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I. Introduction

Unlike some other books, this is probably not an introduction that you will
want to skim through and then skip aheadhe next chapter. That is mainly
because this introduction will help you decide if you really should be reading this
book in the first place. The consequences of reading this book could radically
affect your current way of life! Somaill need to read thisook at least twicé
once to get over the shock and then once to reconsider what it actually says. Thi:
book will address many common questions such as: What is the Church? Who is
an authority in the Church? Can anyone start their own ChittoW?s a meting
of the Church supposed to functioAfd most importantlywhat does the Bible
have to say about any of thigMany Christians have never studied these issues in
depth and indeexhayfind the answers to these questions quite surprising.

i.1 Overview

This book explores the operation of Christian fellowdbgyondthe confines
of traditional institutional structures. Thopositionis not put forth under the
guise of "just another man's opinion”, lmibasedn the truth clearly revealed in
the Scriptues.Unlike some ecclesiological theories thigt to piecemeal one or
two Scriptures together out of their Biblical contexts, this book attempts to offer a
systematic and comprehensive analysis of the Church froBcréptural
perspective Some may be indlly skeptical about some of the claims of this
book and that is understandable, for many Christians have never studied the
Scriptures on this topic and may have never heard a single sermon preached o
this topic from the pulpit. Thus, you are asked tnsider things like the Bereans
and "examine the Scriptures" (Acts 17:11) to see for yourselves if the things
presented here are trudany who considered themselves to be Bitxdieving
Christiansboasting "We do everything according to the New Testarhéatve
soon been silenced after reading this bdis. understandable that you might not
want to get bogged down looking up every Scripture reference the first time
through, but please take the time to look up any verses that you have question:s
about orare unfamiliar with.

The thrust of this book is geared toward the average Christian who "goes to
church” today [2.2.2.1], but it will ultimately appeal to committed Christians who
desire to follow Jesuwith total abandonmentf you are not such a "radita
Christian, it may make you one! This book is not meant just for thinkers, but for
obeyerslt is highly recommended that this book be discussed in a small group or
a Bible study setting where these claims can be publicly scrutinized and not easily
dismissed by one person'%private interpretation® (2Pet. 1:20). Quite
surprisingly, after reading this book, many Christians seem to find themselves in
total agreement with thbasic conceptpresented here. But the problem isn't
always that they agree with aththe Bible says, as much as they are not obeying
what it says¢.3].
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1.1.1 Purpose

This book was written to encourage Christians to begin functioning as the
Church under the headship of Jesus Chkonghat'the manifold wisdom of God
might now be made kown through the Church to the rulers and authorities
in the heavenly realm” (Eph. 3:10). Jesus is in fact restoring the Church in cities
all around the world today. Thousands of Christians have left the confines of
unbiblical institutional "churches" togain experience Biblical Christianity as
God intended. Century after century, various movements of genuine Christians
have left the institutional establishment only to rediscovanyof the exact same
truths which have been documented here.

Please be wilhg to discard any preconceived notions, as you will see that the
Church described in the Bible is radically different from what is occurring among
most Christians today. So many rGhristians have been turned off from Christ,
simply because they have Ibetrned off by an institutional "church” [1.2.4].
Christians must first understand what the Church is, before they will ever be able
to model what the Church does [3.2nd knowing all about the Church is not
nearly as important as it is to know Jesus.you know Jesus?Are you seeking
after Him?Do you love Him with all of your heart? Trying to obtain the most
Scriptural form of Church organization or structure will never be as important as
knowing Jesus Christ personally! Even if you joined the mosidedul group of
Christians filled with the Holy Spirit, that would not maygeu right with God
[1.3.1].

The goal of this book isotto get people to mimic a certain set of practices
from the "New Testament Church", but simply for them to be a part &tibech
that Jesus Christ is leading todayhe Church really does not need another
temporary revival or institutional reformation as much as it needs a total
restoration Of course, the Church today will have many similarities with the
early Church as its founded on the same Scriptural principléad these basic
principles will become even more critical as the Lord prepares the Church for the
end times These prophetic truths will become oh so relevant as the Church is
restored to a glorious state ofirgpal power amidst a growing persecution from
the world. Christians should recognize these things now and begin to apply them
to their lives or they will be forced to deal with them ldteither wayChristians
must eventually face these realities. Thermal institutional way of handling
things will soon come to an end. It will no longer be business as usual.

1.1.2 Background

It has taken ovetenyears for this book to be written. What once started out
as a small paper in November of 1997 has contiyneablved over the years into
this book in its present form. | make no claims of being a great writer, and
actually do not enjoy writing much at all. At times it has been quite clear that
demonic spiritual forces have tried to hinder this work. | havgtfouhrough
several physical attacks on my health that have impaired my ability to write for
any good length of time. At other times it seems that the Lord himself prevented
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this work from proceeding until certain things were adequately understood and
actwally being lived out in people's lives over a period of time. | can hardly take
sole credit or responsibility for this book and in fact Jesus once rebuked me for
thinking that this was only "my book". Indeed, my hands may have written this
alone, but | aloe did not write this. (See what large letters | type with my own
hand) J My role was actually more like one of a secretary recording the things
that God has shown me and many others. A whole host of withesses have had :
profound impact on my Christiarféi in urging me to seek the truihthis is all

your fault! Special thanks are given to the scores who have proofread, debated
and corrected this work in both form and substance. This book has been carefully
examined by both critics and proponents, cleagy laity, "pastor$ and "ex-
pastors. This book does not represent any denomination, organization, or
institution of any kind. It is humbly submitted to the Body of Christ for whatever
benefit and encouragement it may contdili. praise is given to Goavho has
already brought about tremendous fruit in the lives of many through this book!

1.1.3 Uniqueness

Although there are already other books and articles written from a similar
perspective, this book attempts to be unique in several redarsts.thisbook
includes some original research and scholarshipptovide a comprehensive
understanding ofll the major issues of the Church in one platkere are
already several individual books that when taken together adequately cover much
of the content addssed here, but not everyone has the time or patience to read so
many different booksa[1]. Some of these boolanly discuss the Church from
one particular vantage point making it difficult to grasp the big picture of how
everythingdfits togetherOne bookmight highlight the equality of all Christians as
a "kingdom of priests”, for example, but then leave people wondering how
Biblical leadership fits into the picture [6.1.2]. Other books merely tell nice
stoiies of how they think it should be without anyri$pture to back them up.
Second, this book is broken inthapters and stéons to make things eas to
find for future reference. This reference guide format makes it easy to jump back
and forthbetweensections while still providing an awareness of sherounding
context. Third, this book includes "Practical Applications" sections that offer
advice and practical steps that you can apply to your life. Other books on these
topics may present the truth well enough, but then the reader is left wondering,
"Where do | go from here?" And this can be overwhelming for many who are
learning these things for the first time. And finally, unlike some authors who are
trying to make a profit from the gospel, this book is made freely available.

1.1.4 Synopsis

This bookattempts to peel back the lid and examine the current institutional
"church" system by addressing seven major principles of the Church: identity,
unity, fellowship, meetings, authority, leadership, and practices. Without trying to
summarize the entire blphere is a brief synopsis of the book's major thesis:
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Church

Scriptural Truths

Counterfeit Philosophies

Identity

Anyone who is a Christian is
by definition a member of the
Church regardless of any
geographical or logistical
distinctions.

A "church" is areligious
organization or noiprofit
corporation that typically conducts
meetings or services in a designa
building.

Unity

All Christians belong to the
same Church founded on thg
basis of one Body, one Spirit
one Hope, one Lord, one Fai
one Baptim, and one God.

Christians are divided into man
made organizations that select
proprietary names to represent th
particular doctrines and unbiblical
membership requirements.

Fellowship

Committed relationships are
formed among the communit
of Christiars who fellowship
with one another dailpy
sharing their spiritual gifts as
priesthood of believers.

Christians are merely acquaintan
of each other based on compatibl
religious preferences and have lit
to no contact with each other
outside of theegularly scheduled
weekly meetings.

Meetings

Every Christian actively
participates in an open formad
continually meednhg together a
any timeor placeas the Holy
Spirit leads

Services are only conducted once
twice a week in a designated aret
wherethe laity passively observe
pre-planned performances as
spectators.

Authority

EveryChristian can hear from
the Lord and subnstdirectly
to Jesus Christ who governs
the affairs of the Church.

Decisions are made by boards,
conferences, councils, conitaes,
or individuals who hold positions
authority over other members.

Leadership

Christians voluntarily submit
to one another and recogniz
servant leadehsp on the basig
of spiritual authority.

The laity obey a hierarchical
command structure of pi@ssional
clergy that rule over them from
elected or appointed offices.

Practices

The practices of the Church
are derived out of the Life of
the Church under the continy

direction of the Holy Spirit.

Business practices and traditions
men have creatkan institutional
environmengoverned bynbiblical
codes, schedules, and rules.

1.2 Organization

This bookis being offered in both online and printed versions. The online
version has the advantagef embedded hypertext linksearchable textand
global accessThe printed version, on the other hand, has the advantdge
portability, requires no electricity, and won't reboot while you are readidg it.
The printed version is being offered at cost, with no profit to the aulhd.
merely being offeed as aconveniencdor those who do not wish to go to the
trouble of printing their own copy. This book retains a copyright notice in both
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formats for the purpose of preventing it from being distorted or financially
exploited,but not to hinder its freaccess.

i.2.1 Format

The format of this book is naeally geared towards a quick read, as the
writing style is sometimes compact with deep concepts being expressed in a few
words. The intent has been to minimize redundancy by logically classifying the
information into the appropriate chapters, sections, and subsections. The
numbering system of this book is organized in a logical "scope and sequence"
outline with the numbers progressing to the right representing an increasing level
of detail. The first digidesignates the chapter, the second digit designates a major
topic of that chapter, the third digit designates a subtopic of that topic, and so on.
The main chapters are subdivided into the following four subsections:

1. Scriptural Truths This section disases aspects of the Church from a purely
Scriptural vievpoint. If someone wanted a positive picture of how the Church
is supposed to operate, they could just read this section in each chapter. The
goal is to present indisputable facts that can easily fiedeby anyone who
cares to study the Scriptures. It is important that all the Scriptures on each
subject be taken into account within their Biblical contexts [c.2].

2. Counterfeit Philosophied his section discusses how institutional "churches"
today aredisobeying the Scriptures and analyzes some of themaale
institutional philosophies that have been crafted in their place. This section
may seem to be somewhat harsh at times, but its intent is only to tell the truth
in love. While this book condemnsztifalse institutional religious system
created by men, it recognizes that genuine love and ministry still occurs
among many Christians attending unbiblical institutions.

3. Practical Applications This section addresses how Christians can apply the
truth to heir lives in practice and begin to function in the Church again as
God intended. This is where a spiritual journey begins if you are up to it! Of
course, any application would be unique to each individual, so this section is
merelyoffered to provide somgossible advice, direction, and examples to
consider.

4. Challenge Questiond his section provides several questions to challenge
your thinking and see if your experience lines up with the Scripture. Some
may breeze through a chapter thinking they are direing everything
right, and then they come to these questions which jolt them back into reality.

Although the outline of this book is structuréke a reference guide, the
contentflows morelike a user guide. The chapters are intended to progress in a
chronological fashion with each chapter building upon the concepts learned in the
previous chapter. Thus, it is recommended that you first read through this book at
least once before you begjomping around between sections. If you start
jumping aroundd interesting sounding sections without having read it straight
through, you may miss many importgrgints and think this book claims many
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things that it does not. For example, if you just skipped ahead to a latter section
and saw the word "Church", youight think it is referring to that white building

on the corner that you attend every Sunday at 10:30 AM, but this is not what the
Church is, nor what Scripture says the Church is [1.2.1]. While it may be
tempting to peak ahead, it is suggested that yfraimefrom hopping between
sections until you have become familiarized with everything the first time
through.

1.2.2 Corrections

This book is intended to be an open work in that it will hopefully be
dynamically revised and improved as suggestions areveztefor this reason,
the book always bears a date to indicate its present edition. While this book
contains many insights from the Holy Spirit, it does not mean that there aren't any
typographical errors, poor word choices, or grammatical mistakes. A&diyjta
few conventions of this book are netandard but were chosen on purpose (such
as the British system for quotations). Nevertheless, it is intended that this book
will continually be improved to try to reduce any logistical or literary problems
that might possibly obscure the presentation of the truth. If anything is found to
be in error, whether logistical or substantive, please point it out so that it may be
retracted or correcte@orrections are not despised, but are welcomed as there is
interestonly in portraying the truth, whatever it is and wherever it may be found

This book in itself is worth very little, but the truth is everything. The truth
will still be true regardless of how well this book was able to convey that truth.
Some things maindeednot be explained very well, but the gist of what is being
presented may nevertheless be true. Perhaps this book will never be perfect, but
hopefully it will be clear enough that any genuine seeker of the truth could easily
supply anything that isatking. You are encouraged'fbest all things, keep the
good." (1Th. 5:2122) or ast is said, "Eat the meat and spit out the bones."

1.2.3 Conventions
The following are some of the general conventions used throughout this book:

emphasis Italics denote mphasis that is added by the author.
"quote’ Bold typeface is used for quotation from the Scriptures.
J Emoticon of a smiley face indicating an attempt at humor.
"a b g"d Greek wordepresented in Greek characters
#nnnn  Strong's eference number of Greek word.
(book c:v) References a book, chapter, and verse of a passage in Scripture
cf. Abbreviation to confer with other related Scriptures.
[n.n.n] Reference tanother section of this book.
Church True Church of all believers founded and led by Jesus Christ.
"church"” Man-made religious organization commonly confusatthe Church.
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Abbreviations used for the books of the Bible:

Gen. Genesis 2Chr. 2 Chronicles Dan. Daniel
Exod. Exodus Ezra Ezra Hos. Hosea
Lev. Leviticus Neh. Nehemiah Joel Joel
Num. Numbers Esth. Esther Amos Amos
Deut. DeuteronomyJob Job Obad. Obadiah
Josh. Joshua Psa. Psalms Jon. Jonah
Judg. Judges Prov. Proverbs Mic. Micah
Ruth Ruth Eccl. Ecclesiastes Nah. Nahum
1Sam. 1 Samuel Song. Song of Solomoi Hab. Habakkuk
2Sam. 2 Samuel Isa. Isaiah Zeph. Zephaniah
1Ki. 1 Kings Jer. Jeremiah Hag. Haggai
2Ki. 2 Kings Lam. Lamentations Zech. Zechariah
1Chr. 1 Chronicles Ezek. Ezekid Mal. Malachi
Matt. Matthew Eph. Ephesians Heb. Hebrews
Mark Mark Phil.  Philippians Jas. James
Luke Luke Col. Colossians 1Pet. 1 Peter
John John 1Th. 1 Thessalonians 2Pet. 2 Peter
Acts Acts 2Th. 2 Thessalonians 1Jn. 1 John
Rom. Romans 1Tim. 1 Timothy 2Jn. 2 John
1Cor. 1 Corinthians 2Tim. 2 Timothy 3Jn. 3John
2Cor. 2 Corinthians Tit.  Titus Jude Jude
Gal. Galatians Phm. Philemon Rev. Revelation

1.3 Preconceived Notions

If you are ready to begin reading this book, then by all mézel free to skip
this section and have at it! Unfortunately, sometimes this book evokes strong
reactions before people have even read it. Those who think they are already doing
everything right, often get mad at the slightest suggestion that theytarEhiso
book will definitely not be well received by the religious Pharisees of our day
[7.2.5.4]. Some people cannot even get past reading this introduction before they
angrily prejudge its content and begin jumping to false conclusions. You are
merely aked to consider this book with an open miMhany will tend to agree
with most of these things on the surface, and yet the impact is often not felt until
everything sinks in later when they are confronted with the logigglications.
The truths mentionedere have brought much joy to some, but just seem to anger
others.lt may upset your way of life, but don't get upsSgtlere is certainly much
here that could offend the average religious "church goer", but it sincerely is not
the intent to insult anyondesus certainly offended many and yet Jesus is the
Truth (John 14:6)Below are some of the initial reactions to this book that are
common among those who come from an institutional perspective. Please don't
let any of these things prevent you from embaykon a marvelous spiritual
journey leading to a more intimate relationship with Jesus.
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1.3.1 "I Don't Really Care"

Okay, but should you care? Do you care about the truth? To ignore the truth
out of apathy is indeed a dangerous position to stand on. tumdbely, many
people today are content with their religion and simply don't want to be bothered
with the truth. Some think that their "church" is already doing everything right,
but if they wouldjust read on they might see that nothing could dm¢héer from
the truth. The "Counterfeit Philosophies" sections explain in great detail how
institutional "churches" are disobeying multitsdg Scriptures everyday. Some
people may be in denial and think that this could never include their "church",
and yet theydon't even know why. Many have built their entire lives around a
false institutional system and simply have too much at stake to lose. Is this the
Spirit of Christ?The more important question g you" love the truth" (2Th.
2:10)?If you are not commigtd to the truth, this book will probably not be able to
convince you of anythingAre you prepared to follow the truth, no matter where
it leads?

i.3.2 "Are You a Cult?"

Some who read ¢hintroduction may begin to jump to all sorts of faulty
conclusions: They don't submit to authority." "They are not having fellowship."
"They are just starting house churches." If you would just take the time to read
this book you would immediately see that all of these assertions are false. None of
those things are advoeat and in fact all of them are explicitly refuted by this
book. Attempts to writ@ff this book by claiming it espouses some cultic belief
are absurd [4.3.2.3], for it adheres to tisialorthodox statement of faitfand
assumes the reader does as)well

1. The Bible, in the original autographs, is divinely inspired, infallible, inerrant,
and authoritative in all matters of faith and conduct.

2. There is one God, eternally existent in three persons: Father, Son and Holy
Spirit.

3. The deity and humanity of JesusrShis accepted in His virgin birth, in His
sinless life, in His miracles, in His vicarious and atoning death through His
shed blood, in His bodily resurrection, in His ascension to the right hand of
the Father, in His present rule as Head of the ChurdhireHis personal
return in power and glory.

4. The Holy Spirit is absolutely essential for the salvation of the lost and
regeneration of sinful men.

5. Believers are enabled to live a godly life by the indwelling of the Holy Spirit,
to witness and work for tHeord Jesus Christ.

6. There is a resurrection of both the saved and thé kbgly that are saved
unto the resurrection of life, and they that are lost unto the resurrection of
damnation.

7. There is unity of all true believers in our Lord Jesus Christ, witregard for
racial, gender, or class differences.
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It is true that a few extremist movements with onfyagtial understanding of the
Church have taken some things to excess, but their misapplications do not make
the truth any less true. You will noticeathsuch groups are equally denounced as
this book merely attempts to offer a balanced view of the truth.

1.3.3 "Can You Prove It?"

The "Scriptural Truths" sections provide volumes of Scriptioeslequately
prove these assertions. Perhaps some peoplaatiike these truths, but which
of these things isn't true? Which of these thingsmisriptural? This book doesn't
contain any "secret knowledge" for the Scriptures presented here are readily
available to everyone and easily verified by anyone whoespo follow the
truth. Those who find the Scripture confusing will perhaps find this book no less
confusing.J Sometimes itis necessary to consult the authority of the original
Greek texts in order to fully understand what the Scriptures are realhgd4a|.
The Scriptures about the Church, however, are not offered as proof so that they
can be parsed in a legalistic way and forced upoongregatiorof backslidden
Christians who only begrudgingly obey. Rather the authority of Scripture
offered hee toconfirm whatthe Holy Spirit has been clearly expressing anyway.
The goal here is not to try to prove what the Church is to those who do not have
the Holy Spirit, but to confirm these things for those who das$ iBmot just what
the Holy Spirit sad way back whenthis isalsowhat the Holy Spirit says now
This is not just a history lesson about what the Lord did in the past; this is what
the Lord is doing today!

This book does not attempt to convince others of the typthnb'appeal to
authority" (ad verecundiamfrom a particular man or group, but only on the basis
of the Scriptures. Even though much that is written in this book is supported by
various mainstream ministries, it will not be quoted as "proof’ here. You are not
asked to believe omé basis of what a particular leader or denomination says, or
what you read in a beselling Christian book; you are asked to believe what the
Bible says! Christians simply need to learn to accept things because theyeare
We do not follow the opinianof men; we follow Jesus! Thus, no quotations from
famous Christians are necessary to support the various points in this book, for the
Scriptures alone are sufficient. Some would reject such quotations if the leader
wasn't from the right denomination argyv (Do you think Jesus was a Nazarene,
John was Baptist, and Paul was Apostjlit?Instead, the authority of Scripture
has been used to establish the truths presented here. Peter, James, and John ¢
the other writers of the New Testament were some fan@hristians tooso we
will quote their writing$ If you won't believe the Scripture, then there probably
isn't anything else that would convince you anyway.

1.3.4 "What About This..."

It is one thing to immediately reject something and it is anotheg toirfirst
understand it completely before rejecting it. Some people who read through these
sections will immediately have all sorts of questions: "What about this other
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verse?" "Why doesn't my pastor teach that?" "How can that be applied today?" If
you cane away from a section with unanswered questions, please be patient!
Every issue and its related branches of thought cannot always be answered in a
single section. If you just dismiss something out of hand saying, "Well, if that is
the only argument..." #n you probably will miss the point entirely. If you would

just read on, you usually will find that your questions are directly answered in
another section. Many things that seem to be dangling loose ends in one section
are further clarified in other segtis. Critics who merely skim over parts of this
book can often be answered very easily just by quoting parts that they did not
read or did not read very carefully.

If you read this book with a negative attitude trying to find something to
fault, you will probably find it! Please don't make the mistake of rejecting the
truth by nitpicking the details or wrangling over words, but try to extend the
benefit of the doubt and understand the gist of the concepts. If you get hung up
over theological semantics omjiistical details, these can easily be fixed and then
you will still have missed the point. This book is patrticularlygeared toward
"hand holding" so as to anticipate every imaginable argument that someone could
ever come up with, but is intended to gjiany genuine seeker of the truth ample
fuel to further his pursuit. If you don't think this book has sufficiently proven a
particular point, please take the time to investigate it further. There is no hurry,
for the truth of the Scriptures will not be clggng any time soon! There am@any
more Scriptures that could have been cited to support the points of this book, but
were purposely limited to save space. The goal here was not to list every
Scripture possible, but only to give enough references tolyleatablishthe
basis for the truthLikewise, all norscriptural references to historical, scientific,
or statistical informatiorhave been givehimited importance &.1]; so if you
guestion the validity of any claim, please go to the library and logg ytourself
for these things may be verified from other sources.

1.3.5 "It Won't Work Today"

Somebody must have forgot to tell us! This may seem new to kyatu,
nothing here is neWrhe truths of the Church still work just as well today as they
did in thefirst century. This was not just for another tintt@s is being lived out
now If this seems controversial, it is only because the institutional "churches"
havert been experiencing Biblical Christianity for such a very long firbat the
Scripture hagertainly not changedt is probably no more shocking than when
Josiah rediscovered the Scripture in his day (2Ki. 238 Indeed, the truth is
now stranger than fiction. Some people want to know: "Who else is doing this?"
"What famous Christians aresagiated with this?" "What's in it for me?" These
are all the wrong questions! If you are really committed to the truth, then
shouldn't you be willing to obey Jesus Christ in these things regardless of who
else is involved or what yaiink youwill get ou of it?

The truth of the Church is validated by Jesus Christ and those who choose to
follow Him. This is not just a theorythese truths are being lived out by
thousands of Christians all over the world on a daily Habigeed, there are
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many excellentxamples of how the Biblical Church is still functioning just fine
in cities all over the world todaya2]. This is not just a utopian ideal or an
unachievable pipe dream! Everything written here has been independently
verified by the lives of Christianglaver the world who have been putting these
things into practice every day. These truths are firmly rooted in the Scriptures,
demonstrated by the early Church, confirmed by the Holy Sgirt still
experienced by Christians today

And there is also nbing preventing you from applying these same truths of
the Scripture to your lifeight now If you are already a Christian, you are already
a member of the Church and simply need to begin functioning like one [1.3.1.2].
No other accessories are requiradlry, but there isn't anything else you can sign
up for here and no other organization you need to join. Many Christians
intuitively know there is something missing from their "church”, but they stand
fearfully at the threshold of whole new reality andndger: "Whoelsewould |
fellowship with?" "How is leadership supposed to function?" "How will others
react to this?" The "Practical Applications" sections offer some practical advice
and suggestions on how you can deal with these issues and apply the yauh
situation today. These sections are mostly written in a chronological fashion and
were designed to transition someone from functioning as a meofber
traditional institutional "church”, to someone functioning as a member in the
Church.

