elders
aswell as some of the qualifications imply
that elders are more than examples.

| hope you'll read and consider brother
Smelser’sarticle.

—A|l Diestelkamp



C\'iﬁcism Amonq 'V.;\'ef{wen

By DAN RICHARDSON

| have observed through theyears, asl’ve
labored with different congregations, that
negativism breeds negativism, and such can
destroy the will to work. Every Christian
must be on guard concerning this.

Of course, not all criticismisbad. There's
“congtructive criticism,” as opposed to the
“destructive” type. We can al use some
good ol’ constructive criticism fromtimeto
time. I’ve benefitted from it many times
myself, and | know I’ll continueto need it .

When our brethren need our help we
should lovethem enough to help, especially
if that helpisneededto“restore” to thefaith
onewhohasbeenovertakeninsin(Gal. 6:1).
The commands (in 1 Thess. 5:14) to “...ad-
monish the disorderly, encourage the faint-
hearted, support the weak, be longsuffering
to al” are addressed to you and me.

But problems arise in the church when-
ever brethrenbeginto“ dishout” criticismof
the destructive kind. Thisis negativism and
it ismost effective in destroying the growth
of God’' speople. Thisvery fact isseenfrom
aconsideration of two scriptures.

Nehemiah 5 records a particular problem
that arose among the Jews that could have
been very effective in stopping the good
work they were doing. The people had a
mind towork (Neh. 2:18; 4:6), and were not

slowed by outside attacks from their en-
emies. However, the problems described in
chapter 5 were from theinside. When there
isdiscord among God' speople, the“ mindto
work” gives way to conflict. When, under
the leadership of Nehemiah, the problems
were solved, the strife ceased and the work
continued.

Acts 6 is another passage that shows the
importance of loving unity among brethren.
How easily this problem with the widows
could have halted the growth of the church
of Christ if not for the leadership of the
apostles and the willingness of faithful
brethren working together to solve their
problems. Thismade possiblethe continued
work of gospel preaching and the expanding
borders of God’'s kingdom (Ac. 6:2-7).

To view the problem of destructive criti-
cism among brethren from a Bible perspec-
tive will reveal several causes:

Self-Righteousness. Some brethren fail
to see their own shortcomings because they
are engrossed in finding everyone else’s.
They gripe, complainand criticizejust about
everything that isbeing done, developing an
atmosphere of strife. Instead of using God's
word as a “mirror” that reveals one's own
sins (Jas. 1:23-25), they useit asbinoculars
for viewing everyone else!

I nactivity. When brethren, for lack of
leadership, vision and faith, bury their “one

talent” (Matt. 25:24-30) and do nothing,
they will have plenty of time on their hands
to devote to criticizing one another. The
growth of Christianity, according to the
book of Acts, came about because brethren
were busy spreading the word of God (Ac.
6:7; 8:4). We must not lose our perspective
concerning the work we have to do lest we
becomeguilty, likethe Pharisees, of “ strain-
ing out the gnat and swallowing the camel”
(Matt. 23:24).

Worldliness. The truth is, we either love
and servethe God of heaven, or weloveand
servethe®god of thisworld” (1Jn. 2:15-17;
Matt. 6:24; Rom. 6:16). To love and serve
God isto love our brethren (1 Jn. 4:20-21).
This means we will not be guilty of fault-
finding and adverse criticism toward them.
To the contrary, we will “consider one an-
other unto love and good works’ (Heb.
10:24), and will view their spiritual needs of
far greater importance than earthly matters
(Gdl. 6:1-2).

Brethren, let usnot beguilty of putting the
worst possible construction on what each of
us may do. That is contrary to love, which
“believeth al things’ and “doth not behave
itself unseemly,” but “suffereth long and is
kind” (1 Cor. 13:4-7). Instead, let ushave a
mind to work, and give glory to God

P.O. Box 106, Bell City, Missouri 63735
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Brethren Helping Brethren

By AL DIESTELKAMP

Readersof thispaper might recall reading ashort articleby me
that appeared inthe January-February-Marchissue. It wastitled,
Modern Problems, an articleinwhich | whined about how costly
it istoday to build a meeting place.

Within days after putting that issue into the mail | started
getting calls and e-mails from Christians offering their help.
Shortly thereafter planswereunderway for several brethrenfrom
Alabama and Mississippi to converge on Sycamore, Illinois to
help us erect the interior walls.

The first week in August a total of seventeen brothers came
prepared to work. From the youngest, 19, to the eldest, 79, they
all “had amindtowork” (seeNeh. 4:6), and soinlessthanaweek
all theinterior wallswerebuilt and most of thedrywall washung.

Of course, we were not the first congregation this group has
hel ped—nor will we be the last. Jackie Richardson, an Alabama
preacher, usually coordinatesthese work efforts. Hewould have
done so with our project had he not had to have surgery. In his
place, brothers George Hutto and Johnny Richardson, spear-
headed the work.