1.4 Warning

Before proceeding any further, a warning is probably in order. The content of
this book highlights many Scriptures that are being violated on a daily basis by a
large number of Christians, especially by many who are considered to be leaders
This is lagely done out of ignorance by people who otherwise have good
intentions, for most of them have not thought about this topic very much and have
never studied these Scriptures concerning the Church. But after reading this book
this would no longer be the s@ foryou You may be faced with many harsh
truths that you have never encountered beforetlaisdmay radically challenge
your current way of lifeThe Scriptures cited in this book are not offered as mere
suggestions or good advice, butcasnmands foChristians to obeyThese truths
tend to be highly charged and once the "cat is let out of the bag" there is usually a
forceful discharge in one direction or another. It is tempting to say, "Don't read
this book if you are happy with the way things atait that is hardly a valid
option for a Christian who loves the truth. In other words, you may not want to
read this book unless you are willing to let the Lord radically change your life,
but then again if you really are a Christian, then shouldn't youillieg to let the
Lord radically change your life? The important question therfiee You willing
to submit to the trutPi' Now that you have been warned, you may proceed at your
own risk.J
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1. Identity
1.1 Scriptural Truths

Before discussing any detailed aspects about the Church, it is extremely
important to first be clear about exactly what the Church is. Is the Church a white
building on the corner with a steeple? Is the Church a meetingsthahvened
for an hour each week on Sunday mornings? Is the Church just-prafan
religious organization? Let us begin by examining what Scripture says about the
Church. It isimperativethat Christians properly identify themselves with the
Church th& Jesus Christ has founded. Several of the topics introduced here will
only be touched on briefly, but please be patient as they will be discussed in
greater detail in later chapters.

1.1.1 What is the Church?

The Church is referred to by many differentmes in Scripture"the
Church" (Eph. 1:22, 5:23);Body of Christ" (Eph. 4:12),"Church of God"
(1Cor. 1:2, 10:32, 2Cor. 1:1)the Body" (Col. 1:18)," God &6 s (Hebuse"
3:6), "the Way" (Acts 9:2, 19:23, 24:14);household of faith" (Gal. 6:10),
"Church of the living God" (1Tim. 3:15), and'temple of God" (2Cor. 6:16).
There is not any particular official name for the Church used throughout Scripture
[2.2.1.4], thus the term "Church” will generally be used here for consistency
purposesOriginally, the Engish word "Church" was coined from the Greek word
"k ur i d#286U meaning "belonging to the Lord", but that is not the word that
is translated as "Church" in the Scriptures today. Instead, the word "Church" is
now usedwhen translating the Greek woreé 'kl kh s"i #4577 which literally
means "called out onesThe word & k k | W wds aot necessarily a religious
term but was used for political gatherings and other-retigious assemblies
where people were "called out" to assemble as a deliberating bodg. Wwothd,
those who are "called out” from the general population, such as those elected to a
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congress, would be considered the "called out ones". In the context of
Christianity, the "called out ones" are the people who have been "called out" from
the worldby Jesus Christ to be His discipl€¥ou do not belong to the world,

but | have chosen you out of the world."(John 15:19). The Church is "called
out" of the world to be a separate assembly [4.1T}erefore come out from

the midst of them and be separ@." (2Cor. 6:17). The very concept of
sanctificationmeans to be "set apart" or separated from the world and dedicated
to God (2Th. 2:13.4). "But you are an elite class, a royal priesthood, a holy
nation, a people for God's possession, that you may desaHis virtues
having been called out of darkness into His wonderful light.(1Pet. 2:9)

These "called out ones" of Jesus Christ are referred to by many different
names in Scripture'disciples” (Acts 6:12, 18:23, 20:7),'Christians” (Acts
11:26),"believers" (Acts 5:14, 1Tim. 4:12);saints" (Rom. 1:7, 2Cor. 1:1, Eph.

1:1, Phil. 1:1),"brothers” (Acts 6:3, 11:29, 15:3);members of the Body"
(1Cor. 12:24, Eph. 5:30, Col. 3:15}he elect" (Matt. 24:31, 2Tim. 2:10, 1Pet.
1:2), "children of God" (John 1:12 1Jn. 3:10), andfollowers of the Way"

(Acts 22:4). Againthere is not any particular official name fGhristians used
throughout Scripturethus the term "Christian™ willgenerallybe used here for
consistency purposes. A Christian is the same thing disciple of Jesus, for
"the disciples were first called Christians in Antioch" (Acts 11:26).In
Scripture, the terms "Christians”, "disciples”, "believers", "saints", and "brothers"
are all interchangeablsynonymsfor the word "Church", designatingll the
peoplewho are "called out ones". Someone could talk about the believers of
Lafayette, the saints of Lafayette, the Christians of Lafayette...or the Church of
Lafayette, and these are still all the same thing! For example, Paul's letters in the
Bible are addressed to thbrothers" (Col. 1:2),"saints" (Rom. 1:7, 2Cor. 1:1,

Eph. 1.1, Phil. 1:1), antChurch" (1Cor. 1:2, 1Th. 1:1) in an interchangeable
manner. All these terms for the Church are synonymous with @edfdei not
buildings, meetings, @horganizations that are falsely called "churches" today.
The Church doesn't just exist once a week for one hour on Sunday mornings, the
Church is all of the Christians all of the time. There are not disciples, believers, or
saintsin a "church"i the disdples, believers, and saingse the Church. The
Church does not contain people;is the people"Now you are the Body of
Christ and individual members of it." (1Cor. 12:27; cf. Rom 12:5, 1Cor.
12:12).We should béoringing people t&Christand buildingup people irChristi

both of which involve people. Everything else in this worligihmhbe destroyed,

but people are eternal.

1.1.1.1 Church Membership

If a person wishes to be a member of the Church, then they must become one
of these "called out ones"eBple become "called out ones" when they'hogn
again” of the Spirit (John 3:8). "God is Spirit" (John 4:24) and anyone who
wants to have fellowship with Him must also tmrn of the Spirit" (John
3:6,8). A person has either been "called out" ofwbed by being'born again”
(John 3:3,7),"saved" (Eph. 2:8),"redeemed" (Tit. 2:14), "justified" (Gal.
2:16), etc. or else they do not belong to the Church [1.3B1i if anyone does
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not have the Spirit of Christ, they do not belong to Him."(Rom. 8:9).There

are many important Scriptures discussing how to become a Christian, what a
Christian believes, and how a Christian behaves that are beyond the scope of this
book. But once you become a true Christian, you are automatically and by
definition a part bthe Church!If Christ is in you" (Rom. 8:10), then you are
already a member of the Church. There are absolutely no other membership
requirements to belong to the Church. The membership committee of the Church
consists of exactly one persdénJesus Chris "For we are members of His

Body." (Eph. 5:30).

Membership in the Church should never be confused with membership in an
institutional "churchH' [1.2.2]. (The term “"church" here is designated with
guotation marks and a lowercase "c" so that it will notcbefused with the
Church). An institutional "church” is any organization, denomination;profit
corporation, association, social club, sect, or other such religious institution that
was established by men. Membership in an institutional "church" dddsame
any bearing on whether or not someone is a member of the Church. A Christian
does not become a member of the Church when they are baptized inte a man
made denomination [2.2.1.3], but only when they are baptized into Jesus Christ
(Gal. 3:27). You danot become a Christian by joining a "church" organization,
you become a Christian and then yane a member of the ChurchYou are no
l onger foreigners and aliens, but fel
household." (Eph. 2:19).Thus, when the terniChristian’ is used here and
elsewhere in this book, it does not refer to those who merely attend an
institutional "church" or claim to be a Christian, but only those who are genuine
believers and true followers of Jesus Christ. You will not get to Heayen
joining any marmade organization, even if that organization claims to be "the
one true church” [1.2.1.2]. Simply being a member of any organization, no matter
how wonderful you think it is, will not give you spiritual birth.

1.1.1.2 Church Formation

The Church exists wherever there are "called out ones". Wherever there are
"called out ones" is where the Church is. Christians do not need to join a
"church",because Christians already are the Chdr¢his is not simply a matter
of semantics, for what mogeople falsely refer to as a "church" today is not the
Church at all, but is merelynanstitutional "church"Thus, when someon&day
speaks of "starting another church", they can only be referring to an institutional
"church" [1.2.2.1], for the Churcls already here. Jesus has already started the
Church 2000 years agdthe Church can never be started again, it can only
spread "The kingdom of God is like a man who scatters seed on the earth.

He sleeps at night and rises at day and the seed sprouts agbws and he
does not know how....It is like a mustard seed which when sown on the
ground, is smaller than all the seed on the ground. Yet when it is sown, it
grows and becomes greater than all the plants and makes large branches so
that the birds of the ar can perch under its shade.”"(Mark 4:2632). Notice

that there is never any discussion about starting institutional "churches" in
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Scripture because the Church is not an organization that can be started by mer
The Church is already here!

If Christians eist in a location, then the Church is already in that location. If
Christians spread to a new area, then the Church is in that new area. If there ar
any Christians living in your area, then the Church is already in your area.
Scripture records people besmg Christians in many different locations, and
then without any discussion of its origins, the Church is simply mentioned as
being there. For example, some people became believers in Jerusalem (Acts 2:41
and suddenly the Church appears in Jerusalens (Bdtl, 8:1); some people
become believers in Antioch (Acts 11:20) and suddenly the Church appears in
Antioch (Acts 11:26); some people become believers in Ephesus (Acts 18:19,
19:1) and suddenly the Church appears in Ephesus (Acts 20:17). There was nc
building, headquarters, or sign out front announcing that the Church was there,
yet the Church was there! So how does someone extend the Church to a nev
location? Simple, begin preaching the gospel in that location! As soon as people
become Christians theerthe Church will have been formed there.

1.1.2 Scope of the Church

There is only one Church because Jesus only'drees Body" (Rom. 12:5,
1Cor. 10:17, 12:20, Eph. 3:6, 4:4, Col. 3:1%)or as there is one body which
has many members and all the membersf the body, though they are many,
are one body, so also is the Body of Christ.(1Cor. 12:12). The existence of
only one Church is not a matter of wishful thinking is a Scriptural fact [2.1.1].
There are not different "churches" to choose from, tieeamly one Church! But
how can this be? The Body of Christ is not represented by any physical structure
created by men; it is spiritual kingdomi' the kingdom of GodJesus saidMy
kingdom is not of this world.” (John 18:36). The Church is cleaflyn the
world" , but the Church is ndof this world" (John 17:1318). The Church is
like a fourdimensional object existing in a thrdamensional world. Men often
try to construct an institutional shell around the Spirit to contain it, but then after
the Spxit moves on they are left with nothing but an institutional shell of dead
works [7.1.1.1]. That is because the Church sipernaturalentity that merely
expresses itself in the natural world.

1.1.2.1 Transcending Geography

The Church is not constraindty any geographical boundaries. Although
there is only one Church, it does not mean that all Christians must live in one
place. Christians may be found all over the world, yet they still remain one in the
Spirit. Scripture makes references to the Churbhoughout the entire
geographical spectrum:

9 HouseqActs 2:46, 8:3, 20:20, Rom. 16:5, 1Cor. 16:19, Col. 4:15, Phm. 1:2,
2Jn. 1:10)
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1 Cities(Acts 8:1, 9:32, 11:22, 13:1, Rom. 1:7, 16:1, 1Cor. 1:2, 2Cor. 1:1, Eph.
1:1, Phil. 1:1, Col. 4:16, 1Th. 1:1, Rev. 812,18, 3:1,7,14)

9 Nations(Acts 15:41, 2Cor. 8:1)

1 RegiongActs 9:31, 11:29, 1Cor. 16:1,19, Gal. 1:2, Rev. 1:4)

1 Worldwide(Rom. 16:16, 1Cor. 7:17, 10:32, 11:16, 12:28, 14:12,33, 2Cor.
11:28, Eph. 1:22, 3:10,21, 5:32, Col. 1:18,24)

Likewise, if mankind egr succeeded in colonizing another planet there could
eventually be references back to the "Church of Earth". Considering all the types
of references usethe city was the most common geographical associafitime
Church largely because fellowship witlione another" back then required
physical proximity that is inherently geographical in nature. Scripturally
speaking, there is only one Church in any given city. (Notice that the plural word
"Churches" is only used in reference to broader regions thatinedimore than

one city) But just because the Church was referenced most often with regards to a
city does not mean the Church is somehow limited to a city. Some have taken this
concept of a "city church” too far and claim that a city is the only valiitlyeof

the Church by some unwritten law. But this is clearly not the case as Scripture
usesmany other typesf geographical references regarding the Church as noted
above. In particular, Scripture refers to turch throughout Judea, Galilee,

and Sanaria" (Acts 9:31) which uses the singular word "Church” to refer to a
geographical area that larger than a city Likewise, Scripture refers to the
"Church that meets at their house" (Rom. 16:5, 1Cor. 16:19, Col. 4:15, Phm.
1:2) which uses the word "Cha" to refer to a geographical area thasnsaller

than a city There were many such houses in a city (Acts 2:46, 8:3, 20:20), yet
these were all still referenced as being one Church (Acts 8:1, 11:22, 13:1, Rom.
16:1, 1Cor. 1:2, 2Cor. 1:1, Col. 4:16, 1Th1).

Regardless of how Christians may ebeled grouped described or
referenced all Christians are part of ifisame one Church. Christianswere
addressed by common traits such as geographical location, but they were also
referenced by other negeographical traits as well such as ethnicity (Acts 15:23,
Rom. 16:4, Jas. 1:1, 1Pet. 1:How ever you can categorize people is how you
can categorize the Church, for the Church is just made up of people. To offer an
analogy, a swimming pool is one bodywéter, yet someone may refer to the
deep end, the shallow end, the swimming lanes, or the bottarhit is still only
one body of water. It doesn't matter what someoneaalany particular part of
the pool, the water there will still be indistinguédihe from any of the other
water. Similarly, the ability to make demographidatinctionsabout members
of the one Church did not mean that there were actually such organizational
divisionsamong the Christians [2.2.1.1]. For example, it is not as ththaye
were a separate denomination knowritae Churches of the Gentiles" (Rom.

16:4) with this name on a sign in front of its headquarters simply because
someone wanted to make reference to the Christians who were Gentiles.
Likewise, references tdthe Church at Jerusalem" (Acts 11:22) or"the
Church that meets at their house"(Rom. 16:5) were not references to different
institutions but references to differeareaswhere members of the Church met.
"The Church at Ephesus" (Rev. 2:1) was not a title @& "church"; it was merely
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one location where Christians lived. Again, to refer'ttee Church” of some
location is no different than referring to tHerothers" (Acts 16:2, Col. 1:2,
4:15, 1Th. 4:10) otfsaints" (Acts 9:32, Rom. 1:7, Eph. 1:1) of that Itioa.

There are several practical examples of these principles in Scripture. For
example, Priscilla and Aquila could be referenced belonging t&Cmerch that
meets at their house"(Rom. 16:5), théChurch of Ephesus" (Acts 18:19, Rev.
2:1), and théChu rches of Asia" (1Cor. 16:19). Meanwhile, Philemon could be
referenced belonging to thi€hurch that meets at your home" (Phm. 1:2), the
"Brothers at Colossae" (Col. 1:2), the'Church of Phrygia" (Acts 18:23), and
the "Churches of the Gentiles" (Rom. 16:4). Now how many different
"churches” do you suppose they belonged to? One! They were all a part of the
one and same Church that spanned many geographical desigrttienesis still
only one Church, no matter how you slicelitwas not as if the Christignin
Ephesus were part of a different organization than the Christians of Colossae. The
Christians living in Colossae, Galatia, Ephesus, Philippi, etc. were all part of the
same Church. If Philemon moved from Colossae to Ephesus, he would simply
start meahg with the Christians located in Ephe$usere would be nothing new
to "join" since he was already a Christian and therefore already a member of the
Church. This would be somewhat analogous to having an account at a bank with
branches located in manyeasi an account is still valid at any of the branches
because they are all part of the same bank. Notice that there is no mention of the
terms "universal church" or "local church" in Scripture because these concepts
werenotmade upntil centuries later there is just one Church [1.2.1.1].

1.1.2.2 Transcending Meetings

The Church is also not constrainedany particular meeting. Although there
is only one Church, it does not mean that all Christians must attend the same
gathering Christians may meenia variety of ways, times, and places for a
various purposes, yet they still remain one in the Spirit. The Church is much more
than just a meeting, but of course the members of the Church do meet [4.1.2.1].
The concept of the "called out ones" assembloggther is built right in to the
meaning of the Greek worde"k k | H.sTheaChurch is not the assembling
together, the Church is the "called out ones" whbsequentlassemble together
by their very nature [4.1.1.1T.he Church obviously does not ceasexast all of
a sudden just because a particular meeting isn't goin@lmistians don't stop
being Christians just because there is not a meeting to attend, just as congressme
don't stop being congressmen when they are not in session.

Any simple gatherig of two or more Christianrn
meeting of the Church [4.1.1)\Where two or three are gathered in My name,
there | am in their midst." (Matt. 18:20). Scripture indicates that the vast
majority of meetings were in homes (Acts 2:463, 20:20, Rom. 16:5, 1Cor.
16:19, Col. 4:15, Phm. 1:2, 2Jn. 1:10). In larger cities, there would be various
meetings going on daily at several different houses. For logistical reasons, one
person could not attend all of the meetings in a city at ammecould several
thousand people fit in one house at one time, nor was it important that they try.
They simply met together to fellowship in the freedom of the Spirit according to
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their relationships with one another in Christ. With a network of overgppi
relationships, gatherings rotated fre&isom house to house" (Acts 2:46) as a
Christian may have met with one circle of friends at one place, and another circle
of friends at another place.

Unlike today, there were not disconnected meetings repregeditrisions
between institutional "churches" that competed in the same city for mutually
exclusive membership lists. No, the meetings of the one Church were simply
naturally occurring gatherings that came about as the Christians were led by the
Holy Spirit in their relationships with one another. The Christians recognized
each other as brothers and sisters in Christ and shared their lives together as one
family [3.1.2] In contrast to institutional "church" terminology such as
"ceremony"”, "official", "attedance", and "program”, a gathering of the Church
might be more aptly described as people getting together at a friend's house to
have fellowship in the Holy Spirit. Any Christian could participate in any
gathering going on in their city or any other cityy there was only one Church
and they were already members of it [1.1.2EMery meeting of Christians was
associated with the same Church

1.1.3 Life of the Church

The Church is much more than the sum of all of its individual members, for
the Church factions as a single spiritual entity [2.1.1]. When Christians are
"born of the Spirit" (John 3:38), they become a part ofspiritual organismi
the Body of Christ. The Church is alive! There is spiritual Life in the Church
because there is spiritual Life the peoplei for the peopleare the Church
[1.1.1]. The Life of the Church comes through Jesus who is the"Lifn the
way and the truth and the life. No one comes to the Father except through
Me." (John 14:6). Jesus Christ does not just give usiLidesus Christis our
life" (Col. 3:4)!"He who has the son has life, he who does not have the Son of
God has not life." (1Jn. 5:1112). The Life not only exists in individuals, but also
operates collectively...like a Body [3.1.Z[he "Body" has Life kecause it is
directly connected to Jesus Christ, thtead" of the Church (Eph. 1:22, 4:15,
5:23, Col. 1:18). The Life of the Spirit may be expressed in any number of
spiritual activities such as prayer, spiritual gifts, fellowship, healing, evangelism,
miracles, etc. Only those who are the Church are able to express the Life of the
Church.

1.1.3.1 Purity of the Church

There is a permanent chasm fixed between the spiritual Life of the Church
and the unrighteous worltdDo not become bound together with unbbevers.
For what partnership does righteousness have with lawlessness? Or what
fellowship does light have with darkness? What agreement does Christ have
with Belial? Or what part does a believer have with an unbeliever?'(2Cor.
6:14-15). The Church and ¢hworld are simply incompatibl&o be in Christ is to
forsake thahings that are not of Christhe world is leaven to the Church (1Cor.
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5:6-8, Gal. 5:9) and the Church is leaven to the world (Matt. 13:33, Luke 13:21).
Christians have been "called out'forsake their lives of sin, lukewarmness, and
backsliding in the world in order to follow Jesus [1.1.1]. The call for Christians to
walk in personal holiness before the Lord could not be any clearer (Matt. 5:48,
2Cor. 7:1, Col. 3:5, 1Th. 5:22, 1Ti. 5:23¢b. 12:14).

It is imperative that the purity of the spiritual Life of the Church not be
compromised. To the same degree that sin hinders a Christian's fellowship with
God, it will hinder their fellowship in the one Churcnd do not grieve the
Holy Spirit of God by whom you were sealed for the day of redemption."
(Eph. 4:30). It is not just enough to be born of the Spirit; we must walk in the
Spirit. "If we live in the Spirit, let us also walk in the Spirit." (Gal. 5:25).
Jesus will not tolerate sin amg His corporate Body:He takes away every
branch in Me that does not bear fruit, and He prunes every branch that
bears fruit that it may bear more fruit." (John 15:2). One problem in
institutional "churches", however, is that Christians are trying toviship with
people who are not all Christians [3.3.2.1]. The Church cannot fellowship with
that which is not the Church.

Does this mean that the Church is always perfect? At any given time there is
always a remnant (Rom. 11:5) of the Church walking iinlkesk before the Lord
"who have not soiled their garments” (Rev. 3:4).And while Jesus is coming
for "a pure and spotless bride" (Eph. 5:27), John's revelation tells us that some
elements of the early Church were anything but perfect (R8y. Phe Chridgans
in a given area may be very immature, ignaramtweak, but that does not
deprive them from being part of the Church. Indeed, not every person in the
Church may be "perfect”, but they must at least be Christians. Whatever level of
spiritual maturitythe Christians have in an arisathe level of spiritual maturity
the Church has in that area. The Christians in an area may have to deal with all
sorts of problems, yet they still remain the Church. Consider that ttisti@tmsin
Corinth had problems wit divisiveness (1Cor. 1:113), sexual immorality
(1Cor. 5:1), spiritual gifts (1Cor. 14), and the Lord's supper (1Cor. 21:p0/et
the Church was still therieit just was very immaturelhis, of course, does not
mean that this behavior was acceptdblethat is why letters were writteto the
Corinthiangto address those problems. If the Church in an area continues to allow
sin to remain in their midst, their lampstand rsagnbe removed [4.1.2.5].

1.1.3.2 Church Discipline

If a Christian falls intcsin, Scripture gives several guidelines about rebuking,
exhorting, correcting, and disciplining in order'teently restore” (Gal. 6:1) and
"turn them back" (Jas. 5:120) towards maturity in ChristConfronting a
Christian in sin need not be handled imegative, judgmental act of formal
condemnation, but should be embraced as an encouraging act of love that tries t
solve problems and bring everyone to maturity in Ch8sich corrective action
does not hinder the Life of the Church, but on the contriaris precisely
designed to preserve the Life of the Church! But what if someone who is a
Christian continues to persist in sin? In thee occasion, that a genuine Christian
will not repent after being confronted alone (Matt. 18:15), then by two oe thre
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witnesses (Matt. 18:16, 2Cor. 13:1, 1Tim. 5:19), and then before the entire
assembly (Matt. 18:17), the Church is no longer to fellowship with them (Matt.
18:17, 2Th. 3:6,14, 1Ti. 5:20, Tit. 3:10, 2Jn. 1:10)do not associate with any
so-called brother who is sexually immoral, or greedy, or an idolater, or a
slanderer, or a drunkard, or a swindleri do not even eat with such a man."
(1Cor. 5:11). Again, this radical action is designed to preserve the Life of the
Church by"purging the old leaven™" from the "batch of dough” (1Cor. 5:68).

"Do not let sexual immorality, any impurity or greed even be named among

you as is proper among saints.(Eph. 5:3).

This process, however, is intended to onlyt&@poraryin hopes that the
person will later come to #r senses and repent (2Cor. -8)6 Such
disfellowship of an individual does not create a division in the Church, but
instead separates out that which does not belong with the Church. (This process
should in no way be confused with excommunication intuiginal “churches"
where someone can have their membership revoked in one institution and then
simply join another institution.) Here is the infrequent case where someone who
may actually be a Christian is simply not allowedmeetwith the Church. A
disfellowshipgd person ray still be possibly'saved on the day of the Lord"

(1Cor. 5:5; cf. 1Cor. 3:15), but they are simply not entitled to meet with the rest
of the Church because of their unrepentant behavior. Such a Christian is not to be
regarded as arienemy" but to be warned as dborother* (2Th. 3:15).
(Newsflash for Roman Catholics: excommunication doesn't mean you can Kkill
someond! J In the analogy of marriage, it would be considered more like a
temporary separation rather than a permanent divBtuauld such an individual
eventually repent, they would not need to become a member of the Church again
(as if they needed to become a Christian again), but would slmeginmeeting

with them again. After the person repents, the Church should receswe ack

"fo rgiving and comforting" and"reaffirming love to them" (2Cor. 2:68).

1.2 Counterfeit Philosophies

Many people do not recognize the Church today becthesedo not know
what the Church is in the first place! Tragically, many Christians intutisthal
"churches" have spent their entire lives building on the wrong foundation (1Cor.
3:9-15). Did the Church forget what the Church is? Notice that the institutional
"church" system today does not even remotely resemble the Church described in
the Sciiptures [3.2.2.1]. Indeed, he Church dgicted in the Bible is radically
differentfrom the religion being practiced in most institutional "churches".

1.2.1 Unbiblical Newspeak

When many Christians see the word "church” in their Bibles, they think it
meanssomething entirely different than what the word meant in the first century.
Today many Christians are under the delusion that a "church" is a particular
organization building, or meetingthat they attend. Their "church" is essentially
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an objectthat posesses some very strange propeitiéshas a color, it can start

and stop, it can move, it can shut down, etc. The Church described in the
Scripture, of course, has none of these weird properties. The men in institutional
"churches" eventually had to cteaa new set of unbiblical terminology in order

to discuss their unbiblical "church" object. Consider this common dialogue you
might hear about an institutional "church" today:

Frank: Hey Bob!lt's been a while since I've seen yaiichurch Which
church @ you go to now?

Bob: [I'vedarted going to the First United Community Church.

Frank: Isn't that the green building on the corner of 1st and EIm?

Bob: Yes, andwvejust added a new wing on the church this year.

Frank: I've heard thesdded more music their servicesoo. How long
does church last now?

Bob: The servicsstill starts at 10:30ut doesn't get out until noon unde
the new format

Frank: Didn't you used to go t€hristianCommunity Churcta few years
aga?

Bob: Yes, but the denomination ¢h&o close th church because it coulc
not meet itdudget

The amount of unbiblical misconceptions contained in this short dialogue is
simply amazing. Does it sound normal you? How bizarre would this have
sounded to the early Christiah§hey are confsing apples with oranges as\the
think they are talking about the Church, when they are really talking about an
institutional "church"!Read the dialogue again and realize how ridiculous and
foreign this is to the Scripture:

1 "which church. (I thought thee was only one Church!) What Frank is really
asking is, "Which mammade organization do you attend?" According to this
mindset, there may be hundreds of institutional "churches" competing in a
given city [2.2.1.1]These institutional divisions are givaames such as
"First United Community Church¥Where do you find that name in the
Bible? The membersftenrefer to "my church" or "our church". (Can | have
my own "church" too?J In Scripture, there are not several "churches"
located in one city; thers only one Church that is located in several cities
[1.1.2.1].

1 "go to church. (When did it become a building you can "go to"?) According
to this mindset, the "church" is a physical structurehlat certain color,
shape, or size. For example, you cquld a roof on a "church" or you may
have a green "church". (What color was Jesus' "chuydh'® "church” can
even have wings! In Scripture, Christians do not "go to church" [3.3.2.3],
Christians are the Church [1.1.1]!

1 “church last. (I didn't know it cauld run out of time!) According to this
mindset, people attend "church” during specific times because their "church”
really only functions when they are having a meeting [4.2.2]. Their "church"
for all practical purposes essentially disappears as sobe ageeting lets
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out at noon. Where does it go after that? In Scripture, the Church is net a one
anda-half hour meeting; it is all the Christians all the time [1.1.2.2].

9 "close the church (Is it now a business run by men?) According to this
mindset, a "hurch” can be created or dissolved just like any othermeate
social club [1.2.2.3]. Most of them are nprofit corporations that function
no differently than any other business. In Scripture, the Church is not a
physical organization that can be disthed, it is a spiritual organism created
by Jesus Christ that will endure forever.

Notice that you will not find strange phrases like these anywhere in the Bible.
And the reason why this kind of terminology is not found in the Bible is because
the underlyilg concepts are also not found in the Bible! Indeed, this is but a mere
sampling of the unbiblical "church gibberish” that is prevalent among the
institutional "churches" today [7.2.1.1].

1.2.1.1 The Invisible Church?

Perhaps one reason that many Christ@armot identify the Church today is
because it is essentially invisible to them. Indeed, it is hard to recognize the
Church after it has been filtered through the grid of all of the-made
organizations masquerading as "churches" today [1.2.2]. Thigision has
caused many Christians to be deceived into adopting the unbiblical doctrine of the
"local church" and the "universal church”. This false doctrine essentially tries to
divide the Church intdwo differentkindsof imaginary "churchesl' one thatis
visibleand one that igwisible Most institutional "churches" consider themselves
to be a "local churchl' that is the visible representation of the people of God or
the Church in their local area. But this raises questions as to why so many other
organizations also claim to beettlocal church" for their area. Which one of
them represents the true "local church” for their cly@v is it that there are
genuine Christians attending other "local churches" in town while at the same
time some members gbur "local church’'maynot seem to be Christians at all?

Because of these obvious discrepancies, the unbiblical "universal church"
doctrine was manufactured to try to compensate for the theological failings of the
"local church" doctrine. This imaginalyniversal church" supposedly consists of
all Christians scattered throughout the world and is itisible because nobody
can know for sure who they are except God [1.2.4.2]. Thus, while the "local
churches" in their city are visibly divided as sepamtgnizations, this does not
bother them because they believe that the mystical "universal church" somehow
remains invisibly unitedThus, when they see the word "church" in the Bible they
normally assume it is talking about their local institutional Ychl, but
whenever a Scripture no longer fits their context, then voila, they just switch the
meaning and suddenly assume it must be referring to the "universal church”. The
same word "Church" in the Scripture is made to mean "universal" or "local",
whateer they want in order to fit their theology. But the Bible does not teach this
doctrine anywhereThere is no"universal church, "local church, "visible
churcH', or "invisible church mentioned anywhere in Scripturethere is only
the one Church!
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How ridiculous this strange doctrine of amvisible "church” would have
sounded to the early Christians. (If Paul ran into a member of the invisible
"church" would it hurtP J Obviously, this "universal church" has never been
seen doing anything constructivehow can it, it is invisible! The impact of the
early Church, of course, was quite visibl¢ust read through the book of Acts,
for example. There was no false dichotomy between an invisible "universal
church" and a visible "local churctdll the Christians were one Church and this
was quite visible The Church is not just a group of theoretically detached
Christianswho do nothingi what the Church is and what the Church does are
both very real and tangible [3.1]. The Church is not a physical organiziatiba
spiritual organism that has physical manifestations. There is no artificial
separation between the spiritual and physical, for there is simply one Church.
Certainly there are spiritual aspects of the Church which go unseen, but the
physical preser of the Church and its impact on a community are clearly
visible.

1.2.1.2 The One True "church"?

Those who are looking for the right “"church" will find that there is no
shortage of organizations claiming to be the one true Ch8arheorganizations
agreewith Scripture that there is only one Chuicthey just happen to claim that
it is only represented hiyeir denomination, organization, or institution [2.2.3.1].
Only their organization is the visible people of God or the Church. Gy
members ar¢he true Christians. Onlgheir particular "church” is the valid "city
church" and any other "local churches" in their area are consideigubct
[2.2.2.1]. They believe thaif there were any Christians outside of their
organization (and some would sdnete aren't), such people are missing out on
God's will and may not even be "saved". Entire theological doctrines have been
constructed that hinge on which institutional "churoéfiresentshe true people
of God. Several different organizationbave madethis cultic claim about
themselvesleadingto many intense debates abwadtich marrmade organization
is really the one true Church:

1 Is it the first organization ever starteurely the first institutional "church”
to exist must be the right one and thetrare counterfeits.[L]. But which
onewas the first? Would that be the creation of the Orthodox "church”, or the
Roman Catholic "church" that split from them, or the Lutheran "church" that
split from them, etc.? With a little imagination, almost evanganization can
trace their roots back to the beginning, claiming that their particular branch
alone has preserved ttree spiritual line

1 Is it thelargestor fastest growing organizati@nSurely being thiargest
organization is proof that God has lded them te most. Hmmm. You mean
like theBuddhists and Roman Catholtr is it phenomenal growth that
proves God's Spirit is with them [7.2.5.1]? Hmmm. How about those
Muslims and Mormora
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1 Is it the organization with the right lead&Burely being abl® trace your
leader's lineage back through apostolic succession must guarantee your
organization's authenticity. But based on which apostle [5.2.1.1]? Just like the
claim of being the first organization, multiple groups claim to have the
conflicting lineages emanating frorariousapostla.

1 Is it the organization with the best doctrth8urely having the most pure
doctrine would give you at least a stake in being the true "church". But which
"church" today would claim that they don't have the correctritect

1 Is it the last organization start@dSurely receiving the latest revelations from
God would make a new improved "church” better than all of the previous
"churches". But why do all these new and improved "churches" differ so
much from each other? Ilsmeone not getting it right?

Which one of theserganizationghen is the one true Church? The answer is
none of theni the Church is not any mamade organizationWhat if "the one
true church" you have chosen begins to ordain homosexual "pastors”, @romot
abortion, worship dead "saints", or do any number of other blatant practices
opposed by Scripture? Does it still get to remain "the one true church"? Without
going into greater depth here to show you why each organization's claim is
wrong, it is sufficiet for now simply to reiterate that the Church is not such an
organization.Indeed, there is one true Church, but it is not represented by any
organization of menA manmade organization is not a Church, not a visible
Church, not even part of the Church.4.2]. Jesus Christ did not start the
Methodist, BaptistOrthodox, orRoman Catholic "churches", variomsen did
centuries later[1.2.2.1]. Jesus Christ did not start any of these -made
institutional divisions He only started the Church. Many people sincerely
looking for the one true Church, but the problem is that they have been looking in
all the wrong places!

1.2.2 Institutional "churches"

The creation of institutional "churches" has perhaps inflicted the greatest
damage upon the Church todaye Church founded by Jesus Christ has been
hijacked by various men over the centuries and divided among thousands of
denominational, noxdenominational, intedenominational, and independent
organizations, noprofit corporations, associations, social bdy and sects
[2.2.1.1]. Each of these organizations falsely refers to itselh &shurch" as if
there were more than one Church. They consider themselves just one of the
thousands of institutionasubdivisionsor franchisesthat make up the super
structue of the theoretical "universal church”. You will not find any place in
Scripture where God authorized men to divide His Church into separate
organizations and place their artificial structures on top of it. No organizational
superstructure that men trp impose upon the Church can ever define it or
contain it. The Church is not the sum of all the rraade institutions; it is the
sum of all true ChristiarisThis should be fairly obvious since there are usually
some norChristian memberm these institutnal "churches", while there aren't
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any nonChristians in the Church [1.1.1.1]! The Church is not represented by any
particular marmade organization. When Jesus Christ returns, institutional
"churches" willnot be raptured together as organizational ufiiteere will not be

any denominations in Heaven. Those who create these variousnatkn
organizations are blatantly committing #ia of division2.1.2].

Institutional "churches" have created an entiralybiblical environment
which has greatly damagettie fellowship of the Church. Below is a table
contrasting some of the major differences between the Church and theadan
institutional "churches":

God's Church Institutional "churches"
AStarted and led by Jesus Christ AStarted and led by men
AEternallyestablished forever ACan be created, merged, and abolishe
AContains only Christians AContains Christians and n@&hristians
AMembers chosen by Jesus ChrisAMembers meetonfirmationrequirement:
AGoverned by Jesus Christ AGoverned by mamade positions
AMees in the name of Jesus ChrisAMeets under mamade institutional nan
AMembers are the Church AMembers "go to church"

Institutional "churches" are not just the old traditional mainline denominations,
but also the contemporary charismatic indepenaeganzations[7.2.5]. The
flavor of what goes on in their proceedings has nothing to do with whether they
are an institutional "church" or ndEveryinstitutional "church” is an unbiblical
entity [1.2.2.1]. Every one of them? Yes, ahgou go to onethat wauld include
yours too!

Some people have been confused by the fact that many Christigragtend
their institutional "church"Certainly, some true Christians casuallybe found
in almost every kind of mamade denominatioBut getting several Christig to
attend the same institution does not make it a Church anymore than cooking
hamburgers in your backyard makes it a McDonalds. Theresaraly several
Christians sitting in the stands at any football game, but that does not make it a
Church [4.1.2]There could be Christian membersaafionprofit corporationto
save the whales, but that does not make it a Church. Likewise, there manye
Christians attending eeligious organizatiorthat calls itself a "church”, but that
does not make it a Churdither In fact,even if every membe&vho attended an
institution were a Christian, it still would not be the Church because the Church
does not operate under the authority of asmadle institution. Do you have ears
to hear? If all the members of the Rgtalub just happened to be Christians, for
example,should people start calling it a ChurciNd, the number of Christians
attending an institution does not make it a Chuirelven if everyone of them is a
Christiani for the Church does not function undbe auspices of any manade
organization[4.1.2]!

Note that there are other kinds Ghristian institutionssuch as mission
boards, publishing companies, political advocacy groups, and parachurch
organizations whose intent is to advance the cause dthhech, but they also
are not the Church anguallydo not claim to be a “"churchitonically, many of
these organizations often experience more spiritual fellowship than thosgowho
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claim to be a "church’Again, the memberf these organizations maw Ipart of
the Church, but these institutions themselves are not part of the Cludth.
artificial divisions arenever needeth the Body of Christbutthis does not mean
that it is necessarily wrong to participate in such organizati@n3.1.1]
Christians should just not be deceived into thinking that theyaasebstitute for
the Church.

Institutional structure may work fine for corporations, social clubs, and
government entities in the world, but they are simply not valid structures for the
Church p.2.1]. An institutional "church" is not just an inconsequential structure
that is otherwise harmless [7.1.3.1]; it iswabiblical entitythat functions on the
entirely wrong foundation. Institutional "churches” exist as divisions in the Body
of Christ R.2], with unbiblical fellowship [3.2], conducting invalid meetings
[4.2], operating under fraudulent authority [5.2], with false leadership [6.2],
resulting in a myriad of unbiblical practices [7.2]. If you are initially skeptical
about how merely creatinsuch an organization could be so bad, please read on
for it will become excruciatingly clear!

1.2.2.1 Organizational Birth

Every institutional "church” that exists today was a later creation of men. For
any institutional "church" you might consider, thexvas a time back in history
that it didn't exist. Any organization or denomination that was started after about
33 AD could not possibly be the Church started by Jesus Christ. Why aren't the
Methodists, Baptists, Roman Catholics, or other such orgamigatientioned
anywhere in the Bible? Because they did not exist! Notice that Jesus did not start
any of those groups; they were not created until hundreds of years latghdry
men |f someone speaks about "starting a church" today, they can only be
spealing of starting an institutional "church", since the Church is already here and
cannot be started again [1.1.1.2]. The Church was started by Jesus Christ about
2000 years ago and thus is not in need of anymore "starting". The Church has
successfully operatl under the same Management for about 2000 years and is
not in need of metodayto applya corporate restructuring!

It is actually quite simple to start an institutional "church” today. First, you
need to make up a name that you want your "church" toabed. If you are
really clever, younight find a Scriptural sounding phrase to make it appear like
your “"church" is mentioned in the Bible [2.2.1.4]. Second, you can officially
register your organization as a "church" by applying for 501(c)(3) statbhstivet
government as a negrofit corporation [1.2.3.1]. Of course, you would naturally
designate yourself as the "registered agent" of thepnafit corporation and then
you can then give yourself any religious title you want in your "church" such as
"Pador" or even "Apostle" [6.2.2.1]. If you would like the power to marry people
to be officially recognized by your state, you can just get on the Internet and
become an ordained minister in seconds. There, now you have a "church". You
can have any theologpu want and even get tax breaks!

Now if you actually want people to come to your "churgldu can make up
fliers and start a marketing campaignlt should not be too difficult to get a few
people to come, even out of curiosity if for no other reasdferi®gy some
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incentive like food usually helps too! If nothing else, just try to get some of your
relatives to come! To keep them coming and grow numerically, however, is the
main difficulty you will probably face, as it is the major concern diurch
leaders everylere. Multimedia presentations, contemporary music, and dynamic
speakers coupled with an appropriate -offensive wateredlown theology
definitely seem to help these days. Feel free to occasionally mix in a few
traditional elements to help pide a feeling of continuity with the pagts you

grow, you should always keep current with the latest business practices to
continually improve the efficiency of your structure.

Now let's see...aren't we forgetting something? Oh yeah, did you want God to
show up at your meetings too? Oops, now there you have a problem! Whatever
gave you the idea that God was going to be involved in any of this? Where did
you get the idea thgbucould start an organization called a "church"? It certainly
isn't mentionedanywhere in the Bible! Which of these things hasn't any other
social club done? An atheist could do the exact same things and start his own
"church". You must realize that if you have done these things, you have created
an organization that has absolutety relation whatsoever to the Chuiickven if
you can get some Christians to go toYiou will have merely started another
institutional"church"among the thousands that already exist [2.2.1.1].

1.2.2.2 Organizational Life

The spiritual Life of the Chweh [1.1.3] stands in stark contrast to the
organizational lifeof rituals, religious codes, elections, politics, and the traditions
of men found in institutional "churches" [7.2]. Since institutional "churches" are
just manmade organizations, they areegdhted to operate according to the basic
principles of the world like any othesocial club For many people, being a
member of an institutional "church" is merely a status symbol of involvement in
their community, providing a network of social connectiodsiny institutional
"churches” exhibit no more spiritual power than the Rotary club or any other
social organizationThis does not mean that nothing spiritual can ever take place
within their structure, but only that their existence itself is not Bibljge3.2].

Many social and political organizations have prayer, Scripture readings,
community outreaches, and social functions, but that does not mean they have
any relationship whatsoever to the Chur€nganizations of men will be run as
organizations ofnen The organization itself is a work of man and therefore must
function that way to a certain extent. They are started by men and led by men,
perhaps even by Christian men, but not by Jesus Christ [5.2.3]. Since they have
chosen to operate under a mraade structure, they are constrained to operate
according to worldly principles. And in this regard, some organizations are run
more efficiently than others.

Except for any spiritual content that might be present in their meetings, most
institutional "churbes" are virtually indistinguishable from any other business.
Mostinstitutional "churches" have committd®mard or "elder'meetings that are
nothing more than business meetings, and sometimes are even called "busines
meetings"Many of theirleaders coduct Sunday services wearing their business
suits. They hire employees, manage payroll, have bank accounts, pay taxes, anc
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someeven sell merchandise just like any other business. (Strange, but | don't
remember any of these attributes being applied toGherch in Scripture?)
Hierarchical orecharts, membership lists, pidart budgets, Robert's Rules of
Order, massmarketing techniques, demographical studiaed many other
business practices are all common fare in these institutional "churdhasy.
"churches"haveeventake outbusinesdoansandbecone indebted to the world
which is incompatible with Scriptur@rov. 227,26, Rom. 13:8. Is Jesusunning

short ofmoney? They behave more like a business than a body, function more
like a factory than aamily, and collaborate more like a agpanythan a
community.Indeed, ey look like a business and are run as a business, because
in most cases they really are a busihgfst looks like a duckandquacks like a
duck..) J Many of them have to deal Wwithe administrative overhead, laws, and
taxes of corporations because th&e corporations.nonprofit corporations
[1.2.3.1].

The spiritual nature of the Church has been sacrificed at an institutional altar
prepared by men. The institutional "churchasliay have essentially written the
book on, "How to run a Christian organization without the Holy Spirit."
Obviously, atheistic noprofit organizations never had the Holy Spirit and they
continue to operate just finenderthese exact same principlestie Holy Spirit
ever left some institutional "churches" (assuming He was ever there), they
probably wouldn't even notice as their institutional machinery would continue to
run just fine. But none of these things has anything to do with the Church. The
Church is not a business that is run by men, it is a spiritual organism run by the
Holy Spirit [3.1.1]. There is no Church apart from the Holy Spirit! The Church
wasinstitutedby Jesus Christ, but it is not a mamradeinstitution The Church is
indeedorganizedby the Holy Spirit, but it is not a mamadeorganization

1.2.2.3 Organizational Death

Just as the Church cannot be started, it also cannot be stopped. If you belong
to an organization that was started by men, then you belong to an organization
that @an be stopped by men. Any organization that can be terminated by men is
not the Church of which evetithe gates of Hades will not prevail against"

(Matt. 16:18). If a "church" in a community closes down, then obviously that
organization was not the Churdbr the Church of Jesus Christ remains. If there
are still Christians living in that community, then it wasn't the Church that died,
but only an institution of men that died. Realize that any organization that can be
created by men can also be dissolvgdnten. Any "church” that can be closed
down, go bankrupt, dissolve, merge, or be abolished is not the same Church that
was started by Jesus Christ. The various religious institutions, organizations, and
denominations of men will come and go, but the Chwrilh endure forever.
Consider that it was quite easy for the communist revolution in China to destroy
the institutional "churches" started by the western missionaries. They just burned
down their buildings, confiscated their property, killed their leadetsvoila, the
institutional "church” in China was no more. But they were not able to destroy the
Church that met from house to house and still continues in China to this day with

28



Identity

great revival. Such extreme measures, however, are really not necesdasg to
down an institutional "church" it still happens today for all sorts of reasons:

1 By bankruptcy the "church” idoreclosedupon by the bank because they
could not make their mortgage payments.

9 By legislation the "church" does not keep pace witwnlaws and itgharter
is revoked for violating IRS regulations.

9 By economics the "church" is closed down ltlge denominational
headquarters because it is not pulling its own weight.

9 By lawsuit- the "church" is sued by a disgruntled member is nottable
recover from the courtigerdict

1 By apathy- the "church” dwindles in numbers until those remaimiagnot
maintain the infrastructure anymore

9 By force- the "church" is declared to be illegal and their building is
confiscated and their officials asted.

Realize thatevery mammade institutional"churcH will eventually be
destroyetl Those who are depending on such an institution for their spirituality
will eventually be in for a great shock. If you take the building, denomination, or
organizationalktructure away from these people, they will have nothingke
away their building and you have destroyed their "church”, take away their
denominational status and they have lost their faith, take away their
organizational structure and they degenerate @maos. Since their spirituality
relies upon these unbiblical things, their spirituality will cease when these things
cease [7.2.1]. How much better it would have been for these people, if they would
have quitsupportingthese mafmade organizations argimply fellowshipped as
the Church. Realize that no marade organization will ever make it to Heaven.
There will not be any Methodist, Baptist, or Roman Catholic institutional
distinctionsthere.

The leaders who have started institutional "churches" dhbeked this
warning:"But let each one watch how he builds. For no one can lay another
foundation besides the one being laid, who is Jesus Christ. And if anyone
builds on the foundation with gold, silver, precious stones, wood, hay, or
stubble, each man'swork will be revealed....If anyone's work is burned up,
he will suffer loss, but he will be saved only as through fire.{1Cor. 3:1015).

For those who have ears to hear, the institutional "churches" have been built on
sand, but not on the Rock (Matt. 7:24%). Lots of tiny individual rocks that make

up sand are no substitute fitne Rock [6.2.4.4]. A house built on sand may last

for a season, but the house built on the Rock will endure forever.

Unlike institutional "churchs, it is quite impossible to cke down the
Church. That is because the source of the Church is not physicapibitutal in
nature. Men cannot destroy that which is spiritual by that which is merely
physical (Luke 12:4). In the Church, there is no organization to go bankrupt, no
building or property to confiscatandno headquarters to close down. This is why
the early Church could not be destroyed even under the most intense persecutior
Saul (who later became Paul) understood this quite W&Hul ravaged the
Church going from house to house, dragging off men and women and put
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them in prison.” (Acts 8:3). Saul had to go house to house, because he knew the
Church could only be affectederson by persanThere were no buildings,
property, headquarters, or marade organizations target. Ultimately, the only

way to close down the Church would be to &llithe Christians and then prevent
anyone else from becoming a Christian. Then and only then would there be no
Church. Do not fear, however, for we have already read to the ehée &obk

and know that the Church will endure till the end.

1.2.3 Governmental Control

Most institutional "churches" are under the control or influence of their
secular government through regulations concerning registration and
incorporation. Depending orné particular country, the government is able to
exert different levels of control directly over the "church" organizations under
their domain:

9 Staterun "churches (You can pick any color you want as long astitack)
9 Non-profit corporations(You getbenefitsas long as yoabide byour rules.)
1 Registeredchurches (You will be left alone as long as we can tax you.)

The government is able to regulate, sue, and tax these "church" organizations or
even revoke theicharteras a "church". Even in the "B& United States, the
government is able to dictate "church" building codes, zoning restrictions, non
profit corporate status, accounting practices, payroll taxes, property tax laws,
hiring practices, marriage licensing, political involvement, advertising
restrictions, handicap access, kitchen inspections, and day care facilities. (All of
this when "Congress shall make no law respecting an establishment of religion, or
prohibiting the free exercise thereof..."?) These have already had the shocking
effect offorcing homosexuals to be hired under equal access laws, limiting the
issues a "church" can speak out on for fear of IRS regulations, seizing "church”
property under forfeiture laws, and regulating how money can be donated and
spent...just to name a feu.the government doesn't approve of how the-non
profit corporation is run, they can revokedtsarteras a "churchandcompletely

shut them down (and this has already happened many times). Of course, this is
the type of behavior that might be expectedémmunist countries like Russia or
China, but in théfre€' United States?

1.2.3.1 Regulatable Entities

In some countries, the government's control is blitasitvious sincethe
institutional "churches" arstaterun. This is especially grievous whenctiitor
governments use strofagm tactics, persecution, or even torture to exert control
over the institutional "churches". In some cases, the governments directly select
the "church" leadership or plant spies to monitor and influence them. Fortunately,
most Christians are able to recognize that it is wrong for the government to be in
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charge of the Church, when Jesus Christ (or at least the leaders of their
institution) is supposed to be in charge. Most Christians find this arrangement to
be clearly unaccepble and instead identify with the "underground" Church in
those countries as being treal Church there.