Thisvolunteer |abor saved usagreat amount of money, but the
greatest benefit was having these good meninour midst. Menwe
hadn’t known before became dearly loved in avery short time.
Theirtimeandtalent (aswell asconsiderabl eexpenseto get here)

was only part of the sacrifice on our behalf. Wives, children and
other loved ones*“loaned” them to usfor that time. In some cases
congregations allowed their preachersto be away for this cause.

Some of the worldly sub-contractors were somewhat intimi-
dated by their presenceandtheir work ethic. Others, aswell asthe
building inspector, were impressed.

Another good that camefrom thisexperiencewashaving these
men in our homes, and the women of the congregation feeding
them. Wewondered if our small congregation could handle this
task, but we had no reason to be concerned. Our sisters were
definitely up to the challenge. To contribute to the cause, the
husband of one of our members—himself not a Christian—
volunteered to take all seventeen men out to eat at afamily-style
restaurant for four of the meals.

Since they have left, their sacrificia service has motivated
others to offer and provide assistance with the finishing of the
building. One brother from another congregation did part of the
drywall taping, and a sister from still another congregation (a
painter by profession) hasoffered to donate her timeandtalent to
do the painting.

Wewould till have beenin afinancial squeeze had it not been
for abrother from adistant congregation and asister from nearby
who helped us by providing thousands of dollarsto help us buy
the lot. All this just illustrates and confirms what | remember
hearing my father say: “My brethren are the greatest!”




Suﬂ)mitﬂ;ing To The Lord

By ANDY DIESTELKAMP

What is a lord? A lord is one who has
power and authority over others. Lord is
sometimes used as atitlefor peoplein posi-
tions of power. In the government of Eng-
landthereistheHouseof Lords. Weuselord
in conjunction with the authority that comes
withownership. Wecall themlandlords. Itis
not unusual to hear thewordlordinreligious
circles, but what do people mean when they
usethat word?Peoplewill talk about serving
the Lord, putting the Lord first, and making
Jesus Lord of their lives, but what does all
thismean? Sometimesreligiousjargonloses
its meaning because it is spoken so often by
so many without an understanding of the
meaning.

God is Lord. Jesusrefersto the Father as
Lord of heaven and earth (Lk. 10:21). This
makes senseif we understand God to bethe
creator of all. Hemadeit al. Heownsit all.
HeisLord of al. The Apostle Paul refersto
Him as King of kings and Lord of lords (1
Tim. 6:13-16). Lord means that He has au-
thority. Lord of al means that He has all
authority. To possess all authority is the
mark of deity.

Interestingly, this title is aso used of
Jesus. The Apostle Peter understood and
taught that Jesusis Lord of all (Ac. 10:34-
36). The Apostle John reveals Jesus wears
the same title as His Father (Rev. 17:14;
19:11-16). JesusisLord! HeisLord of al.
He bears the mark of deity. No wonder the
apostle Thomas, upon seeingtheresurrected
Jesus, saidto Him, “My Lord and my God!”
(Jdn. 20:24-29).

Whose Lord is Jesus? People will often
talk about the need for you to make Jesus

Lord of your life. Friend, Jesus is Lord of
your life! Our acknowledgment of Jesus as
Lord no more makes Him Lord than our
confession of Him asthe Son of God makes
Him the Son of God. JesusisLord of lords
whether or not we confess that. Paul writes
that God exalted Jesusthat at hisnameevery
knee should bow and every tongue should
confessthat JesusisLord (Phil. 2:9-11). He
isour Lord whether or not we' [l admit it, but
we will admit it, if not now, before the
judgment seat of God (Rom. 14:9-12).

IsJesusyour Lord? Theanswerisyes. The
questionis, will yousubmitto JesusasL ord?
Only you can answer that. Jesus said that
most would reject the way of righteousness
(Matt. 7:13,14). However, therewill evenbe
many who claim JesusasLordwhowill then
bergjected by Him. “Many will say toMein
that day, ‘Lord, Lord, have we not proph-
esiedin’Y our name, cast out demonsin 'Y our
name, and done many wonders in Your
name? And then | will declare to them, ‘I
never knew you; depart from Me, you who
practice lawlessness!’” (Matt. 7:22,23).
Why? Because not everyone who says
“Lord, Lord” shall enter the kingdom of
heaven, but he who does the will of God
(Matt. 7:21).

To confess Jesus as Lord isnot merely to
utter the words, but to submit to the will of
the Lord. To practice that which is against
the law of the Lord isto fail to do Hiswill.
Thisgivesgreater meaningto Jesus' charge,
“All authority has been given to Me in
heaven and on earth [That sounds like a
Lord]. Gothereforeand makedisciplesof all
the nations, [How?] baptizing them in the
name of the Father and of the Son and of the

Holy Spirit, teaching them to observe all

thingsthat | have commanded you...” (Matt.
28:18-20). A disciple of Jesus is therefore
one who has been taught to observe all that
Jesuscommanded. A discipleisonewhohas
beenbaptized. A discipleisonewho submits
to Jesus as Lord.

Jesusisyour Lord. Haveyou submitted to
Hislordship?
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