Although many "churches"” would never accept the government's total
control, somehave been deceived into accepting thgartial control In the
United States in particular, most “"churches" have accepted government
involvement in their affairs by becoming 501(c))nprofit corporations The
government is able to regulate these-paofit corporations in the same manner
that they regulate businessrporations. Perhaps this is fitting since many of
these "churches" are run by men just like a business anyway [1.2.2.2]. The
government typically makes the "church" designate officers such as a President,
Vice President, Secretary, and/or Treasurer ttisbed as "registered agents" in
charge of the corporation. Where do you find these "offices" of the Church
recorded in Scripture? (Was Peter ever the "President" of the Churchifie
government also requires them to select a-made name to uniquely idtfy
their organization [2.2.1.4]. Most of them do not realize that when a "church"
becomes a neprofit corporation,it becomes a governmechartered entity It
establishes a contract that places the "church" under the direct regulation of the
governmeh in order to obtain privileges such as tax breaks, lawsuit
indemnification, and property tax abatements. Unfortunately, with these
"benefits" also comes the forms of control mentioned above. Alas, the "churches"
have simply learned to tolerate this goveemtal meddling for they perceitieat
these"benefits" outweigh the cost. It is not as if these "churches" necessarily live
in fear of their government, but notice that some of them are now treading lightly.

Other institutional "churches" have refusedbéxome no#profit corporations
and yet they are still regulated by the government because thegeteredas a
"church". It is much harder for Christians to understand how simply registering as
a "church" could possibly be wrong for they are not emgemto a contract to
become a governmenhartered entity like the neprofit corporations. They are
merely telling the government that their institution is a "church" in order to
achieve a certain statuBut what they fail to realize is that there atways
strings attached. If there were no strings attached with registration, then the
government obviously would not care to register them. But oh do they care! Why
do governments have special regulations for registered "churches" that do not
apply to allother secular charities? Again, it is so they can achieve some level of
control over themRegistration is the process that makes it possible for there to
be regulation Registration alone gives "churches" a certain legal status that
allows them to be redatedby lawi no other contract is necessary.

Whether an instituticad "church” is stateun, incorporated, or registered, the
only reason that the government is able to regulate them is because they exist a
institutional entities thatan be regulatedAn institutional "church" could not be
staterun unless it first became an institutional entity that a state could run. The
government could not even have partial control over a “"church" unless the
"church" was amanmadeinstitution to begin with {mount soapbox} Let it be
made perfectly clear that Jesus has not authorized any secular government to be i
control, or even partially in control of His Church! Jesus doesshate His
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control with any government, nor has He delegated any government as a "go
between" concerning Him and His Church. The government is not in charge of
the Church at all not even a little bitJesus Christ has always been and will
always be solely in complete control of His Chiirche Church is part of the
kingdom of God and it timately only submits to one King, Jesus Christ. Jesus
Christ occupies the Head position of the Church and He ain't going anywhere!
{unmount soapbox}

Furthermore, it impossiblefor a government to have any control over the
true Church. Governments caasdy control institutional "churches", but not the
Church. How could a government set out to control a spiritual entity that has no
name, no address, no building, no headquarters, no employees, no income, and no
property? Can a government exert its cdrax@r the Holy Spirit? Yet that would
be the only way in which a government could control the Church. You see, the
only way a "church” can be controlled is if it is an unbiblical organization of men
that can be controlled by men [1.2.2]. The Roman govezntrwas not able to
control the early Church because there was no institutional organization to
control. Even if they wanted to, it was impossible for the Church to register
because they had no name, no address, no building, no headquarters, no
employeesno income, and no property. The Romans certainly knew that they
existed, but yet what tangible assets did they have that could be contiidikzd?
was no institution to register, because there was no instifution

1.2.3.2 Voluntary Servitude

It is alarming when the government exerts any level of control over a
"church" against its will. But it is even more alarming when the "churches"
willingly accept, yea even desire, such a governmental status and the
accompanying level of control. Since a governmentr&er control the Church,
some have opted to do the next best thing by enticing institutional "churches" to
come under their contrebluntarily. Historically, some "churches" have actually
wanted to join with the government in a merging of "church anig"st@hey
mistakenly thought that the "church" would thus have greater influence in the
world, when in reality the world simply gained greater influence in the "church".
Whenever you mix the world and the Church in this way, the world always wins,
for theChurch is called tdcome out from their midst and be separate"(2Cor.

6:17). The Church is to convert the world, not to become joined to the world
(2Cor. 6:1418). The influence of the world over the "church" is still the same
whether the "church" voluntidy accepts it or whether it is imposed by force.

Most institutional "churches" today, however, say they would never accept
the government's total control, and yet they hati voluntarily given the
governmentpartial control over their internal affag through registration or
incorporation. No institutional "church" is required to register or become a non
profit corporation; they are unnecessarily entangling themselves with the
government regulatioof their own free choicé’No active soldier is involved
with the affairs of civilian life, in order that he may please the one who
enlisted him." (2Tim. 2:4). The Church belongs to the kingdom of God, not to
the kingdoms of this world. The Church does not make contracts with secular
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governments or becomeciorporated under their regulatiori®lo servant can
serve two masters. Either he will hate the one and love the other or else he
will cling to one and despise the other. You cannot serve both God and
money." (Luke 16:13). Why do they do this? Primarily bese the government
has held out a big carrot tdx exempt statushich has enticed many "churches"

to voluntarily come under their control. These Christians have sold out to the
world for "ten shekels and a shirt" (Judg. +13). Does that bowl of stetaste

good to you, Esau (Gen. 25:28, Heb. 12:16)?

What these institutional "churches" do not realize is that once they give the
governmentny amount of control, theonstraintver them can be increased at
willl Once a "church” enters into @ntractal legal status, there are no limits on
what the government may decide to regulate in the future. Consider what is
happening to the institutional "churches" in the United States, for example [1.2.3].
They are like the frog that won't jump out of the poterese the heat is being
turned up slowly. Those who feel justified because their government does not
seem to be particularly "evil" today will have no recourse when the government
does become corrupt. It is never okay to be voluntdyibked together with
unbelievers" (2Cor. 6:14), even if the unbelievers seem to be "nice" at the time.
Such institutions may feel safe because the government does notokalve
control over them like a staten "church”, but yet it still hapartial control T
and that contil can easily be increased. The importance of this topic will have
much greater prophetic significance as the Church approaches the persecution ©
the end times. Then, it will not matter what you think, if you are a true Christian
you may beforced to fellowship outside of the institutional "church” system.
Wouldn't it be better for you to voluntarily function as the Church simply because
Jesus wants you to? Must it take the persecution of a worldly government to force
you to begin to fellowship as you shdinave all along?

Ironically, registering or incorporating to obtain a-Esempt status is not
really much benefit to the institutional "churches" anyway, for it is precisely what
allows them to be taxedNotice that taxexempt institutional'churche$ are
taxed, and yet the Church cannot be taxé¢hat an unwise stewardship of
Christian's resources! Not only are institutional "churches" taxed, but they
foolishly accept more taxation than necessary. In the United States, for example,
if donors gave theimoney directly tgpeoplein the Church as personal gifts (up
to $10,000 per donor), it would not be taxed. But if the same donors give that
same money to a teexempt "church” which is then paid to ithéeadersas a
salary, it is taxed. Actually it is texltwicei once when it was earned, and then
after it is donated to the "church", it is taxed again when it is paid to a "church"
employee. Some benefit, huh? These "churches" havesbtd the government
to get taxexempt statusso they can actuallgay them more taxeshis is where
voluntary servitude actually becomes voluntary stupidity! The Church, on the
other hand, does not need to be granted tax exempt status, because it is not ¢
entity that can be taxed anyway. It is hard to imagine a taxcématarget just the
Church, because the Church is just people. It would be like trying to put a tax on
having some of your friends over for a cookout in your backyard. Institutional
"church” buildings, headquarters, and #pyofit corporations are easy identify
and tax, but how do you tax a belief in certain people's heads? The Church canno
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pay income tax, because it is not an organization that has an income. The Church
cannot pay property tax, because it is not an organization that owns any property.
How could it? It has no name, no address, no building, no headquarters, no
employees, no income, and no property, so what exactly is there to tax? Taxing a
spiritual organism would be like trying to tax the air!

But isn't the Church supposed to submitth@ government? Of course,
Christians should submit to the laws of their secular government as much as
possible (Rom. 13:5), but that does not mearethare tovoluntarily go beyond
what is required and form organizations contractually entangled with. the
"Submit t0 does not meatjoin with"! It does not matter if the government seems
"nice”, the Church is not an entity that makes contracts with the governments of
men. Christians are to submit to the governments of men, but that does not mean
they shoul sign contracts, incorporate under, or become partners with them! This
is entirely unbiblical and the early Church would have none of that. The Church
belongs to the kingdom of God, not the kingdoms of man. Do you have ears to
hear? Christians should nevilerm manmade institutional entities that could be
taxed or controlled in the first place. This is not a matter of submission; it is a
matter of stupidity, for the government has law requiring people to form
religious organizations! The Church woulevervoluntarily give the government
control over their internal affairs, and they certainly would neveroselso that
they can get an imaginary tax break!

1.2.4 Maligning the Church

The institutional "churches" of men have been going around masqueesdin
the Church for so many centuries now, that most people today mistake them for
the Church. They should be arrested for impersonating the Church if there were
such a crime. These mamade institutions claim to be a "church" and try to act
like a "churcH, but they are not even part of the Church [1.2Rijt what could
possibly be the harm in that? So what if the institutional "churches" have erected
a manmade organizational structure around some members of the Church? As
described below, the very exsice of institutional "churches" damages the
reputation of the Church and thus indirectly maligns the person who is in charge
of the Churchi Jesus Christ. The Church is being blamed for that which is not the
Church. Many norChristians have been turned awfrom Christ because they
intuitively know that the institutional "church" system is not where it's at, and yet
this is what they are told Christianity is. How many will end up in Hell because
they have been presented with a false bill of goods?

1.2.4.1Evil "churches"?

It should not be very surprising that the world often does not think very
highly of the Church. Volumes of atrocities carried out by institutional "churches"
in the name of Christ have been blamed on the Church by a world that does not
know the difference. Considering all the wars, inquisitions, and killings, it is
certainly understandable that the reputation of the Church would suffer since
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these institutions claim to be a "church". Some of these "churches" have even
burned Christians ahé stake!(A "church" burning people in the Churgh?

While mostof this is ancient history, still today there are "churches" extorting
money, "church” leaders molesting children, and "Christian" guerrillas fighting
Muslims and Jews. Do you really thinkat the Church led by Jesus Christ has
anything to do with any of this? It should not take a rocket scientist to see that
there is an obvious disconnect between the institutional "churches" and the
Church. But like it or notthis is the only'churcH' thatmuch of the world knows

The institutional "church" advertising campaigns, tall white steeples, and
dogmatic creeds stand as empty symbols to a dying world. To &héchurch”

looks just like any other social institution with the additional element of
"religion". The world sees the politics, elections, empty rituals, and internal
bickering and it is nothing they are really interested in. It would be more fitting if
the institutional "churches" sangThey will know we are Christians by our
bumper sticket's because seldom have they been known by their love [3.1.2.2].

Over the centuries, institutional “"churches" have created all sorts of
theological gobbledygook in order to come up with justifications for their sinful
practices.Some have goneso far asto invent bizarre doctrines such as the
father/mother god, ordination of homosexuals, and the worship of Mary. Some
institutional "churches™" have become so degenerate that they don't even recogniz
sin as sin anymore. They have coined new oxymorons such amodéxual
Christian" and "New Age Christian" in the name of tolerance. (What kind of
Christian are you? Oh, | am a "Murdering Christiand'. Many evangelical
"churches” would argue that organizations like this should no longer be
considered "churches" bec® they have become "apostate" and no longer follow
the Bible.But surprise, no institutional "church" is following the Bilde else
they would no longeexist as an institutional "church'lt is only fitting that
counterfeit "church" entities would aldoave such counterfeit doctrines and
practices [7.2]. Many such bizarre
organizations, but they never have nor will they ever have a place in the Church.
Thank you Jesus!

Some institutional "churches" will get defersilgy these associations, for in
their minds they are "no way near that bad" [7.2.5]. Most of them generally view
themselves as being a "good church" and in humility they joke "If you ever find
the perfect church, don't go to it or you will mess it up." Bfitcourse, no
institutional “church" can ever be perfdotcause they are not even a valid
Biblical entity An institutional "church" is not deprived of being part of the
Church because it is not perfect; it is not part of the Church because it is a man
made institution! An institutional “"church" could be doing a lot of things right,
but is still wrong precisely becausdat it isis wrong [1.3.2]. The problem is not
that there aren't perfect institutional "churches"; the problem is that there are
institutional "churches"The problem is not that some institutional "churches"
may have flaw$ their very existence is flawkd@hey are like goats trying to pass
themselves off as sheep with flaws, when the problem is that the goats are not
sheep. The goats cémy to act as sheelke as possible, but they are still goats.

No matter how many Scriptural practices an institutional "church” may
employ, they are still unscriptural precisely because -made institutioal
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"churches"are unscriptural [1.2.2]. They cdry to act as Biblically as possible,

but they are still an unbiblical entity. Almost every institutional "church”, even
cults, will at least have some Scriptural practices operating within the confines of
their institutional structure. Such institutiongy appear to be "churdike" to

the world, yet they do not have the Life of the Church. That which is not the
Church can only attempt to mimic that which is the Church [7.1.3.2]. They have
"a form of godliness but deny its power"(2Tim. 3:5). They can yrto disguise

the goats and call them "sheep”, but the goats can never be sheep, nor do they
have the life of sheefhe world sees these-salled "sheep" but they are not
attracted to them, because they see that under all the fluff they are really just a
herd of goats like themselves.

1.2.4.2 NonChristian "Christians"?

The question then becomes, why are thesealled "Christians" in these
institutional "churches" performing so many atrocities? Mostly because they are
not really Christians! The false dwoine of an "invisible church” [1.2.1.1] has led
to the invention of a new class péeudeChristianswho are allowed to have
official membership in "local churches" even though they are not really true
Christians. Institutional “churches" attempt to ifyst this notion by
misinterpreting the parable of the wheat and tares (Matt. 33840 asserthat
there are norChristians in the ChurdhWhat? Yes, they claim that there are both
Christians (wheat) and ndbhristians (tares or weeds) in the Churchkldfj, and
since no one can tell for sure which is which, the Christians will simply have to
tolerate a union with ne@hristians until it can all be sorted out on judgment day.
Well, there isn't any doubt that there are both Christians an€hostians wo
are members of the manade institutional "churches", but there certainly aren't
any nonChristians who are members of the Church that Jesus Christ founded!
"The Lord knows those who are His." (2Tim. 2:19). We know from Scripture
thatthose who are ndtue Christiansare not Christians at alhnd have no place
in the Church [1.1.1]! To tolerate n&hristians in the Church would be to
tolerate leaven in the Church (1Cor. 8:6Gal. 5:9). Ridiculous! Apparently the
promoters of this false doctrine nemthered to readesus’ own interpretation
of His parable that occurs just a few verses later (Matt. 148336Jesus said that
"the field is the world" (Matt. 13:38),not the Church The Church in this
parable is thégood seeds"or "wheat" , not the fiefl! Of course there are both
Christians (wheat) and nébhristians (tares or weeds) in the world (field), but
not in the Church!

The toleration of these pseu@ristians in the institutional "local churches"
has only served to damage the reputation oCtiwerch among the world. What is
the world suppose to think when there are so many good "church" members who
molest children, murder their spouses, cheat and steal, and commit suicide? Many
peopledon't attend "church" with the excuse tHdthere are so nmey hypocrites
there." (Yes, and if you "go to church”, you may be one of thdnihstitutional
"church" members today are often statistically indistinguishable from the world in
regards to divorce, teenage pregnancy, and adultery. Why are these "Gfiristian
virtually indistinguishable from the world? Because they aren't Christians! Didn't
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even Hitler go to "church" for a while? Where did we get so many evil
"Christians"?

Some devoted "church" members may have been truly "born again" with a
strong charismat experience, but then their children sit right next to them almost
expressionless without the same fervent love, worship, or devotion. In many
cases, their children are automatically baptized and inducted as members of the
"church” simply because of tmegphysical birth. What kind of "Christians" are
these? Of course, no one becomes a Christian through physical birth (John 1:13)
but society assumes that they are because they have grown up to be dedicate
members or even leaders in their "church”. Sucbplee may faithfully light
candles, usher, sing in the choir, stuff bulletins, or run the sound system, but they
don't have any place in the kingdom of God. Those who "go to church" are
simply pretending to worship God along with a lot of other people whko a
pretending to worship God. They live fake religious lives together in amaate
organization. But being a member of a "church" has nothing to do with being a
member of the Church [1.1.1.1]. Going to "church" doesn't make you a Christian
anymore than ahding in a garage makes you a car!

Most institutional “"churches” usually don't have any idea about the "dark
side" of some of their members. They cannot tell the difference between an axe
murderer and a loving saitiecause they all look the same wherythest sit
passively through &church' service As long as people show up with a smile on
their faces and tithe faithfully, no one will know the difference. When they read
the morning paper the next day and see that one of their members murdered thei
spaise or molested a child, the congregation is always shocked: "We couldn't see
this coming." "He faithfully came to church every week." "He seemed like a
really nice guy." "He was no different than the rest of us." And indeed perhaps he
was just like the & of them! There have been many such cases recently in the
media damaging the reputation of the Church. Most institutional "churches" make
no attempt to deal with such problems directly. They may preach long and hard
against sin in an abstract sense,tieyy never actually do anything about it. They
suppose that as long as the person keeps coming to their services, somethin
might eventually get through to them.

Of course, such nonsense is never acceptable in the Church. Institutional
"churches” may tolate “"pseuddChristians" in their carnal and lukewarm
environments, but the Church does not. Leaven is not allowed to remain in the
batch no matter how much money a person is willing to tithe. There are no
"pseudeChristians” in the Church, only Christiari$ie Church is not a "worship
service" event conducted by an organization [4.2.2.1]; the Church is a living
organism, a Body, with each member connected to each other [3.1.1]. Each
Christian is to be integrally connected with "one another" on a daily basis
closeknit spiritual fellowship [4.1.1.2]. Thus if any Christian struggles or
exhibits problems, the others cannot help but notice and come along side of them
since their lives are intimately joined togethdmong an environment of shared
lives, any @epseated issues are normally rooted out and dealt with long before
they eve have a chance to escalate into major probldfma. person will not
repent of their sin, then they are no longer allowed to meet with the Church
[1.1.3.2]. Such a person may et become an axe murdewdter they are
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"delivered over to Satan for the destruction of his flesh"(1Cor. 5:5), but then
the reputation of the Church is not damaged for they were no longer associated
with the Church.

1.3 Practical Applications

The Churchfounded by Jesus Christ in the New Testament is the very same
Church that still exists today! Whether you know it or not, you also are a member
of this very same Church if you are really a Christithe same Church that
Peter, James, John, and Paul bajed to is the same Church that we belong to
You might say, "Where is it? | don't see anything resembling the Church
described in the Bible." Well, unfortunately the Church is hardly recognizable
today in many places because many of its members are engagedious
unbiblical practices that have rendered the Church essentially impotent. The state
of the Church is dreadful in most areas only because the state of the Christians is
dreadful in those areas. Indeed, it is hard to see much of anythirlgakelike
the Church amon@ community ofdisobedient Christians, but the Church may
still be theré' it is just in a pitiful condition [1.1.3.1]. To the extent that you find
obedient Christians is the extent to which you will still find the Church
functioning essentially like it is described in Scripture. And indeed, there are now
many places all over this world where the Church is properly functioning in a
Biblical environment.2].

1.3.1 Join the Church

Obviously, the most important application is to make&e you are in the
Church in the first place. In order to be in the Church, you must first be a
Christian [1.1.1]. Certainly, it should be obvious by now that not everyone who
claims to be a Christian really i§\Not everyone who says to Me ‘'Lord, Lord'
will enter into the kingdom of Heaven, but only the one who does the will of
My Father in Heaven." (Matt. 7:21). You might have been baptized and
confirmed as a member of an institutional "church” or even be in a leadership
position, but if you have not beéborn again" (John 3:38) then you are not a
member of the Church and you won't be able to function in the Church. You can
surround yourself with Christian friends, Christian music, Christian TV, Christian
seminars, Christian camps, and Christian progrdmt if youhave not been born
again of the Spirithen you are not part of the ChuréBut as many as received
Him, to those believing in His name, He gave them the right to become
children of God. Those who were not from a bloodline, nor of the will fothe
flesh, nor of the human will, but born of God." (John 1:1213). This means
you may come from a long line of Christian relatives, you may desire to be a
Christian, you may evedecideto become a Christian, blitinless anyone is
born again, he cannotsee the kingdom of God"(John 3:3). Being devoted,
highly knowledgeable, loyal, moral, memorizing Scripture, praying, meditating,
having a correct belief system, doctrinal statement, and faithful attendance will
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not get you into the kingdom of Heaven. Whiof these did the Pharisees lack?
They had all of thiand more yet they did not have Christ¥-or | say to you
that unless your righteousness exceeds that of the Bible scholars and
Pharisees, you will not enter into the kingdom of Heaven.(Matt. 5:20).

If you are not sure that you are a Christian, then you can be pretty sure that
you aren't'The Spirit himself witnesses to our spirit that we are children of
God." (Rom. 8:16). If you do not have this withess of the Spirit, then you
certainly cannot furton in the Spirit. If you are not a Christian, then you are
simply not in the Church and none of this would apply to you anyway. Many
words could be said and have been said about the salvation experience, but in th
end, a spiritual transformation muskeaplace. This topic is probably better
covered by many other pamphlets and tracts, and is truly left as an exercise for
the reader. There will be a mandatory pass/fail test administered at the end of
your life!

1.3.1.1 Identifying the Church

So many miscaceptions about the Church have sprung up and accumulated
over the centurieghat many Christians today simply fail to propedigcernthe
Church."For anyone who eats and drinks without discerning the Body, eats
and drinks judgment on himself. Through this, many among you are weak
and sick and a number sleep.'(1Cor. 11:2930). Many Christians now operate
under the delusion that a "church” is a building or meeting, and then they identify
themselves with the organization that haat tuilding or meeting1.2.1]. Much
of their confusion stems from the fact that they are operating from the wrong
frame of reference. Whenever they see the word "church" in the Bible, they
mistakenly think it is referring to their manade institutional "church"They
would immse the context of their false institutional system upon the Scriptures
and then attempt to interpret the Scriptures through that false viewjpdhtBut
what is God's frame of reference? How would the situation be assessed from &
Biblical perspective?Tonsider just a few examples to highlight the difference
between these two perspectives:

Institutional Perspective God's Perspective
AA person is happy that there are  ABut God is grievedhatChristians are
hundreds ofchurches'in his cityto divided across hundreds of mamade
choose from. institutiors.

AA reputable persowasa long ABut hewasnever born agaiof the
standing member of a denomination Spirit andthus will be sent to Hell.
AA membeiis kicked out of "church” ABut he was still part of the Church,
for challenging the leadership because he was still a Christian.
AA famousleader of @megachurch” ABut hewas secretly living in sin and
is a sought after dynamic speaker. lacked spiritual authoritfrom God

AA persoris causing division in ABut Godis pleasedecausdiewas
"church" by advocatingellowship telling them thetruth about the
with outside Christians Church.
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" For man looks at the outward appearance, buGod looks at the heart.”
(1sam. 16:7)lt is crucial that you begin to assessuy situation from a Biblical
perspective instead of relying on the false precepts of amaale institutional
system. Biblical truth can only lmrrectlyunderstood in a Biblical environment.
Being able to correctly discern the Body of Christ (1Cor. 9-B@) is not "just
another way of looking at it'hut it is God's way of looking at &nd is clearly
revealedin the Scripture. It may require extensivetna@ning before you will
begin to accept a Scriptural viewpoint after years of indoctrination faise
institutional "church" system [1.2.2]. But unless you first begindemntify the
Church correctly, you will never be ableftmctionin the Church correctly [3.1].
Awaken, Church, to understand who you are!

1.3.1.2 Identifying with the Church

Once you begin to understand what the Church really is, it is vitally
important that you begin to identify yourself with the Church. Just because every
Christian is part of the Church doesn't mean that all of them are necessarily
fellowshipping as the Church ahild [2.1.1.2]. Undoubtedly, some Christians
attending institutional "churches” have a certain theoretical understanding of the
Church, but yet they do not identify with the Church by their actidimgy
primarily relate their Christian experience to astlof Christians who are only
members of their institutional "church”, instead of relating to all members of the
Church regardless of any institutional affiliation [2.3.1.1]. Once you are able to
identify the Church, you should then begindentify withthe Churchi not just
in some theoretical sense, but aisoyour actionsTo identify with the Church is
to center all relationships, practices, spiritual gifts, leadership, and fellowship
around the context of the Churchot around a particular institanal "church"”.

You will need to develop a commitment to the whole Church, not just to a subset
of Christians from a particular institution of choice (1Cor. 12:25). You are
commanded t8love one another" (John 13:34), not just the "one anothers” that
attend a particular group [3.1.2.1]. Just find out those who are true Christians and
begin to fellowship with them! To treat any brother or sister in Christ differently
because of a particular institutional status (or lack thereof) is indeed divisive and
sinful [2.1.2]. "There should be no division in the Body, but the members
should have the same concern for one another(1Cor. 12:2%. Anyone who is

a Christian is to be treateas a brother or sister in Christ regardless of whether
you like them or not. In fact, if they are Christighgn you will be stuck with

them for all eternity so you better get used to it!

1.3.2 Embrace the Things of God

It is important to remember thabt everything an institutional "church" does
is wrong, but onlywhat it isis wrong. Throughout history, many wonderful
Christians have attended institutional “churches". Sometimes it was simply
because they didn't know any better and sometimes it wasnilyeform of
fellowship available to them without risking death [1.2.4THus, we must not
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deny legitimate things from God just because they occurred in an illegitimate
environment.An institutional "church" could be full of unbiblical institutional
practices, but that doesn't mean that people thareot still exhibit faith, hope,

and love (1Cor. 13:13). Even the most degenerate institutional "churches" will
usually have at least a few true Christians who have genuine relationships with
God and are seing Him the best way they know how [6.3.2.1]. They may
genuinely worship God, help the poor, lead others to Christ, minister to prisoners,
pray for the sick, teach their peers, and do many other wonderful thiegsn
though the institutional environmemm which these things are conducted is
unbiblical and not the most conducive to spiritual growth. While an institutional
"church"” may be doing any number of things wrong, it is still important to
embrace the things of God wherever they may be foMitlat does it matter?

Only that in every way, whether in pretense or in truth, Christ is proclaimed

and in this | rejoice.” (Phil. 1:18). It may be okay to condemn the unbiblical
container, but it imot okay to condemn the contents that are from God [2.3.1.1].
You do not have to approve of an unbiblical environment, but do not be like the
Pharisees and despise brothers and sisters in Christ just because they are membe
of an institutional "church" [2.2.1.5]. It is important for Christians to support
whatever § of God, whether it occurs in an institutional "church" or not.
Christians must learn to love what God loves and hate what Godi hettelsGod
lovesall His children!

As a general rule, the more an institutional "church"” is able to approximate
Scripturalfellowship in their unbiblical structures, the more Life they will begin
to experience [3.1.1]. That is why many institutional "churches" have experienced
some success with "small groups”, "home groups", or "cell groups". Here they
have created a microcoswithin their institutional structure that encourages a
limited form of fellowshipwhich actually involves peoplgNow if they would
just get rid of the rest of everything else in their unbiblical institutional existence
they might be on to somethingl Some institutional "church" members have
gotten but a taste of what it is like to fellowship in the Church by attending a
retreat, "church" camp, or revival meetingvhere they actually begin
fellowshipping on a daily basis for a limited tim&he more a up
approximates the things of the Church, the more they will experience the
fellowship of the Church.

Thus, no one is saying that a glimmer of Life cannot survive in an
institutional setting, but only that it is like trying to cram a square peg in @ roun
hole. Unfortunately, because what an institutional "chuisti& wrong, what it
doeswill also tend to be wrong [3.1]. There may be some good contents, but they
are simply held in the wrong container. They may be having a limited form of
spiritual fellavship, but it is often only icing on a cake made of buildings, stained
glass, robes, altars, organs, and pews. They may have some new wine, but the
have put it in an old wineskin [7.1.1.2]. It seems that God always tries to do the
best He can to dance ar@ an organization's institutional structure and fill any
crack with as much Life that their system will alléwust so He can still bless
His people as much as possiblehe only reason that an institutional "church"
ever experiences anything of Godbiscause it contains some of Gaakple It
is not because of their institutional structure; it is in spite of their institutional
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structure [7.2.5.1]. The Spirit of God cannot be contained by any institutional
structure! Because of itkanmadedesign, o institutional "church" will ever be
able to fully realize the purposes of God's Church [3.2.2.2].

1.4 Challenge Questions

9 What year was your "church” started? Who started it?

1 Is your "church" a nowprofit corporation? Is Jesus Christ listed with the
govenment asts registered agent or doesx@mesome other man?

9 Can anyone start their own "church” whenever they want to?

9 Does your "church" own a building or property? Does the name "Jesus
Christ" appear on the deed the ownér

9 Do you "go to church"? W4t color is it?
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2. Unity
2.1 Scriptural Truths

The need for unity is so critically important in the Church today. Jesus has
only one Church so it is imperative that we behave as one ChurchmEngesice
of the institutional "churches, however, has caused much confusion in the Church.
Obviously, Christians will not behave as one Church if they don't even know
what the Church is [1.1.1]. Why are there so many different "churches™? Which
"church" isthe true Church? The only reason it is even possible to ask these
guestions is because of thi@ of division [2.1.2]. If all the Christians functioned
as one unified Church, then there would be no such questions. The sin of division
has resulted in allosts of disputes, violence, and even wars. Why are there so
many different institutional "churches" today? Because there is so much division
in the Church! Those who impose their mraade institutional divisions upon the
Church only work to keep the Churakeak and ineffectivelhere is still only one
Church and those who create unbiblical institutional divisions are hindering
Christians from walking in the fullness of spiritual unity as God has intended.

2.1.1 The Basis for Unity

As discussed in the previs chapter, there is only one Church [1.1.2]. There
are many institutions that falsely call themselves a "chut@tidy but there is
only one ChurchThere is one Body and one Spirit (just as you were called
in one Hope at your calling), one Lord, one Fth, one Baptism, one God and
Father of all.” (Eph. 4:46). All true Christians have these foundational elements
in common: one Body, one Spirit, one Hope, one Lord, one Faith, one Baptism,
and one GodThese alone form the basis of unity in the one ChuPgople do
not need to strive to create one Church, because there already is only one Churc
according to Jesus Chriggkeographical proximity is irrelevant to this unity as
various practices were carried out in reference to the whole Church (Acts 15:22
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23, 1Cor. 11:16, 14:33, 1Th. 2:14). Notice that Christians living in distant areas
kept in contact with each other (Rom. 16:1, 1Cor. 16:19, 2Cor. 13:13, Phil. 4:22)
and contributed assistance to each other (Acts 1302&Rom. 15:2&8, 2Cor.
8:1-5). In this sense, the Church is indesatholic or universal in its affect, but

this should not be confused with the theology of an "invisible church” [1.2.1.1].
(Note that the lowercase "c" in "catholic" is used to distinguish it from "Roman
Catholic" which is aroxymoronmeaninga "divisive universalist” or dsectarian
nonsectarian:)

2.1.1.1 Living in Unity

Since Christians are united as one in the spiritual realm, it should not be
difficult for them to live as one in the physical reaWvalking in physical uty is
a natural byproduct of having spiritual unityThe early Church did not strive to
create an external unity by creating an organized religion, they wein 8pit,
and thus they lived as on®ow the multitude of believers were one in heart
and soul." (Acts 4:32). And this is what you can s#kpectamong those who
are true believers today! Unlike the institutional "churches", no administrative
procedures are needed to create a false sense of unity and artificially try to hold
things togetherChristians live together in unity externally because they are
united in one Spirit internally. Those who have the Spirit, get their direction from
that same Spirit. Thus, they all act as one Body because they all follow the same
Head, Jesus Christ [3.1.2].

It is very important to recognize thanity is not the same as uniformifijhe
Church is not an organizational franchise like McDonalds, where ganip
offers the same menu and prices of McReligidnity has nothing to do with
adopting the same "ordef worship”, conforming to the same music style, or
wearing the same type of cloth&uich things have nothing to do with the unity
of the Church, but are merely marade rules that have begeneratecby the
institutional "churches". Consequently, you ncdind many institutional
"churches" that are completely uniform in their practices] yet they have no
spiritual unity. The congregationmay appear to bdotally united while they
merely sit passively through a "church service”, but then when it is avergoes
out to evangelize, one goes home to watch football, and one goes home and beats
his wife. Is thisspiritualunity?

Certainly, many things may be uniform throughout the Church ag- a
productof following the same Spirit, but this is because mifitial unity, not
uniformity. Walking in spiritual unity does not necessarily mean that everyone
has to be doing the same thing, but only that they are all actltogpénaccord"

(Rom. 15:5). A football team may be acting in unity as they run a partiialg

but that does not mean that all of the players are doing the same thing. They are
all working towards one goal, but they do not all perform the same role on the
team. Jesus prayetthat they may be one as We are one'(John 17:22)
indicatinga oneress in purposdn this sense, the Church is always working on

the same play as we all follow the same Coach, but that does not mean everyone
on the Team must be doing the exact same thing [3.1.1.2].
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2.1.1.2 Preserving Unity

Unfortunately, just because dllhristians belong to one Church does not
mean that all Christians alwagsperiencehis unity in their fellowship with one
another. Here, there is no need to try to manufaexternalunity in the Church,
but only to walk in the unity thalready exits in the one Spirit, one Lord, one
Faith, etc."Be diligent to preserve the unity of the Spirit in the bond of
peace." (Eph. 4:3). Christians can neither create nor eradicate this kind of unity,
but they can certainly destroy its beneficial effects. Gilarsifor example, how
children in the same family may occasionally fight with each other, yet they still
remain members of the same family. A family in conflict does not need to strive
to become a family for they are already a family they simply needa begin
behavinglike a family should."How good and pleasant it is when brothers
dwell together in unity!" (Psa. 133:1). It i$sod'swill that all Christians'may
be one" (John 17:21);having the same mind, the same love, one in soul and
one in thought" (Phil. 2:2),"standing in one spirit, striving together as one
soul* (Phil. 1:27), "joined together with the same mind and the same
judgment" (1Cor. 1:10), "all in harmony, sympathy, brotherly love,
compassion, and humility” (1Pet. 3:8), havind'the same mnd with one
another” (Rom. 15:5),'with one accord in one voice"(Rom. 15:6).

When the Church walks as one, because they are one, the impact can be quit
spectacular! Indeed, the early Chutthrned the whole world upside down"

(Acts 17:6). Imagine whahe impact would be in your community if all the true
Christians left their mamade denominations and began to walk together as one
Church. If they all came together on the "same page", praying as one,
evangelizing as one, fellowshipping as o8ally, tke best that most can do is to
imagine it because they are certainly not experiencingjls, the unity of the
Church cannot be experienced by a community of disobedient Christians who
have divided themselves into unbiblical institutiobaf only by thoe who are
obediently walking by the Spirit [3.3.2.1].

2.1.2 The Sin of Division

One of the most devastating problems ever to face the Chutioh sin of
division. Jesus himself said|f a kingdom is divided against itself, that
kingdom cannot stand." (Mark 3:24; cf. Matt. 12:25, Luke 11:17pivision in
the Church is not an inevitable consequence shauld be embracedt is a
willful sin  committed by men. "The works of the flesh are
obvious...discord...disputes, divisions, sects...and | forewarn youst as |
previously forewarned you that those who practice such things will not
inherit the kingdom of God." (Gal. 5:1921). Some deceived theologians
actuallyteachthat division is acceptable or even necessary to bring "diversity" to
their unbiblical insitutional "church" system, but Paul said that those who cause
divisions"will not inherit the kingdom of God" (Gal. 5:21)! Do you honestly
think that Jesus Christ wants a divided Bodg?Christ divided?" (1Cor. 1:13).
Those who commit the sin of divisioare violating a multitude of Scriptures
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[2.2.1]. Scripture describes those who cause division'sesving their own
appetites by smooth talk and flattery speech’'(Rom. 16:18),"perverted and
sinful being selfcondemned” (Tit. 3:11), and"worldly minded, not having

the Spirit" (Jude 1:19). Those who would attempt to divide the Church are
committing sin andshouldbe dealt with sternly according to the Scripturés:
urge you, brothers, to watch out for those causing divisions and obstacles
contrary to the teaching which you learned and turn away from them.”
(Rom. 16:17)."Reject a divisive person after a first and second warning."

(Tit. 3:10). The imperative for maintaining unity in the Church could not be any
clearer in the Scripture (John 17:28, Rom.15:56, 1Cor. 1:10, Eph. 4:3, Phil.
1:27, 2:2, 1Pet. 3:8).

While the Church cannot help but be united according tepititual nature
(Eph. 2:22, 1Pet. 2:5), the division that is clearly condemned in Scripture is the
physical separation of fellowshgut of prejudice denominationalisnfavoritism,
politics, or anyother such barrier. Again, division is not a logistical problem
related to geography or meetings as many have mistaken [1.1.2]. Divisiveness is a
sinful attitude of the heart thdbes not truf loveeveryonen "the brotherhood
of believers" which is a fundamental sign of a genuine Christian (John 1334
1Pet. 2:17, 1Jn. 2:91). Going back to the swimming pool analogy, a division
does not form in the water just because someone refers ttedipeend or the
shallow end, but a division isreatedif someone physically builds a wall to
separate the deep end from the shallow drkre should not be any "local
water" [1.2.1.1] that is in anyway separated from the rest of the waftezn
Christians intentionally choose not to fellowship with other brothers and sisters in
Christ because of prejudicgenominationalismfavoritism, politics, orany other
suchbarrier, they areommittingthe sin of division. This should in no way be
confused with lie spiritual separation of fellowship resulting from Church
discipline [1.1.3.2].) The sinful causes of division can generally be classified into
the following three categories: attributes, disagreements, and leadership.

2.1.2.1 Division by Attributes

Many people sin by creating divisions over differences in physical attributes
such as skin color, race, culture, ethnicity, nationality, economic status, or
languageThere will always be great diversity in the Churbht diversity is not
division, just as uiformity is not unity [2.1.1.1]. It is one thing to recogniaed
accommodate the diversity of culture or language in the Church, and quite
another thing to divide Christians into different institutional "churches" because
of it. There were no such ethrdichurches" in Scripture. There was not a "Black
church”, "Chinese church", or "Hispanic church" that functioned as separate
entities. The Church encompassed every kind of race, culture, and nationality. In
just the book of Acts alone, the Church includadessuch as Asian (Acts 2:9,
20:4), Black (Acts 8:27, 13:1), and Semitic (Acts 2:1d)tturessuch as Greek
(Acts 16:13), Roman (Acts 22:25), and Egyptian (Acts 2:10); aatonssuch
as Syria (Acts 15:23), Macedonia (Acts 83, and Cilicia (Acts 3:41).
"Parthians, Medes and Elamites, and residents of Mesopotamia, Judea and
Cappadocia, Pontus and Asia, Phrygia and Pamphylia, Egypt and the
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regions of Libya near Cyrene, and visitors from Rome, both Jews and
converts, Cretans and Arabsi we hear themdeclaring the great deeds of
God in our own languages!"(Acts 2:911). There was always great diversity in
the Church from its very inception agdt still only one ChurdhSomeChristians
came from nations which had experienced years of hostility toveacts other,
but this did not in any way hinder their unity in Chri8¥hen the Jewish
Christians had some reservations about fellowshipping with the Geritle
example, this barrier waglickly addressed (Acts 1048, Eph. 2:1118).

A Christian is a lother or sister in Christ regardless of any physical
characteristics relating to skin color, race, culture, ethnicity, nationality, or
language."There is no Greek or Jew, circumcised or uncircumcised,
barbarian, Scythian, slave or free, but Christ is all,and is in all." (Col. 3:11;
cf. Gal. 3:28). All Christians go to the same Heaven and there is no racial
segregation there! God purchased nigom every tribe and language and
people and nation" (Rev. 5:9). Every physical race has their roots in Adam and
every spiritual believer has their roots in Chrisor as in Adam all die, so also
in Christ all will be made alive." (1Cor. 15:22; cf. 1Cor. 15:45). Indeed, it is
obvious that'God does not show favoritism, but those in every nation who
fear Him and do what is right are acceptable to Him." (Acts 10:3435).
Christians do not discriminate as thgo and make disciples of all nations”
(Matt. 28:19; cf. Rev. 14:6]Note that the word "nations” in these verses comes
from the Greek wordée' g n" &1M84 which elates to ethnicity.)

Some Christians have even divided osebculturalartifacts of Churchianity
[7.2.4.4] such as style of worship, genre of music, liturgical format, dress codes,
etc. But there isn't one Church for this kind of Christian and anotharcEHfor
that kind Christian, there is simply ortye Church.The early Church had just as
many opportunities to divide over different attributes as any institutional "church"
today, yet they overcame them and continued to fellowship as one Church.

2.1.22 Division by Disagreements

Doctrinal disagreements themselves can never cause division, only people
can [2.1.2]. Divisions are not caused by differing ideas; divisions are caused by
the peoplewho choose to make those ideas a basis for separation efdeitn
The disagreement isn't the sin; the wrongful separation of fellowship is the sin!
So often has the sin of division been falsely justified under the guise of someone's
guest for "doctrinal pur ity éschatotogyChr
precestination, or how many angels fit on the head of a pin, at worst means that
they might need to be straightened out by a mature person liké yeustill a
Christian and fellow brother or sister in ChrisSome of you would not have
been able to have felvship with yourself five years earlier because you no
longer agree with a doctrinal position yonceheld. There is a joke about a man
who had been shipwrecked alone on a deserted island and his rescuers wer
impressed by three buildings he had constidicThey asked him about the first
building and he told them that it was his house. They asked him about the seconc
building and he said it was his "church”. They asked him aeuhird building
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and he said it was his former "church", but he had teeldeecause of doctrinal
disagreementg.

But what about essential doctrines regarding something important like
salvation? Doctrines that are essential for salvation such as knowing our one Lord
rather than a false Christ (2Cor. 11:4, Gal.-9,,6.Jn. 2:224:3) do not divide
Christians from Christianghut divide the Christians from the n@hristians
[1.1.3.1]. These essential doctrines divide the Church from the world, not one
"church” from another "church"! The unfortunate reality is that the vast rtyajori
of divisions between "churches" today have nothing to do with essential tenets of
faith, but instead revolve around varioustpeloctrinescreated by mefb.2.3.1].

And even when there are disagreements about sahatimmg Christiansit is

still not necessarily grounds for division between one another. How's that? If one
Christian thinks salvation is X and another Christian thinks salvation tuty,

both are genuinelyborn againt anyway then they must still recognize each
other as Christians evethough each thinks the other is slightly mistaken.
Confused? This exact situation is addressed in Scripture where there was a
dispute about whether circumcision was a requirement for salvation (Actg,15:1
Gal. 2:1113). Notice that none of the brothersiddenly becaméunsaved
simply because they disagreed with each other about the requirements for
salvatiol They did not stop fellowshipping with each other; they did not start
separate "churches"” to represent their positions, nor was anyone excomrdunicate
They first and foremosivere committed to each other as brothers and sisters in
Christ, and thus the issue was eventually resolved (Acts315:1A Christian

does not suddenly stop being a member of the Church just because some
confusion might enter #ir mind. Salvation is not a matter of being able to
mentally recite the correct doctrinal position about salvation; it is a matter of
havingsalvation through spiritual birth into a relationship with Jesus Christ. It is
more important to actually have gafion, than to have the right theology about
salvation(but the latter is very important todyluch of the time, people are not
arguing about the requirements for salvation anywmy, instead are arguing
about marmade requirements for institutional "e¢bh" membershi2.2.1.3].

Those who disagree with the majority are often labeled as "heretics" and
expelled from their organizatiofYou know, like those "evil" Christians John
Wycliffe, Martin Luther, et9.J But this is not Scriptural! In Scripture,dtword
translated as "heretic" comes from the Greek wad 'r e t* #ldDb Which
refers to one who creates a new sect (see aldgot € ¢li3%andai r et i z o
#140). A "heretic" is not one who simply has a different understanding of
doctrine, but one who actually creates a new sect on the basis of that doctrine (or
any other basis for that mattel.is not wrong for a Christian to entertain an
alternative viewpoint, but it is wrong to create a separate organization on the
basis of that viewpoihfAnyone who startsrather'church" is the real heretic for
they arecreating yet another division among Christians [1.2.2.1]. It is one thing to
disagree with a fellow Christian, and quite another to physically separate
fellowship because of it. Children in a family may disagree on many things, yet
they still remain part fothe same family. They do not each get the luxury of
creating their own separate sfamily consisting of only the other children who
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agree with them™Wherefore, accept one another just as Christ also accepted
us to the glory of God."(Rom. 15:7).

This is not to say that coming to agreement on correct doctrine is not
important, but only that it is not necessarily grounds for disassociating fellowship
from other Christians. Every effort should be madéagree with one another
in the Lord" (1Cor. 1:10; cf Phil. 4:2) as genuine seekers of the truth. But if
there is an occasionally doctrinal disagreement, it is neaessarilya sin or
grounds for excommunication. Scripture records several exampldsmites
among the Christians, but dson sharpens iron" (Prov. 27:17) they did not
result in division because they had a fundamental commitment to each other as
brothers and sisters in Christ. For example, Paul had a dispute with Barnabas ove
traveling with Mark that was so severe that they parted ways (E&3640).
Notice that they did not start separate institutional "churches" named "Apostle
Paul Ministries" and "Saint Barnabas Fellowship”, but they still belonged to the
same one and only Church as their ministries literally took themfifi@rent
directions They both continued ministering on the "same team" [2.1.1.1] and
apparently they were later reconciled (1Cor. 9:6, Col. 4:10, 2Tim. 4:11). There
were also such factions among the Corinthians in the same city, eversanibe
meeting(1Cor. 3:3, 1118-19), yet they still continued to function together as one
Church (1Cor. 1:2, 2Cor. 1:1) without any need to form separate organizations
with separate names.

Despite all of the disputes, arguments, and schisms recorded in Scripture,
there was still onlyone Church. There was not one "church" formed for every
disagreement; there was only one Church that sometimes had disagreements. Tt
early Church had debate, not denominations! Consider thatvehe same
controversial issuethat cause divisions todaythe gift of tongues (1Cor. 14:2
28), head coverings (1Cor. 1118), women speakers (1Cor. 1439),
communion (1Cor. 11:284)1 were just as prevalent among the Corinthians, yet
they still remained one Churclithe early Church had just as much oppatjuto
divide over these doctrines as any institutional "church” today, yet they overcame
themall and continued to fellowship as one Church.

2.1.2.3 Division by Leadership

Many will be surprised to learn that the sin of division is probably committed
most often by Christian leaderdVhile a doctrine itself cannot cause a split
[2.1.2.2], it is usually a leader who causes a split by deceiving others to separate
their fellowship over a particular doctrine. The person championing a particular
doctrine may nobe obvious at first, but there is almost always someone leading
the charge behind the scenes who emerges as the defacto WsEdeunately,
some leaders are really nothing but po¥vengry dominators who seek control
and influence by gathering discipl@around themselves. Scripture cites several
examples of charlatans like this who have been lurking arsimcdthe inception
of the Churchatt. 7:1516, Acs 20:2930,2Cor. 11:113, Gal 1:7, 2Tim. 4:3,
2Pet. 2:1, Jude 1:80,Rev. 2:3. Paul's final message to the overseers at Ephesus,
for example, warned!l know that after | leave, savage wolves will come in
among you and will not spare the flock. And among you yourselves, men will
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arise speaking perverted things to draw away disciples after themselves. So

be alert and remember that day and night for three years | never stopgd
warning each of you with tears." (Acts 20:2931). Wow! Realize that these
Church leaders had even been personally trained by Paul! Such leaders never
guite see themselves ‘@avage wolves"because they are sincere in their pursuit

of some welmeaning but misguided cause that justifies their divisiveness
[7.2.2.3]. Theymay think they are truly awesome in how they lead others to
Christ, yet subtly this somehow gets translated into getting others to follow
themselvesThey often think they have a riglat behave this way because of their
unique talents or because they are a "pastor" or "apostle” (whether real or
imagined). As it is in the world, it is a natural temptation for leaders to crave
power i being a Christian leader does not make them immune fidgm
temptation of the sinful nature.

Someleaders, however, do not cause division intentionally, yet they still
allow it to happen as they let the masses elevate them in status and essentially
make them objects of Christian "hero worship". In such c&asstians become
divided aseach onealigns their loyally after theirown preferredleader. One
leader is followed because he is a better teacher, another because he is more
charismatic, another because he is more caring, etc. The end result is that the
Christians divide their fellowship along the lines of the leaders they follow.
"Each one of you says 'l am of Paul' or 'l am of Apollos' or 'l am of Cephas’
or 'l am of Christ'. Is Christ divided? Was Paul crucified for you? Were you
baptized into the nameof Paul?" (1Cor. 1:1213). Paul characterized this
childish thinking as beingworldly" (1Cor. 3:13) and rebuked the Corinthians
for "boasting about men" (1Cor. 3:21) since they should consider themselves as
being"of Christ" (1Cor. 3:2223). Although sah leaders may ngtersonallybe
guilty of directly promoting themselves, they must still be careful to deflect
otherds praise to God, | est t-B3p Quchhe | u
leaders sin not because someone may idolize thatrhecausehey continue to
let others idolize themNo true man of God would ever allow others to follow
after himself in this manner [6.2.2.2]!

Many Christians have given up their ambitions for fame and praise among
men in the worldput instead they have replacédvith ambitions for fame and
praise among men in the ChurdRerhaps this is done subconsciously, but they
are inwardly coveting praise from the Church that rightfully and solely belongs to
Jesus ChristBut whether intentional or unintentional, a leaddmply cannot
succeed in causing division unless other Christians are willing to go along with
them (2Cor. 11:120). Christians who acquiestefollow these leaders become
accomplices to sin and are perhaps just as guilty by their complicity [6.2.B€3].
early Church had just as many opportunities to divide over their leaders as any
institutional "church" today, yet they overcame them and continued to fellowship
as one Church.
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2.2 Counterfeit Philosophies

The sin of division isndeedrampant among Glstians today. There are so
many divisions over attributes that there are separate Black, Chinese, and
Hispanic institutional "churches" all in the same city. There are so many divisions
over doctrines that you can now find a "church" somewhere tailoved t
accommodate almost anything you want to beli@#@m. 4:3) And there are so
many divisions over leadership that some seminaries train professional wolves to
maintain their denominations' division (Acts 20:29). Remember the early
Church had all of th same temptations to divide as the institutidicalurches
today, but they did nbfThe fact that these things are still used as excuses for
division speaks volumes about the immaturity of Christians today.

2.2.1 Characteristics of Division

The following subsections illustrate some of the basic characteristics of
division that are present today. Obviously these characteristics may be present tc
various degrees and a group does not necessarily have to do all of these things i
order to be divisive. But ciinly the presence of even one of these
characteristics is sufficient evidence to prove an organization's divisiveness and
their sinagainst Jesus Christ who would only have one Body!

2.2.1.1 Institutionalization

Most divisions in the Church have becoméidified into various institutional
"churches" [1.2.2]. Institutional divisions do not come about by accittent;are
created by men whsin [2.1.2]. Every time someone starts yet another "church”,
it is because someone is committing yet another sgtitutional "churches" are
not incidental structures; they represent real divisions over attributes, doctrines,
and leadership. There should only be one Church in any given city, but men have
created one "church" for every street corner! Isirgle city there are usually
hundreds of vari ous "churches" di vi
causes. When people ask, "Which church do you go to?" they are basically asking
you to specify whichdivision you belong to [2.2.2]. If all Christians belonged to
thesame Church, this would be a nonsensical question [1.2.1]. Although there are
some divisions that do not become institutional "churches" right aexsry
institutional "churcH' by its very nature is a divisiomhe nature of division is
inherent within tle very process of institutionalization. An institutional "church”
could not become a neprofit corporation, select a unique name, or build their
own building unless they were already a division, functioning as a separate group
apart from the rest of theh@rch. Notice that the institutional "churches" which
become no#profit corporations don't even all belong to the same corporation
[1.2.3.1]' Such institutions cause Christians to choose up sides ovemauhn
organizations that have nothing to do with @eurch. These things only serve to
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separate Christians in the Church and get them to belong to something that is not
the Church.

One of the basic reasons why men start these institutional "churches" is
because they feel that their particular brand of ianity is unique (or even
superior) in theology, practice, or structure and thus tiezyde toform a new
organization to set it apart from the rest of the "churches". Such organizations are
usually started out of a sincere but misguided intention varae the cause of
Christ as they perceive it. But the sin of division is never justified no matter how
much better someone thinks therganizationis [2.1.2.2]. A "cutting edge"
institutional "church" might use nesectarian labels like "nedenominatioal”,
"inter-denominational”, or "independent”, but it is still a division operating as a
separate organizational entity apart from the Church [2.2.BI1d%t of these
organizations claim to be "church" which in itself is proof of their division.

How isthat? When one of them says that theyagtehurch”, it implies that there

must be another "church" somewhere. If you are gsthurch”, then the
Baptists, Methodists, and Presbyterians down the street ara ‘abarch”. Yet
according to Jesus Chrighere is only one Church [1.1.2]. You will not firsd
"church” mentioned in Scripture. This is not just because there is no indefinite
article in the Greek, but because there is indeed no concept of separate "churches"
in Scripture as if there were moigah one denomination to choose frdfnyou

are a true Christian, then you are parth&Church.

2.2.1.2 House "churches"

Many have begun to confuse the Church with a number of "house church",
"home church”, and "cell church® movements that are rapidinimg in
popularity today. Such entities are not the typical "small groups", "cell groups",
or "home groups" that are merely migtek meetings of an institutional "church”,
but they are independegtoupsthat function as autonomous unitdost "house
chuches’ "home churches”, and "cell churchdsive no particular affiliation,
althoughsome have been clustered together in loose associdlions, there is
not one kind of "house church" per se, but many unrelated movements, some of
which can be quite weriptural and divisive in naturdlany of them are really
nothing butsmallerversions of institutional "churchesAnd if given the chance
to grow in numbers, they would be indistinguishable from any other institutional
"church". Such groups often implemt the very same unbiblical practices as any
other institutional "church”, but the only difference is that they are smaller and
more informal. They have correctly rejected the idea that the "church" is a
building, but instead still operate as if the "athiris a meeting in a home [4.1.1].
Such "house church" movements may be much more Biblical in their use of
terminology than the typical institutional "church”, but they are still just-man
made divisiong just smaller onesMoving some "church” goers froenbuilding
to a house doesn't necessarily change anytBiegng more informal, choosing a
lay leader, exchanging pews for a sofa, or replacing the organ with a guitar solves
nothing here regarding the sin of division. By discovering that the early Church
met in homes [4.1.1.3], some "house church" groups merely stressathiag
home meeting aremore Biblical than building a dedicated "church" building
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[s.2]. The Biblical Church may indeed have met in houses, but simply meeting in
a house does not meaou are a Biblical Church. Unfortunately, many have
lumped those who correctly understand the Church in with these "house church"
movements and thus confused the Church with somethingptiat more like the
Churchthan a regular institutional "church'utoyet is still not the Church.

Many will be surprised to learn that there is actually no such thing as a
"house church” in Scripture. In Scripture, a house is not a type of "church”, but
merely one of many places that the Church can meet [4.1.1.3]. A®yslky
stated, the Church does meet, but the Church is not a mewiing, it a meeting
place Members of the Church may decide to meet in a house, but the Church is
not confined toa house. Scripture speaks tthe Church that meets" at
someone's homeyot that someone's house is a "church". In the same way, the
Church also met at the beach (Acts 21:5) and at the temple (Acts 2:46, 5:12,42),
but no one goes around saying they have a "beach church” or a "temple church”
A house, beactgndtemplearenot types of "churctes', they aremerely some of
the placesthat the Church can meet. Notiteat there may beseveral divided
"house church” organizations in the same city, but in Scripture there was only one
Church in a city that simply met in different tsms. Do you understand the
difference?Conversely, if members of the Church do just happen to meet in a
house, it doesnt necessarily mean thegve become d'house church”
organizatioror arenecessarilyneeting in division.

2.2.1.3 Membership

Most instiutional "churches" offer some type of membership just like any
other social club. Constituents are formally admitted to the organization after
meeting the official membership requirements. In some cases, membership statu:
is only informally denoted by ingbion in a phone directory or mailing list, much
like a club roster. Notice that these membership directories do not list every
Christian they know living in their area, but only peopksociaté with their
particularmanmade organizatiorit is also notuncommon fomonChristiansto
become members of institutional "churches” [1.2.4.2], as they can easily speak
and act like Christians (and some mistakenly think they are Christians). This is
possible because membership in an institutional "church" refatagphysical
identification with a social organization, whereas membership in the Church
relates to aspiritual identificationwith Jesus Christ. Men can decide who is a
member of their "church”, but only Jesus decides who is a member of the Church
[1.1.1.1]. Some institutional "churches" are so dead that not even a single member
is really a Christian, but in the Church, on the other hand, not even a single
member is a nehristian!

Membership in an institutional "church” is often required in order taiob
certain privileges such as holding office, voting, participating in the service,
receiving aid, or taking communion. Simply being a Christian alone does not
qualify you for these benefits, you must be a Christianadsma member of their
institution Many Christians have been faithful attenders of an institutional
"church" for years but are still denied these benefits because they haven't
officially "signed up" as member&ranted most of these "benefits" are entirely
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unbiblical anyway, but it showthe spirit of division exists evemside the
institution (which is itself a division). The Christians who are members of the
institution aretreated differentlythan the Christians who attend there but aren't
official members. Would you withhold finantiaid from a Christian in need just
because they are not members of your institutional "chur@uti®whoever has
worldly means and sees his brother in need but closes his heart toward him,
how can the love of God abide in him?{1Jn. 3:17).

Although someof the more cultic institutions believe someone is not truly a
Christian unless they join their "church" [1.2.1.2], many institutions look at
membership in their "church” as a demonstration of ymmmitmento their
group. They may acknowledge that yae a Christian, but if you do not become
a member of their "church" thethey take that aa sign that you may not be
completely committed to them. In practice, most institutional "churches" are not
committed to all Christians in the Church, but only te tbhristians (and nen
Christians) that join their "church". All the "one another" verses in Scripture,
however, are not limited to just a select group of Christians within some man
made division [3.1.2.1]. When a person becomes a Christian, they should
aubmatically be committed tall Christians’ not to justsomeof the Christians.

How ridiculous it is for someone to become a member of the Church when
they become a Christian and then be told that they also need to kacerdal
membershipn an institutimal "church”. The new convert says, "What? | thought
| joined the Church when | became a Christian? And now you're telling me | need
to join another organization?" There is not a dual membeiistipe for the
Church and another for a mamade "church"i and you will not find this
nonsense anywhere in Scripture!

2.2.1.4 Proprietary Names

One of the mee obvious signs of division is the selection of a unique- self
appointed name to differentiate one group of Christians from the others. Almost
every institutioml "church" selects a unique name to represent their "ministry" in
order to set them apart and distinguish them from the rest of ordinary
Christendom. Even groups that never formally materialize as official
organizations almost always develop a need tectel name to set themselves
apart from the rest. But anytime someone needs an additional label to explain
what kind of "church” they are, they are not identifying with the only Church that
there is [1.3.3]. Have you ever wondered why the names of iistialit
"churches" today are not found anywhere in the Bible? Because they did not
exist! There are no names of institutional "churches" in the Scripture, because
there were no institution "churches"! The maade institutional "churches" were
started bymen named bynen and in some cases even named afierd Why do
so many Christian groups seem to have such an incredible need to make up names
for themselves? There is certainly no Scripture that tells them to make up a
unique name for themselves. And angomho thinks that God gave them the
name for their new institution is simpiyistaken for God has never authorized
Christians to divide themselves from each other by selecting different
organizational names [7.2.5.3]. Actually the only entity that reguire
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organizations to select unigue names for themselves is not God, but the
government who requiresonprofit corporationsto register a unique name
[1.2.3.1].

No, the basis for choosing a divisive name is usually just the plain old ugly
sin of pride! The nstitutional "churches" are not content just to fellowship as
ordinary Christians; they literally have to make a name for themselves. Their sin
is like those who built the tower of Bab&Come let us build for ourselves a
city with a tower that reaches tothe heavens so that we can make a name for
ourselves..." (Gen. 11:4). They want to select a name for their institutional
"church" so that they are distinguished from those other (perhaps less
enlightened) Christians. They are more interested in makingarae nfor
themselves as they build their own institutional kingdom, rather than building up
the kingdom of God, which requires no name. In one sense, if people are already
meeting as an institutional "church”, then picking a name is probably not much
worse fce they are already meeting in division. But isn't it strange that none of
the Christians in the early Church ever developed this "need" to make up names
for themselves? By some amazing feat, Christians in the early Church were able
to fellowship with eah other just fine without any additional magie names!

Even today, the "underground" Church in persecuted countries goes out of their
way to make sure that they dothave such a name.

Sometimes it may not be clear whether a group of Christians istiogeira
division or not [2.2.1.5], but once they select a name to distinguish their group,
there is no longer any doubt. The mere act of selecting a unique denominational
label to distinguish one group of Christians from the others is by itself proof of
divisiveness and has been the downfall of many who once fellowshipped as the
Church. Perhaps a group may seem like a perfect "church" in every other regard,
but as soon as they adopt a sgipointed name for themselves they are
participating in the sin ofidision as they separate themselves from the other
Christians. The divisiveness of such groups is merely revealed when they become
proud enough to label themselves as being different from the others. When a
group of Christians choose a name for themseliressy are choosing another
identity that is different from the otherwise nameless Church that Jesus Christ
established. They are not content to be associated with just the "plain old group”
of believers in Jesus; so instead they select a new and uniaqui¢yitterepresent
themselves. At the very leagijs divides their organization from the Christians
who refuse to sin by meeting under any unbiblical smacle identity It
demonstrates that they love their sghpointed empire more than they love these
brothers, for they are willing to sacrifice fellowship with other Christians for the
sake of maintaining an unbiblical identitg&ny true Christians would gladly be
willing to lose their divisive hame for the privilege of fellowshipping with other
brothersand sisters who will only meet in Jesus' naBet when institutional
"churches" are confronted, their selfish pride usually becds@antly obvious
for they are not willing to give up their prestigious magenames.

Now some organizations would sayaththe name of their "church" is
Biblical. Certainly, phrases such as "new creation", "upper room", "living water",
etc. are found in Scripturbut they were not names'a@hurche! An institution
may have picked a Scriptural sounding name, but it isSadptural to have a
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particular nameSome of the more clever institutions have entitled their particular
institution after a generic term that is used for the Church in the Bible such as
"Church of Christ", "Church of God", or "Body of Christhdeed, ér some of

them it isprobablynecessary that they -@pt a Biblical name for their institution

in order to fit their notion that they are "the only true church” [1.2.1.2]. Thus,
whenever their members see this phrase in Scripture, they will think fieigng

to the name of their particular mamade institutional "church". (Ah, but what
happens when "Church of Christ" members come across the phrase "Church of
God" in the Bible?J In Scripture, the "Church of Christ", "Church of God", and
"Body of Chrig" are not three different denominations; they are just three of
manycommon phrases used for tbee Church [1.1.1]. The terms used for the
Church in Scripture argeneric termshat apply to all Christians (denoting unity),
whereas some institutions arew using them aproprietary nameso refer only

to their specific group of Christians (denoting division).

It is certainly hard for some to understand why selecting "a littleaphe" is
such a big deal to God, but the significance is spiritually dieckiNames are not
inconsequential, but carry real spiritual significance. Those who select a name for
themselves, inevitably link their identity as Christians to that name. To meet in
the name of the X "church”, is to meet under the authority of the &naration.
Whatever X is, it isn't the authority of the Church started by Jesus Christ.
Christians are not to meet under the identity of X, Christians are to meet in the
name of Jesus and under His authority alone (Matt. 18:20, 1Cor. 5:4, Phil. 2:9
10). Meeting under any othamanmadename is not authorized anywhere in the
Bible! God is a jealous God and will not let His Spirit be tied to the authority of a
marnmade institution. Do you have ears to hear?

Of course, Christians cannot help it if others cleotts pigeonhole them or
label them by some derogatory name, but the Christians should never accept an
organizational name for themselves or meet in such a name. As previously
discussed, Christians are not meeting in division just because someone can
exterrally label them, but they are definitely meeting in division if they have
chosen a mamade name to distinguish themselves. Going back to the swimming
pool analogy, there is obviously a big difference between someone referring to
the water at the deep enfithe pool and a group actually erecting a barrier in the
pool and calling themselves "The Deep End" [1.1.2.1]. It may be permissible for
Christians to give specific names and titles to inanimate objects such as books,
programs, or events, but never te t€hurch. If someone decides to give a
building, project, or corporation a nhame, just make sure no one thinks that name
has anything to do with the Church! Do not meet in the name of a building, do not
meet in the name of a project, do not meet in the reraenonprofit corporation
T meet in the name of Jesus!

2.2.1.5 Divisive Actions

It is very rare, but not every division necessarily creates an official
organization, establishes membership requirements, or choosesappseifted
name to identify theigroup. In a given area, there could be a group of Christians
that have not done any of these things, but are still divisive towards other
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Christiansby their actionsJust because a group doesn't have anmage name,
for example, doesn't mean they aremging as the Church which also doesn't
have a mammade name. For example, there could be two separate groups of "no
name" Christians both seemingly operating on Scriptural grounds, but yet they
don't want to have anything to do with each other. They medybe divided in
name, but they are still divided in reality. They may both say they are just
Christians, yet they treat members of the other group differently from theirs, not
as members of one Churé@®imply lacking a name or organizational structure is
not a guarantee that a group is not acting in divisidmamelesgroup may also
be operating in a spirit of division against their brothers and sisters in Christ who
are caught up in institutional "churches". Do not become the sect featerian
believers! Just because someone attends an institutional "church" does not meal
that they cease to be a Christian or can be treated any differently [2.3.1.1]. That
would be like "reverse discrimination” where a group tries to divide from all the
other divsiors. Notice that Paul rebuked those who shiam of Christ" as this
alsocan bedivisive whenpeopleharbor a subtle pride and look down upon those
who say'l am of Paul* or"l am of Apollos" in a condescending manner (1Cor.
1:11-13). The fact that you magven be right, does not mean that your attitude is
right. "But if you bite and devour one another, watch out, or you will be
destroyed by one another." (Gal. 5:15). No group of Christians should
exclusively say, "We are the Church", but rather shouldgréze that they are
only part of the Church. Are not deceived Christians also your brothers and sisters
in Christ? Are they at least worthy of your loving correction?

Christians are not allowed to show favoritism regarding other believers (Jas.
2:1-4). These involved in divisive actions do not truly logk of the brothers, for
they only lovesomeof the brothers. They treat Christians that they fellowship
with in their group one way and they treat Christians who are outside their group
another way [2.2.B]. They do not'submit to one another" (Eph. 5:21) in the
Church, they only submit to the "one anothers" in their groey disobeythe
"one another" Scriptures that apply towattChristians, not just their particular
organization [3.1.2.1Does soraone stop being a Christian just because they are
not a member of yougroup? Such groups can often be identified by divisive
phrases like "This is the waye do things here." or "They are not flowing with
us" Their use of "we" and "us" is not referringthe Church, but only to the way
they want things done in their particular organization. Their members naturally
speak of "my church" or "our church" when they talk about their group. (When
did the "church" become yours and what are these other "chuntiasiren't
yours?) The idea thdthey went out from among us because they were not of
us" (1Jn. 2:19) is not in reference to different groups of Christians, but a
reference to those who were rGhristians [1.1.3.1]If there is any'wée", "us’,
"my" or "our" that does not include all Christians, then there is a divisidme
only group of "we" or "us" among Christians should be the whole Church. This
behavior is similar to when Jesus rebuked the disciples for becoming divisive
simply because someone eldiel not "follow with us" (Mark 9:3840, Luke
9:4950). The problem wasn't that thersondidn't follow Jesus, but the disciples
were simply upset because he wa%rie of us". Similarly, many "churches" are
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more concerned about finding out who sith us' than those who arewith
Jesus.

2.2.2 Consequences of Division

The damage inflicted upon the Church by the sin of division has been severe
resulting in disputes, violence, and even wars. Those who tolerate the sin of
division work to undermine the sjual fellowship of the Church. Many
Christians recognize this problem of division, but believe that the reality of the
situation today is simply unavoidabl&hey have been conditioned to-exst
with division instead of seeking to eliminateTihose o are content to tolerate
the division of the institutional "churches" are tolerating sin and ultimately
accomplices to that sin [2.1.2]. As a result, Christians have been herded into
difference organizations, going in different directions, competing even
fighting among themselves. The diversity of gifts that God has intended for one
Church hae been divided amonghristianswho do not fellowship with each
other, not because they have personal animosity towards each other, but simply
because they belgrto differen institutions.Whatis the Churclas a wholaloing
in your community?

2.2.2.1 Selecting a "church"

Whenever sompicks outa "church" to go to, they are selecting an unbiblical
entity to attend. The only reason why someone can even ask, é\Wbemou go
to church?" [3.3.2.3] is because of institutional division. If Christians correctly
understood that there is only one Church, this would be a nonsensical question.
None of the early Christians ever picked out a "church” to go to, for there was
only one Church. There is still only one Church today and it is not such an object
that you can "go to" [1.2.1]. Most Christians today automatically assume that they
must attend an institutional "church”, for they do not know how to fellowship any
other wy [3.1.1]. They believe it is too late to do anything now abthg
divisions amongthousands of institutional "churctieso the only thing they
know to do is pick out the best "church" they can and try to be coritbist.
raises the question then, "Whighthe best church to go to?" The reason why
someone selects one particular institutional "church" over another is usually
determined by either meedsbasedor theologybasedapproach.

The group of needsased Christians tends to select a "church" based
which organization will best meet their needs: "Are the people caring?" "Does it
have good childcarandteen programs?" "Will | be able to sing in the choir?"
Even if they cal find a "church" that they are completely satisfied with, they
usually justend up going to the one that thidged the mosbut ofthe oneghey
visited. These people do not care so much about the particular theology of the
"church” they go to as long as it me#teir needs. These people do not seem to
be particularly divisiveon the surface, yet they are still accomplices to the sin of
division because they tolerate it. They did not start the division themselves, but
they are willing to participate in it and keep it going. Once people begin to
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associate themselves with a part&r "church”,they associate themselves with
the division that it representsThey may have some theoretical understanding of
the unity of the Church, but their primary identity as a Christiaonig founded
in their institutional "church". In practicetheir allegiance, associations, and
loyalties as a Christiaare based om single marmade institutional "church".
They would surely acknowledge that there are Christians in the other "churches”,
but their fellowship and serviceare only centered arounchet particular
organization they have chosen [1.3.3].

The group of theologhased Christians, on the other hand, tends to select a
"church” based on theological tenetsdenominatioal doctrine Some of them
are merely casual shoppers at a religious thgodd smorgasbord: "Do they
allow sprinkling so that | don't have to get my hair wet?" "Will they give me a
second chance to improve in purgatory?" "Are we allowed to dance and watch
movies?" Most people in this category, however, tend to be strict athévem
set of theological ideals: "Do they subscribe to a certain systematic theology?"
"Does the denomination have a line of apostolic succession?" "Do they adhere to
a certain liturgy?'These people tend to be dogmatic about their theology, and if
someae is not in the right "church” then they think they are unsaved or at least
out of God's will. Their reaction to division is to simply belong to the right
"church” and hope that othensll stoptheir divisivenesand join their "church”.
They may not eue acknowledge that there is any division, since their "church” is
"the only true church" and thus any other organizati@p@statd1.2.1.2]. These
people tend to be more divisive than the others as they are willing to separate
fellowship from other Chstians simply because they are not in the right
organization that is if they even acknowledge that there are other Christians
outside their group. They do not apologize that their fellowship and service are
only centered around their particular organaatfor they are convinced that it is
right. But just because these people may be ignorant or deceived does not justify
their sin of division. These people directly participate in the sin of division as
seen by both their attitude and actions [2.1.2].

2.2.2.2 Inoperable Scriptures?

Wherever Christians choose to embrace the division of the institutional
"churches", there are entire sections of Scripture that are rendered essentially
inoperable. Here are just a few examples:

9 Disfellowship In the New Testanm, someoneould bedisfellowshipped
from the one Church, and then by design they would have no other Christian
fellowship, not even in another city [1.1.3.2]. But today, if an institutional
"church" excommunicates someone, that person can simply jdffierat
institutional "church'down the streatr even start their own "church"!

1 LeadershipIn the New Testament, the leaders in the Church were accepted
by all Christianssuch aghose that traveled between cities. But today, each
institutional "church or denomination appoints or elects their own set of
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leaders that have authority only within their particular organization. Which of
these are the true Church leaders [6.2.4]?

1 Direction. In the New Testament, discussions were open to all Christians
(Matt. 18:1517, Acts 6:3,5, 15:22, 1Cor 6:1, 14:29, 2Cor 8:19) and
directiveswere applicable to all Christians (Acts 15222, 1Cor. 11:16,

14:33, 1Th. 2:14). But today, each institutional "church" or denomination
makes its own decisions that apply only witbonfines of its particular

division [5.2.3].Christians are then asked to choose between different sets of
conflicting practices among the various institutional "churches".

9 EvangelismIn the New Testament, the Church had a single effective witness
to thér communitiesBut today, each "church” runs their own evangelism
program (if they even have one) which is only geared at bringing in new
members to their "church". Could you imagine the impact if every Christian
in your community was united as one inaieiag out to the lost [3.1.3]? How
many people will be eternally lost because of this wicked sin of division?

The Scriptures on these topiaee quite cleaandare tobe obeyed, yet it is not
possible for the institutional "churches" to comply becauséhei unbiblical
divisive system. You cannot redefine what the Church is, and then expect the rest
of the Scripture to work. Biblical truth can only operate correctly in a Biblical
environment. The solution to these problems, of course, is not to tryme gp

with some unbiblical worarounds in order to eexist withinstitutionaldivision,

but to eliminate the divisianthat causes these problems to begin with! Come
Lord Jesus!

2.2.3 Distorted Concepts of Unity

It is somewhat ironic that most institutial "churches" give lip service to the
conceptof unity, while they continue to operate as unbiblical institutional
divisions in the Church. Sinctheseinstitutions mistakenly think they are a
"church”, it is no wonder that they have equally strange mst@ncerning the
unity of their "church"They tend to think that the "universal church" is the sum
of all institutional "churches" and thus they strive to achieve areastatitional
commonalityf2.2.3.3]. This kind of institutional "unity" wasiltimately achieved
by the Roman Catholic "church" during the Middle Ages where people were
compelled to keep in line under the threat of torture and déathat unity?
Those that don't understand the spiritual unity of Christians in one Lord, one
faith, oneBaptism, etc. are working instead to achistictural uniformityin
one systematic theology, one type of worship service, one leadership hierarchy,
etc [2.1.1.1]. Despite centuries of this approach, there are now more institutional
"churches” than evetJnderstanding why their past misguided efforts at unity
have failed, and always will fail, certainly begs the question, "How then can true
unity ever be achieved?" Unfortunately, many will never understand the answer
to this question precisely because theglly do not understand the true nature of
the Church.
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Consider an analogy of how each institution sits atop of its own ivory tower it
has constructed and tries to entice the stragglers in the courtyard below to come
into their tower. To justify their diisive structures, they have invented various
theologies about how they can baified while remaining dividednto their
separate mamade towers. Themay have open doors on their towers [2.2.3.1],
maintain unity within their particulartower [2.2.3.2],build corridors between
thar towers [2.2.3.3], claim that a tower is not a tower [2.2.3.4], or to merge all
the towers into one really big tower [2.2.3i5]when the goal is to haveo
towerd The people need to tear down all of the artificially constaidbwers
(representing institutional division) and meet in the common courtyard
(representing the open grounds of the Church). The point is not to argue about
who had the first tower, the biggest tower, or the best tower, or to try to build the
"one truetower";the goal is not to meet in towers at @ll2.2]!

One reason why the institutional "churches" reject the idea of meeting in the
common courtyard is that they have invested so much in building their towers that
they would never consider tearing thelewn now. They might even admit that
tearing downall towers could possibly work, but they reject it as being too
"extreme" considering how much it would cost them. If you ask an institutional
"church" what their alternative plan is for achieving unityoam all Christians,
you will typically find thatthey don't have any plamMost justsubconsciously
operate on the premise that everybody else should tear down towers and then joil
them in their tower. Yet if you confront them with the truth, sometimes they
can see that this is foolish proposition. Others would say, "We don't know how to
achieve unity, it is up to God to supernaturally force us", yet they refuse to obey
Jesus and repent of their sin of meeting in division. They might cite any number
of the bogus ideas mentioned below, but if you will sit down and analyze them, it
becomes quite obvious why they aeverwork. The reason why the institutional
"churches" do not know how to achieve unity is precisely because they
automatically reject thenly possible step towards a solutiortheir manmade
institutional shells they created must cease to exist. Meeting in the open grounds
of the common courtyard is the only solution. Not only does logic necessitate it,
but the Spiriof Christdemands it!

2.2.3.1 The Open Invitation

Under this false concept of unity, an institutional "church” thinks they are
promotingunity because they openly welcome visitors regardless of any previous
denominational affiliation. They believe they dtathering the causef unity
because they do not discriminate against anyone who would be willing to visit
their organization. They have no animosity towards any other institution in their
community and always try to coexist with them peacefulljeir "doors are
always opento anyone who wants to fellowship with their organization, even if
they don't ever become memberhey don't see how they could possibly be
causing division, because there is no barrier on their part that would prevent
anyone fromjoining them The funnything about this distorted concept is that
almost every institutional "church" has this exact same policy! And this policy of
"openness”, of course, only works in one direction! Such an institution is happy to
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have a member of another institution visiéithservice, but they don't want to
lose any of their members to the other institutions. They are "open" to anyone
who wants to come and be a part of them, but they are not "open" to dissolve their
own organization and fellowship with otherBhus, peopleare free to attend
institutional "church” X and people are free to attend institutional "church" Y, but
institutional "churches" X and Y still remain divided from each othém.
institution may leave the door to their tower wigjgen, yet they will not tedheir

tower down and meet in the common courtyard. After centuries of this one
directional "openness", institutional division still continues to thrive because this
distorted concept cameverlead to Biblical unity.

2.2.3.2 Unity within Division

Under tis false concept of unity, an institutional "church" operates as if the
word "unity" refers to nothing more than keeping the unitithin their
denomination. They may agree entirely with the Scriptural principles of unity
discussed here, except they thitilat they only need to applwithin their
organization.Many emphasize the Scriptural principles of commitment and
loyalty within their institutions, because they are concerned about losing their
members to other institutions through "church hopping".weieer, they don't
seem to be quite as concerned when someone "hops" from another "church" into
their "church”) J Some institutional "churches" will even preach frequent
sermons on the importance of unity, but only as it relates to squelching contention
within their congregation. Ironicallghe point of these sermons is not that their
institution should cease to exist as a division, but only that they should remain
unified within their particular division. If a Christian their organizationvere to
promde a different doctrine, they would brand this person as a "hefetic"
causingdivision within their division(Some have suggested that their unbiblical
institution be dissolved and were accused of causing division by advocating
unity!) J An institution may preach excellent sermons on preserving “unity"
within their tower, yet they will not tear their tower down and meet in the
common courtyard. After centuries of this distorted preaching on unity,
institutional division still continues to thrive becaubés distorted concept can
neverlead to Biblical unity.

2.2.3.3 Institutional Ecumenism

Under this false concept of unity, institutional "churches" think they are
promoting unity by getting together in some capacity with other institutional
"churches" fo various functions. Sometime they try to unify around a set of
doctrines using the "least common denominator" approach that compromises the
truth in order to participate in a type of ecumenical institutional consortium.
(Some "Council of Churcheshave even soughtto unify with the pagan
religions!) They think that getting sevewgilisionsto cooperate in some limited
capacitywill somehow bring about the unity of the Church. Unfortunately, such
efforts usually amount to nothing more than the oxymoronhafmonious
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division The prevailing attitude of the
bring your group and wedl |l do this e
leave with my group and you leave with your group, and hopefully none of the
peoplewill change groups." But nothing is ever unified! Before the function
starts, during the function, and after the function is over, the same institutional
"churches" continue to exist as divisions. The divisions are happy to get along
with each other as g as they can still retain their unique unbiblical identities.
Several glasses of water may be kept great distances apart or they can even &
placa right next to each other, but the water continues to exist in separate
glasses. Institutional divisions caooperate all they want, but they still operate
individually as separate divisions, not one Church. The institutions may build
inter-denominational corridors between their towers, yet they will not tear their
towers down and meet in the common courtyakfter centuries of these
ecumenical proceedings, institutional division still continues to thrive because
this distorted concept careverlead to Biblical unity.

2.2.3.4 NonDenominationalism

Under this false concept of unity, an institutional "churdtihks they are
promoting unity because they are "pdenominational”. They realize that the
word "denomination” is actually synonymous with "division", so they simply
claim that their institution is not a denomination. They don't think their institution
is like those other divisive "mainline denominations” since they are open to
accepting people from any theological background. They don't want to accept that
they are yet another institutional division "just like all the rest of them", so they
label themsels as “"nondenominational”, “intedenominational”, or
"independent”. They think that if their mamade institutional "church” is simply
not called a denomination, then it isn't a division. But just because they do not
call themselves a "denomination”, dagot mean that they are not an institutional
division. The Church is indeed nalenominational, but it is not a non
denominational institution Regardless of whethernainstitution is non
denominational, intedenominational, or independent, it is not degs divisive
than any other mamade institution. (Indeed, many nrdenominational
"churches" have actually grouped together to form -eemominational
denominations!) All they really have is an institutional division that says it isn't
a division, forthey still have a uniqgue name, membership requirements, and
institutional practices just like any other division [2.2.1]. It doesn't matter how an
institution classifies itselfit is still a manmade division precisely because it is
still a manmade indtution. An institution can claim that its tower is "non
denominational”, yet they will not tear their tower down and meet in the common
courtyard. After centuries of various "ndenominational" movements,
institutional division still continues to thrivieecause this distorted concept can
neverlead to Biblical unity.
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2.2.3.5 Merging

While many can see the fallacies of the previous concepts, it is admittedly
much harder for some to discern the error of merging institutions as a way to
unity. Under this fade concept of unity, an institutional "church" thinks they will
be promoting the cause of unity by merging together with another institutional
"church”. By this logic, they think that merging will result in less division in the
Body of Christ, but in actuigy there will simply just be one bigger division. Two
separate institutional "churches" may be merged into a new institution, but they
are now just a bigger institution. (That is not to say that fewer institutional
"churches" wouldn't be an improvemgni! Even if every institutional "church"
were merged into one gigantic institutional "church”, you would simply have one
gigantic unbiblical mammade institution (containing some n@fristians), but
not one ChurchShould you try taeconcile all the unbilzal and extraBiblical
practices of the institutional "churches" and merge them all into a single
denomination? This has already been achieved béfever heard of the Roman
Catholic "church"? Was it reallgpiritual unity that generated all of their
unbiblical traditions and false doctrines [7.2.1.1]?

The problem with this concept can be illustrated nicely by considering a
small town that only has one Methodist "church”, for example. Wouldn't that
surely count as having one united city Church? HemagesGhristians in an area
are meeting as a single unbiblical organizational identity, but that is not the one
Church. If every Christian in town just happened to be a member of the Rotary
club, that would not count as having one Church either [4.1.2]. theaigh there
may only be on@hysicalChristian institution present, that would not necessarily
represent the spiritual membership of the Church. And then if you were to
consider that the only "church" in the next town oigea Baptist "church”, the
division now becomes even more apparent. To truly experience unity in the
Church, there would not be one institutional "church” in an area, there would be
no institutional "church" in an ardaall unbiblical institutional divisions must
cease to exisfThe godis not to try to create manmadeinstitutional singularity,
but rather to embrace the spiritual unity of one Church [2.$dine institutions
may merge int@ bigger tower, yet they will not tear that tower down and meet in
the common courtyard. Aftecenturies of institutional mergers (and their
subsequent splittings), institutional division still continues to thrive because this
distorted concept cameverlead to Biblical unity.

2.3 Practical Applications

Obviously, Scripture itself does not haveytlning specific to say about how
to deal with thousands of mamade institutional "churches" because they did not
exist during the New Testament period [1.2.2]. There were no mainline
denominations, there were no "church" buildings; there were no irestidiliti
structures. As you begin to function in the Church, you may have trouble figuring
out how to respond to these unbiblical mmade inventions. These sinful
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institutional divisions were never part of God's plan and clearly should be
abolished, but untthat happens what are you supposed to do?

2.3.1 Attending Institutional "churches"

How are you supposed to function as one Church in a city divided by several
institutional "churches"? You might have a close relationship with a Baptist and
another with aPresbyterian, but then they both refuse to fellowship with each
other. If you follow the practices of one institutional "church”, then you will be
disobeying the practices of another "church”. It is impossible to simultaneous
follow all of their conflictirg doctrines and practices at the same time! And how
is leadership supposed to function in a divided city? The leaders of one
denomination do not recognize the leaders of another denomination. You cannot
submit to the "pastor” of the Baptist "church" and tpastor" of the Methodist
"church" at the same time. Since each denomination claims that their set of
leaders is correct, how do you know which ones are valid?

What exists in most cities is some true Christians isolated from each other in
different insttutional "churches”, surrounded by some members who are not even
Christians, functioning in an unbiblical system because they don't know any
better. The tragedy is that the Church is designed to function with the giftings of
all the Christians in a commuyj but instead their gifts have become
individualistic and confined within a particular institutional "church”, not allowed
to interact in the Church as a whole [3.2.2.3]. While some groups of Christians
may have many obvious strengths, their weaknessgesfien as equally glaring
since they are isolated from other Christians who would bring balance. Each
fragmented group is like a Body that is partially impairesne group only has
hands, one group has no feet, etc. (1Cor. 221)4How are Christianis a city
wide Church supposed to function in such a crippled, divided, unbiblical
environment? There are obviously no Scriptures addressing how to fellowship
among multiple institutional "churches" in a city, for this is nothing but the sin of
division [22.1.1].

2.3.1.1 Institutions Become Irrelevant

God does not view the Church through the institutional grid that has been
artificially imposed by man. As you begin to recognize the Church, you may
wonder how you should deal with the particular institutidicaurch" you have
been attending. It is not unusual to become angry as you begin to understand th
division and unbiblical practices that have been created bynmaale institutional
"churches”. And it is perfectly understandable for you to want to hesighese
fraudulent institutional divisiondyut you may not be against the Christianso
havebeendeceived into attending them [1.3.PJo not harbor grudges, bitterness,
or unforgiveness towards your brothers and sisters just because they arapart of
institutional “"church".Do not despisethe valid contens just because they are
stored in a invalid container; or as the saying goes, "Don't throw out the baby
with the bathwater.” While the institutional "churches" themselves anpanbof
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the Chuch [1.2.2], any Christian who happens to attend an institutional "church"
is still part of the Church [1.1.1]. A Christian should be able to fellowship with
any other Christian regardless of whatever additional institutions they may be
attending.Don't forget that some of you reading this right nalsoused to attend

an institutional "churchYou would not stop fellowshipping with Christians just
because they belong to the Rotary club, nor should you stop fellowshipping with
Christians just because thegltng to the Baptist club or the Methodist club.

The physical mamade grid of the institutional “"church" system is
completely irrelevant to the spiritual purposes of the Chuvtdst people know
Christians who attend other institutional "churches”, yey tdo not fellowship
with them in any meaningful way as members of the same Chiéisetu cannot
correctly discern the Body (1Cor. 11:29), then you will obviously have trouble
functioning as a member of the BodBut once you begin relating to Christa
instead of the institutions, the institutional structures soon become irrelevant to
your fellowship in Christ (or perhaps at most a minor nuisardeest. find some
other Christians who love Jesus and begin to fellowship with them [3/8l&n
communistagents infiltrated a meeting of the underground Church, they did not
ask, "Are you Baptist, Presbyterian, or Pentecostal?" they just asked, "Are you
Christians?" The false denominational lines were even irrelevant to the atheistic
government Just becaussome Christians are involved in divisive institutional
"churches" does not change the fact that they are still members of the Church.
Such Christians may indeed be carrying around all kinds of superfluous
institutional baggage, but they are nonethelessist@ins whom you can
encourage to grow in the Lord. Do not let any Araposed divisional barrier
hinder whatever fellowship may be possible with these brothers and sisters in
Christ, no matter how misguided you think they may bbere may be
exceptions,however, for how you deal with leaders of institutions who are
directly responsible for causing division (Rom. 16:17, Tit. 3:10).

2.3.1.2 In the "church", but not of the "church"

After discovering the truth about the Church, many Christians often continue
to fellowship with other Christians in institutional "churches”. It is not necessary
that you leave an institutional "church" as much as you leave the institutional
"church" mentality[2.3.3]. If you have not yet found other Christians who are
willing to conduct their fellowship in a Scriptural manner, it may be advisable for
you to continue visiting some institutional "churches" in order to maintain some
fellowship with other Christians. Quite often you will find that many of even your
closest friends i "church" are not willing to meet with you for fellowship
outside of their unbiblical institutional "church" environmertius, if no one will
go with you outside the camp, then you may have to go to them. Continuing to
fellowship with others in an institional "church" may not be ideal, but you are
hardly under the judgment of God or condemned to Hell for doiny@o.must
realize that this type of fellowship at best willobablybe limited, but limited
fellowship may be better than no fellowshi al [3.2.3.1]. If these other
Christians truly love Jesus, then they too may eventually come to the point that
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they no longer want to meet on the grounds of institutional division in an
unbiblical "church" [2.2.3].

While Christians who understand the Chuvetuld not mind beingisitors
to an institutional "church”, most would never want to be an offitiamberof
an institution [2.2.1.3]. Our fellowship is with Christians, not with institutions! To
formally associate with a particular institutional "churéh'to participate in the
division that it represents. If you are still a member of an institutional "church”,
you will probably want to cancel your membership (whether official or unofficial)
once you no longer want to identify with a rrasade institutioal division. You
may remainin an institutional "church" but you are nof the institutional
"church, just as Christians are in the world but not of the world. You should be
identifying with the Church, not with a particular institutional "church” [1.3.3]
You might even attend several institutional "churches" to fellowship with many
Christians, but your identity should be found in none of théomsider that a
Christian may be a member of tiS=afareryacht club, vote Republican, and
attend a Presbyteriafichurch", but none of these clubs, corporations, or
organizations has anything to do with his identity as a Christian. If someone were
to ask him what kind oChristian he was, he would not identify himself as a
"Seafarel, or a "Republican”, nor as a '#byterian”, because these rmade
organizations are simply irrelevant to his identity as a Christian, a member of the
Church.

2.3.2 Reforming Institutional "churches"

Some Christians try to remain in their institutional “"churches" quite
innocently at fist, but over time it often becomes more and more difficult for
them to simply overlook many of their unbiblical institutional practices [7.2]. The
longer they stay, the more difficult it becomes to stay without being tempted to
compromisend give in to sme of their unbiblical institutional practices. In order
to participate in the institution, they would naturally try to submit to the
institutional leaders and follow the organization'sldoys as much as possible,
but this often places them in compromgsipositions when "church” polgs or
theology directly violates the Scripture [5.3.2.3]. Some are tempted to go along
with various unbiblical practices of the institutional "church" simply because by
nature they do not to want to cause trouble or stidispentionBut just because
you fellowship in an institutiondchurcH', does not give you an excuse to violate
Scripture right along with themHiding behind the walls of an institutional
"church" does not give you cover for disobeying Jesus Christloes it release
you from any of your obligations as a Christian in the Church [5.3.2.2].

2.3.2.1 Missionaries to the "churches"

While some tend to be "separatists" who just want to walk away from their
institutional "church" and have nothing more to dahwihem, the majority
usually tend to be "reformers" who feel obligated to try to stay and change things.
They love their friends too much to simply walk away and let them continue to be
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deceived by a false institutional environment. Thus, they want yoastd be a
kind of "missionary” to their institutional "church" in hopes of showing other
Christians the truth about what the ChurchViile this may be a noble cause,
there are usually only two consequences to this actieither the "church" will

be ompletely dissolved as an institutional division or you will ultimately be
forced to leave. Andnfortunately, the latter is normally the case!

Those of you who try to reform an institutional "church” are usually seen as a
threat to the institutional leade power structure and accused of spreading false
doctrine, or more ironically, causing division within their institutional division
[2.2.3.2]. When confronted with the options of ceasing to exist as an unbiblical
division or getting rid of the troublemek you might have guessed that most
institutional "churches" would rathesk you to leave, force you to leave, or make
you want to leaveYou would think that the leaders would owe it to you to at
least try to "work with you" on this issue, but thatlimast never the case. Do not
be surprised that after all of your years of dedicated service to the "church”, the
leaders will be quite happy to see you leave. This may be hard for you to accept
now as you are reading this, but you will probably not beeadisd all! This is a
common theme in the testimony of many who have discovered the Church, only
to be forced out of their institutional "churcté.2]. Institutional "churches" are
rarely abolished as there are tremendous politics and positions of postekeat
which created their division in the first place. Some institutional "churches" have
existed as unbiblical divisions for hundreds of years, so it is highly unlikely that
they will have any interest to suddenly start obeying the Word of God now and
give up their division.

If you endeavor to take on this "missionary" role, you should be warned that
the truths of the Church are spiritually discerned and not easily understood by
most institutional "church” members, especially if they are not Christitiis.
virtually impossible to recruit people or make them see the truth of the Church
unless God has prepared their hearts spiritualixplaining the truth about the
Church may confirm or awaken what is already in someone's heart, but otherwise
no amount bScriptural proof will seem to have any affect. You may be surprised
to find that many of the model "church" goers that you think would eagerly
accept the truth about the Church, reject it entirely. You must realize that most of
them have invested theim#re lives in the unbiblical institutional "church"
system and are quite good at it, which is why they are model "church goers". But
being good at playing "church" has no bearing whatsoever of a person's
spirituality in the Church. Just because someorge ¢gemmitted member of an
institution does not mean that they are necessarily committed to the truth. In fact,
it will often cause some to become even more defensive and resistant to the truth.
Thus, you are advised to be careful with whom you share thetbs. It is not
necessarily wise to go around and dump these truth on just anyone, for Jesus
himself withheld the truth at times from those who could not bear it (John 16:12)
and even told others to withhold the truth (Matt. 8:4, 9:30, 12:16, 16:20, 17:9
Mark 1:44, 3:12, 5:43, 7:36, 8:30, 9:9, Luke 4:41, 8:56, 9:21). Some may try to
use this book to recruit people out of institutional "churches", but unless the seed
of truth already exists in someone, you probably won't be able to convince them

68



Unity

otherwise[2.3.2.1]. Simply let the Lord lead you when and where to share these
truths!

2.3.2.2 Institutional Elimination

If you are truly committed to being a "missionary” to an institutional
"church”, you mustultimately be committed to its eventual demise as an
unbiblical institutioni otherwise you wuld be compromising the truth of
Scripturd For an institutional "church" to be truly reformed, is for it to
completely cease to exist. The goal is not to improve the interior of a particular
tower, the goal is tolieninate the towers and meet in the common courtyard on
the open grounds of the Church [2.2.3]. The problem is not that there are some
unbiblical practices that need reforming in the institutional "churches”; the
problem is that institutional "churches'eathemselves unbiblical! It is nogally
a matter of making adjustments to thgiactices for what they ards wrong! If
you keep trying to apply the principles of the Church in an institutional "church”
you will probably just end up beating your heaghiast the wall [7.1]. Many
Biblical truths will never be able to function in an institutional environment for it
is like mixing oil and water.

To exist as an institution is to exist as division in the Body of Christ, which is
completely unscriptural andnacceptable in the Church. If you are truly a
successful "missionary"”, then the Christians attending the "church" will renounce
their institutional identity, eliminate their proprietary name, unincorporate, revoke
their institutional memberships, etc. atidis the unbiblical organization itself
will cease to exist as an institutional division. The Christians, of course, would
then simply need to identify themselves with the Church and begin
fellowshipping with one another in a Scriptural maniNg.relatiorships among
the Christians need to cease; only the institution itself should chatact, thér
relationships would then be greatly enhanced as they begin to experience spiritua
fellowship with one another in a Scriptural manner. There would no Idregany
unbiblical institutional barriers, false leadership structures, or other unbiblical
practices to hinder the Life of the Church as God has intended.

2.3.3 Leaving Institutional "churches"

People leave institutional "churches" all of the time forsalits of reasons:
personality conflicts, doctrinal disagreements, moving to a new area, finding a
better "church”, or even getting kicked out. When one institutional "church"
doesn't work out for some reason, most Christians just find another institutional
"church” to join. In these cases, someone may have left an institutional "church”,
but still the mindset of the institutional “"church" has not necessarily left them.
They are not leaving an institution because they recognize the Cltheghare
simply leaving one institution to join another institutiolhey are merely leaving
one division for another division. They are leaving one "church" for another
"church”, because they still do not recognize the Church. Such people still think
the Church is an ingtition; they just are looking to find a different one. Some
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people get so emotionally wounded or "burned" by an institution that they quit
going to a "church" altogether [3.2.3.1]. Here again, they may have left an
institutional "church", but they still v@ not embraced the Church. Should one of
these ever decide teeek fellowship againthey would simply find another
institutional "church” to attend because the institutional "chunsghtality has

not left them. You can take the man out of the institytimut it is difficult to take

the institution out of the man. Lot's wife left Sodom, theenticement of Sodom

did not leave her (Gen. 19:26).

Obviously, there is no Scriptural example of a Christian leaving one "church"
and joining a different “"church"because there weren't any institutional
"churches"! A Christian back then could not leave the Presbyterian sect and join
the Methodist sect because they did not exist. There was only one Church, and it
wasn't a building, meeting, or organization that @is@ian could physically leave
anyway. The early Christians did not go to "church" and thus they could never
leave a "church" [3.3.2.3]. Thus, when "leaving" is spoken of here, the emphasis
is on leaving the institutional mentality, whiamay or may notresult in
physically leaving a particular institutional "church”. Leaving an institutional
"church” does not mean you can leave Christian fellowship [3.2.3.1]. The
emphasis simply shifts from fellowshipping with an institution, to fellowshipping
with Christians, regardless of any institutional affiliation. Institutional affiliation
simply becomes irrelevant [2.3.1.1]!

2.3.3.1 A New Direction

After some point in time, many Christians eventually decide to step out of the
limitations of their unbiblical institibnal environments to begin functioning as
the Church as God intended. If no Christians ever left the confines of their
institutional "churches", then a practical unity in the Church could never be
realized [2.2.3]. It is not that it is necessarily wrongyou to continue to attend
an institutional "church®, but then again, there isn't much that is necessarily right
about it either. Once you no longer want to identify yourself with an institutional
division, you may soon lose the desire to fellowship wither Christians on the
grounds of division. Not because you are reacting to a particular practice within
the division,but because you no longer want to be a party to the division itiself
makes little sense to be constrained to fellowship with Canistin a divisive
institutional environment, if you can just as easily fellowship with other
Christians in a Scriptural manner. At some point in time, it ofteaomes
counterproductive to keep trying to put new wine into an old wineskin (Matt.
9:1617, Mak 2:21-22, Luke 5:3638). How wearisome it is to continue to put up
with unbiblical fellowship [3.2], unbiblical meetings [4.2], unbiblical authority
[5.2], unbiblical leadership [6.2], and unbiblical practices [7.2] that only go to
hinder true spirituafellowship in the Church’Why do you seek the living
among the dead?"(Luke 24:5).

Somehave toleave an institutional "church" because they are forced out or
are no longer welcome [2.3.2.Hut many leave once they simply no longer have
a reason to stayyou may be surprised at how many genuine Christians who truly
love the Lord have simply stopped attending institutional "churches" because they
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are looking for something better. As you begin to base your fellowship with other
Christians on your commongliin Christ, you may soon find that you no longer
need an institutional framework to prop up your relationships. You may reach a
point when you don't want to waste your time constandgcting to the
unbiblical policies of the institutional "church” asuah as you want to spend
your time focusing on Jesus in spiritual fellowship with the Church.

2.3.3.2 Counting the Cost

But before anyone stops attending their institutional “"church”, they should
first ask themselvesAte you sure you are ready to le&/&ome people malye
intellectually ready to leave the institutional "church" system, but spiritually they
are not yet ready to accept the consequences. Many have left their institutional
"churches” only to later return to Egypt because they failed tot ¢barcost of
what it means to fellowship as the Church [3.3.1.3]. There is a personal cost to
spiritual fellowship as you sacrifice your own independence, anonymity,
superficiality, and compartmentalization ioktitutional religion[3.1.2.1]. If you
physcally leave an institutional "church", many of your current relationships will
probablynot be maintained beyond a casual acquaintanceship because the glue o
institutional commonality will no longer be there to hold them together. You may
come to discovethat much of your fellowship was not actually based on unity in
Christ, but only on unity within an institutional "church" [2.2.3.2]. Thus when
your attendance ends, your relationships with them also end, for many will not be
willing to maintain fellowskp with you outside of their institutional structure.

The unfortunate reality is that some who grasp the truths concerning the
Church are simply not prepared to pay the cost of implementing them in their
lives. They are not ready to part with a comfortaiblgtitutional environment,
lose social status, experience rejection, or even sidfigiious persecution just
for the sake of the truth alone [3.3.1.2]. Some would never consider leaving the
confines of their nice institutional environmantless they kew how they could
benefit from it personallyTheir comfort level is more important than the truth.
They would sing, "If none go with me, then | won't follow." But this kind of
thinking has no place in the kingdom of God. Are you truly committed to
following Jesus? No matter what the cost? Ultimately there is a huge cost to those
who are willing to be the Church, instead of just playing "church". Going to
"church” once a week and sitting passively in a pew doesn't ask much of you. Itis
much easier to coastrough life under the false safety net of Churchianity, rather
than live the total commitment required of a true Christian. Christians persecuted
in other countries continue fellowship in the underground Church at the risk of
their very lives. They hae to fellowship this way, for they have no other options.
But surprise, there is really no other option for you either if you have truly
decided to follow Jesus! Of course, if other Christians choose to obey the
Scriptures with you, your experience witt Imuch better, but your ability to obey
should not hinge upon what other people do. You may have to plow the fallow
ground long and hard in order to establish fellowship with others on the grounds
of the Church, but the fellowship of the Church is worghting for!
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2.4 Challenge Questions

9 Which "church" do you go to? How is it that two people in the same town can
each both "go to church" and yet they don't both end up in the same place?

9 Does your "church" have an institutional name? Why didn't any of the
Christians in the Bible form separate organizations and assign themselves
unique names?

1 Why does your "church" meet separately from other "churches" in your town
that have virtually the same theology and practices? What prevents them
from meeting togetheas one organization?

1 Is any Christian free to use the name of your ministry? Does the name of your
ministry represent all Christians?

9 Does your "church" treat Christians who are not members differently from
those who are? Do nanembers have all of the sarprivileges or are they
treated as secoralass Christians?

1 Is your "church" willing to let any other Christian in town have unrestrained
use oftheir building and facilities for free? Are they not also Christians?

72



3. Fellowship
3.1 Scriptural Truths

After describing in the previous chapters exactly what the Church is, it would
now be appropriate to begin discussing exactly what the Church does.
Unfortunately, many keep making the same mistakieyofg to mimic a pattern
of what the Churchdid without really knowing what the Churét Such efforts
always prove to be futile as the correct house cannot be built (1Pet. 2:5) unless i
is built on the correct foundation (1Cor. 3:18). You cannot devhat the Church
does without first being what the Church Boes sitting anonymously through a
"church" service for an hour each week constitute Biblical fellowship? Is sitting
in rows and staring at the backs of other peoples' heads the way the fa@igt of
relates to each other? No, Biblical fellowship can only be experienced in a
Biblical environment. Without the correct type of fellowship, the Church will not
have the correct type of meetings [4.1], authority [5.1], leadership [6.1], or
practices [7.l Some may actually have a vague idea about what the Church is,
but even that does not mean they will be able to do what the Church does. That is
because fellowship in the Church involves more than kaswing what the
Church is, it is a matter oéxperencing what the Church is. You cannot
experience the fellowship of the Church apart from the Life of the Church [1.1.3].
This is so vitally important. It would be a grave mistake to skip ahead and try to
apply the following chapters without first experigmg the spiritual fellowship
that makes all these things possible.

3.1.1 Fellowship of the Spirit

The term “fellowship" in Scripture is translated from the Greek word
"k 0 i n W#2B42 which conveys the ideas of sharing, intimacy, communion,
partnership, ath community. But what is the basis for our fellowship in the
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Church? A brief study of the wordk "o i n Win Bcaipture will quickly answer
this question. Here are a few examples:

9 “fellowship of His son, Jesus Christ our Lord" (1Cor. 1:9)
1 "fellowship of the blood of Christ" (1Cor. 10:16)

1 “fellowship of light* (2Cor. 6:14)

9 "fellowship of the Holy Spirit* (2Cor. 13:14)

1 “fellowship in the gospel” (Phil. 1:5)

1 "fellowship of His sufferings" (Phil. 3:10)

1 “fellowship of faith” (Phm. 1:6)

Notice that the fellowshipof the Church is clearly spiritual in nature. The
same things that provide the basis for our spiritual unity are the same things that
provide the basis of our spiritual fellowshipone Body, one Spirit, one Hope,
one Lord, one Faith, one Baptism, and dded (Eph. 4:45). Thesethings
provide the basis of our fellowship in the Churdh. order to have'the
fellowship of the Spirit" (2Cor. 13:14), one must first have the Spitgut if
anyone does not have the Spirit of Christ, he does not belong to Chrlst
(Rom. 8:9). Without the Holy Spirit, a person can have no place in the Church.
Those who do not possess the Life of the Spirit only bring death to the assembly
of saints.Even if you may have once been born agginy must continue to be
filled with theSpirit (Acts 4:8,31, 9:17, 13:9,52, Eph. 5:18he presence of the
Spirit should not be a sporadic activity that only occurs during a heightened
emotional time during a "worship service"; fellowship in the Spirit is to be a
continuous experience. Chratis are not allowed to disconnect and reconnect to
the Spirit whenever it suits them, Christians must continue to walk in the Spirit at
all times."If we live in the Spirit, let us also walk in the Spirit." (Gal. 5:25).

The Church is apiritual organism not a physical organization [1.1.3]. A
spiritual organism has fellowship in the Spirit, but a physical organizaterely
has fellowship in the flestiFor those of the flesh set their mind on things of
the flesh, but those of the Spirit, the things of ta Spirit." (Rom. 8:5). Worldly
organizations and social clubs fellowship in the fl&stthey are held together by
compatible personality types, liturgical tastes, common interests, similar opinions,
or cultural traits [3.2.1]. The Churchpwever,is notbased on fellowship in the
flesh, but on fellowship in the SpiritWe have not received the spirit of the
world, but the Spirit who is from God." (1Cor. 2:12). Fellowship in the Church
is not natural; it issupernatural The world will never understanthe type of
intimate fellowship that is only made possible by the Spirit of God. Christians
may have incompatible personalities, different tastes, divergent interests,
dissimilar opinions, and cultural differences in the flesh [2.1.2.1], yet they still
canhave fellowship in the same SpiriSo from now on, we recognize no one
according to the flesh." (2Cor. 5:16). That is because our fellowship is not
dependent on our personalities; our fellowship is centered around Jesus Christ.
"And our fellowship is wit h the Father and His Son, Jesus Christ.(1Jn. 1:3).
Jesus Christ must always be tentralfellow" in our fellowship!
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3.1.1.1 Priesthood of Believers

As previously discussed, people become members of the Church when they
are born again of the Spifit.1.1.1] "But the one who is joined to the Lord is
one in Spirit." (1Cor. 6:17). Thiglirect acces$o the Holy Spirit under the New
Covenant represents a radical departure from the system of the Old Covenan
wherepriests were instituted to serve iatermediariesbetween God anchan
Under the New Covenant, there are no longer any such intermetiatethere
is one God and one mediator between God and men, the man Christ Jesus."
(1Tim. 2:5). There are no longer any "middle men" as it is the respotysiili
each Christian to know the Lord personally and to serve Him directly through the
power of the Holy Spirit."And no one will ever teach his neighbor or his
brother saying, 'Know the Lord," because everyone will know Me from the
least to the greatest bthem." (Heb. 8:11). Theravill be no grandchildren in
Heaven, only childreohn 1:1213). "I will be their God and they will be My
people.” (Jer. 24:7, 32:38, Ezek. 11:20, 37:23, Heb. 8:10). Under the New
Covenant, every Christian serves as a priefstreesod!"And You made them
to be a kingdom and priests to our God and they will reign on the earth."
(Rev. 5:10; cf. Rev. 1:6, 20:6)But you are an elite class, a royal priesthood,
a holy nation, a people for God's possession(lPet. 2:9; cf. 1Pet. ).

Old Covenant New Covenant
AElite groupwerepriests before God AEveryoness a priest before God
ASomeleaders were filled witthe Spirit AEveryone is filled with Holy Spirit
AExceptionapeoplehadspiritualgifts ~ AEveryone exercises spiritual gifts
AA few prophets walkedwith theLord  AEveryone knows the Lord persona

Actually, the reason that the LogavepeopleHis Spirit was similar in both
the Old Testamenand New Testameifitto empower individuals to ddis work
The same Spirit once given torijs, Prophets, and Priests is now given to you so
that you will be empowered to do the will of God. The Spirit is not given just so
that people can feel good and have a "bless me" party. Every Christiais a
priest, and thus every Christian is expedtechinister as a priest [3.1.3]Lord,
when did we see you hungry, or thirsty, or a stranger, or naked, or sick, or in
prison and did not help you?' He will answer them saying, Truly | tell you,
whatever you did not do for the least of these, neither id you do to Me."
(Matt. 25:4445). There are no go betweens" in the Church to hide behind or
blame"for each one should carry his own load"(Gal. 6:5).Jesus' yoke is light,
but there is still a yoke (Matt. 11:28D). Many Christians are intellectuallyvare
of the verses that state we are all priests, but very few actually live their lives that
way. Will you?

There is nofust one "priest" position that can minister per group [3.2.2.3],
for everyone in the Church is a prieAtpriest does not need anettpriest to go
before the Lord for himsélfThere are no miAmediators to serve between you
andour Mediator, Jesus ChrisEveryonemust know God personallifrom the
least to the greatest"(Heb. 8:11), not just a 10 percent committed nucleus of
core menbers.Everyonecan hear directly from the LordAnd as for you, the
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anointing that you received from Him remains in you, and you have no need

for anyone to teach you."(1Jn. 2:27; cf. John 6:45, Rom. 15:14, Heb. 5:12).
Everyoneis able to do the works afesus:'Truly, truly | tell you, those who
believe in Me will do the works that | do and they will do greater than these
because | am going to the Father.'(John 14:12). Could you imagine what it
would be like if an akstar cast of "pastors" in your towrere assembled into a
"dream team" and told to function together as one Church? Okay, now let us
improve on this hypothetical and imagine teaeryChristian were walking in the
miraculous power and anointing of Jesus Christ. Welcome to the Church!

3.1.12 Spiritual Gifts

Spiritual fellowship is further enhanced &smch Christian sharg their
spiritual gifts with one anothetNow there are different kinds of gifts, but the
same Spirit. There are different kinds of servics, but the same Lord. There
are different kinds of operations, but the same God works all things in
everyone. But to each one is given the manifestation of the Spirit for the
common good."(1Cor. 12:47). Christiars express spiritudlgifts" (Rom. 12:6,
1Cor. 12:4)that "function” (Rom. 2:4) with "manifestations" (1Cor. 12:7)
that"operate” (1Cor. 12:6) asservices" (1Cor. 12:5) in the Churcilthough
thereis not any particular official word to encompass all these meanings in
Scripture, the term "spiritual gifts" will generally be udeere for consistency
purposesThesespiritual gifts are given by the Lord (1Cor. 12:18,28, Eph. 4:11)
for the expressed purpose"efjuipping the saints for the work of ministry to
build up the Body of Christ" (Eph. 4:12). There are four major lists gfrgual
gifts presented in Scripture. Notice that all of the listerlap each other, yet
none of them are exactly the same:

Rom. 12:68|1Cor. 12:810(1Cor. 12:2830| Eph. 4:11
apostles apostles
prophesying| prophecy prophets prophets
knowledge
exhorting
teaching teachers teachers
wisdom
miracles miracles
faith
giving
evangelist
healing healing
serving helgfulness
leadership administration | pastors
discernment
mercy
tongues tongues
interpretation | interpretation
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Remember all four lists of spiritual gifts wengitten by the same guy who
was attempting to describe the incredible diversity of spiritual gifts, services,
operations, manifestations, and functions that were emerging in the Church. Paul
was notlegislating which set of gifts were allowablee wasmerelydescribing
some of the gifts that were availaliMotice thatPaul made no effort to make the
lists the same each tiniethey do not contain all the same items,ytid® not
contain the same nurab of items, and they do not use the exact same terms to
describe the samétems Sometimes these gifts are referenced by nouns
describing the role of a person (prophet, evangelist, teacher) or function
(prophecy, evangelism, teaching), and other timeg #ne referenced by verbs
describing the act (prophesy, evangelize, teach) or action (prophesying,
evangelizing, teaching). Thus, through the gift pgbphecya prophet may
prophesya prophetic word. Likewise you could say that through the gift of
teaching a teachermay teacha teaching All these forms are used throughout
these lists, and all these forms are even used within the same list!

Unfortunately, there are several common misconceptions today concerning
spiritual gifts. Firstthereis not a finitenumber of spiritual giftslescribing what
Christians can or should be doing. This should be obvious as none of the lists
contain all the items and each list contains at least one item that is not mentionec
in any of the other lists. Isn't it strange tRaul could not keep the number and
names of spiritual gifts straight, as they were different each time he listed them?
There are also other items that were not directly mentioned on these lists such a:
preacher (1Tim. 2:7, 2Tim. 1:11), deacon (Phil. 1Tl 3:8,10,1213), and
leader (Acts 15:22, Heb. 13:7,17,24). If each of these lists were meant to be
exhaustive then the Romans would be arguing with the Corinthians and Ephesians
about how many spiritual gifts there were and what they were! Settwrd,is
no limit on the number of spiritual gifes person may have. Paul is referred to as
an apostle (Rom. 1:1, 1Cor. 1:1, 2Cor. 1:1, Gal. 1:1, Eph. 1:1, Col. 1:1, 1Tim.
1:1), preacher, teacher (1Tim. 2:7, 2Tim. 1:11), prophet (Acts 13:1), deacon
(2Cor. 3:6,Eph. 3:7) and gifted as a healer (Acts 110 28:89), evangelist
(Rom. 15:20), miracle worker (Acts 2853 2Cor. 12:12), and speaker of tongues
(1Cor. 14:18). Other individuals in Scripture are also cited as having multiple
spiritual gifts such as Rat John, Philip, Barnabas, Silas, and Timothy. Thicd,
spiritual gift places one person above anothekll spiritual gifts are
interdependent (1Cor. 12: 1), indispensable (1Cor. 12:22), arjually
honored (1Cor. 12:235). Just because one is giftesl an evangelist or prophet
does not place him above a teacher, overseer, or any other Christian for tha
matter (1Cor. 3:5). Spiritual gifts should never be confused with institutional
offices or positions [6.2.3] that carry official ranks or titles [B.2]. Each one
should simply serve others as they are directed by the LBeth one has
received a gift to serve one another as good stewards of the mificeted
grace of God." (1Pet. 4:10). Notice it says thaach one has', not "only one
has", for @ery Christian is a priest [3.1.1.1]. (The existence and abuse of
supernatural gifts are beyond the scope of this discussion.)
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3.1.2 Family of God

Those who are truly connected to Jesus will also be connected to one another.
The same Spirit that connects to the Head is the same Spirit that connects the
Body together’What we have seen and heard, we also proclaim to you that
you also may have fellowship with us and our fellowship is with the Father
and His Son, Jesus Christ.'(1Jn. 1:3). Judike the spkes of a wheel, we are all
connected to Jeswend to each other by the same Spirit. Those who claim to
fellowship with Jesus Chrisbut walk in darkness" (1Jn. 1:6) will not be able
to experience spiritual fellowship with oraother. Perhaps they coultave
fellowship in the flesh, yes, but not fellowship in the Spitits only because we
share in the Spirit that we can truly have spiritual fellowship with one another.
"But if we walk in the light as He is in the light, we have fellowship with one
ancther." (1Jn. 1:7)Merely having membership in an institutional "church" will
not enable anyone to have fellowship in the Church [1.1.1t.1§. only as we
have genuine fellowshipwith the Father and His Son, Jesus Christ" (1Jn.
1:3)that we can truljhave fellowship with one another

The Church is more than the sum of its individual parts [1.1.3]. The Church is
more than just a collection of independent Christians, for we are connected
together as dbody knit together" (Col. 2:19),"members of one anotter"
(Rom. 12:5, Eph. 4:25)contending as one man"(Phil. 1:27),"submitting to
one another” (Eph. 5:21). The Church does not function through impersonal
"attendance" to meetings, the Church functions through spiritual relationships
with one another. S@iure uses the concept of a spiritli@mily" (Gal. 6:10,

Eph. 2:19, 1Tim. 3:15, 1Pet. 2:5) to underscore our inhe@nmitment to our
brothers and sisters in Christour relationships with other Christians should be
every bit as intimatenformal, committed, and caring as any biological relative.
Indeed, your birth in this spiritual family even takes precedence over your
physical family(Matt. 10:3537, 12:4650, Luke 14:26)"There is no one who

has left a house, brothers, sisters, mother, father, gtiren, or fields for My

sake or the gospel's sake, but will receive a hundred times as much now at
this time houses, brothers, sisters, mothers, children, and fields with
persecutions, and in the coming age, eternal life(Mark 10:2930). Just as a
child does not get to decide who his brothers and sisters are in his physical
family, Christians do not get to pick and choose who they can fellowship with in
their spiritual family. It does not matter if you like them or not, you are
automatically connecteddether with them in the Spirit as one family [1.3.3].

Scripture also uses the concept of ‘tBedy of Christ" (1Cor. 12:1227) as
all the individual members function together as one Body [1.1F2bm Him
the whole Body is fitted and held together by ever supporting joint
according to the work in proportion to each part causing the Body's growth
by building itself up in love." (Eph. 4:16).Each member of the Body does not
act independently, but waskogether in harmony, coordinated by the directions
of the Head:'And the eye cannot say to the hand, 'l have no need of you' or
again the head to the feet, 'l have no need of you'(1Cor. 12:21). The mindset
of a "lone ranger" Christian is completely incompatible with Scripture [3.2.3.1].
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Notice the kind ofcommitted relationships that the early Christians had:
"And all the believers were together and held everything in common; and
they sold their property and possessions and distributed them to everyone
accordingly to those who had need. Everyday they contied to meet in the
temple with one accord. They broke bread from house to house and shared
their meals in gladness and simplicity of heart."(Acts 2:4446). It is not
recorded that the Christians were commanded to st communityn this
way, for thatwas not necessariy this was just the natural (or should we say
supernatural) result of fellowship in the Spirit. And this is Haenetype of
communalife that can arise from fellowship in the Spirit today. This was not just
a onetime occurrence thatan never be repeated agathis is what is still
happening nowd.2]! This type of lifestyle is not an unreachable ideal, theoretical
pipe dream, or unrealistic godtis is the norm that should still be expectédis
isn't the "icing on the cake"; this the cake! This is the fruit that should
automatically result unless hindered by men's works of the ffeGhristians are
not sharing their lives together, then you can expect that something is
fundamentally wrong3.2].

3.1.2.1 Committed Relationshis

Fellowship in the Spirit is not an optional exercise that only occurs whenever
it is mutually beneficial or convenient to the parties involved. As we walk in the
Spirit, thisnecessarilyconnects us to one another for we are éastmbers of
one anothet' (Rom. 12:5, Eph. 4:25). Christians are to be actively involved in
one anot Waly" §Acts 2:46Vv5el3, 6:1, Heb. 3:13). Fellowship is not a
onceaweek meeting that only lasts for one hour, but is to beortinuous
expression of the Spirit thugh daily relationships with one another.
Commitment to Christ goes haimthand with commitment to His Church, for
the Head is not separate from the Body. Christians can do many spiritual things
individually in the context of their personal relationshighwthe Lord (prayer,
worship, evangelism, etc.), but some things can only be done corporately in
fellowship with other Christians through relationships with one another. For
example, Christians are commanded to:

1 "be devoted to" (Rom. 12:10)

9 "honor" (Rom.12:10, Phil. 2:3)

1 "be like minded toward" (Rom. 12:16, 15:5)
1 "edify" (Rom. 14:19, 1Th. 5:11)

1 "accept" (Rom. 15:7)

9 "admonish" (Rom. 15:14, Col. 3:16)

9 "greet" (Rom. 16:16, 1Cor. 16:20, 2Cor. 13:12, 1Pet. 5:14)
T "wait for* (1Cor. 11:33)

1 “care for" (1Cor. 12:2%

9 "serve" (Gal. 5:13, 1Pet. 4:10)

9 "carry burdens of* (Gal. 6:2)

1 "bear with" (Eph. 4:2, Col 3:13)
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1 “forgive” (Eph. 4:32, Col. 3:13)

1 "be kind to" (Eph. 4:32, 1Th. 5:15)
1 "sing to" (Eph. 5:19, Col. 3:16)

9 "submit to" (Eph. 5:21, 1Pet. 5:5)
1 "teach” (Col. 3:16)

9 "encourage” (1Th. 4:18, 5:11, Heb. 3:13, 10:25)
9 "spur on" (Heb. 10:24)

1 "confess faults to" (Jas. 5:16)

9 "pray for" (Jas. 5:16)

1 "be hospitable to" (1Pet. 4.9)

9 "fellowship with" (1Jn. 1:7)

"...one another". Obviously, "one another" requires at least anothet ¥oe
cannot experience these things in isolation from other Christians. These things are
not optional advice; they are titemmand®f Jesus ChrisiThere are also things

we are commandeibt to do to"one another” (Rom. 14:13, Gal. 5:15,26, Col.
3:9, Jas 4:11, 5:9).Obedience to these commands does not depend at all on
whether you feel like it or noFailure to obey these commandssiis, plain and
simple."Therefore to the one who knows good to do and does not do it, to
him it is sin." (Jas. 4:17).These commands are not meant to be followed
begrudgingly, but should be the natural result of an attitude of mutuality,
togetherness, and unity in the Spirit. Many Christians will carelessly skim over
these Scripturesvithout ever really grasping theiesporsibilities towards one
another in Christ. Go back and rethé list again slowly!Does any of this sound

like a loose connection of independent Christians who function together only
when it is mutually beneficial? What ever happened tessalfifice, giving till it

hurts, extravagant love, and depth of commitment?

Because obur commitment to one another, Christians are also commanded
to deal very sternly with anyone whoalls himself a brother" but is sexually
immoral, greedy, impure, idolater, drunkassiindler (1Cor. 5:911, Eph. 5:57),
idle (2Th. 3:6), divisive (Tit. 3:10), bitter (Heb. 12:15), godless (Heb. 12:16), etc.
Although this kind of "tough love" can be quite difficult at times, obedience to
these commands is still not optional (Matt. 18114. "See that no one falls
short of the grace of God; that no bitter root grows up causing trouble and
thereby many be defiled." (Heb. 12:15). The Church is not a "hands off"
impersonal gathering of acquaintances who learn to tolerate each other's sin
[1.1.3.1]. "This problem doesn't concern me", "l don't like confrontation”, and
"That's not my ministry" are not valid excus@he responsibility of rebuking
someone caught in a sin cannot be shirked and passed off to any kind of leader,
but is directly giva as the responsibility afveryChristian. Notice that Matthew
18:1517 doexotread like this: "If your brother sins against you, go and tell the
pastor. But if he will not listen to him, have him bring along one or two elders. If
he refuses to listem tthem, have the pastor denounce him before the church." No,
the responsibility of rebuking and correcting in love begins directly witlorzeny
who sees a brother or sister in error [1.1.3:Btothers, see that none of you
has an evil unbelieving heart dparting from the living God." (Heb. 3:12).
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As you can see, Christians asecountableto one another in virtually
everyway.What a stark contrast to the institutional "church" system where there
is no real accountability as the members attend meetinggranasly [4.2.2] and
their leaders do not have to answer to theirgregation§6.2.2.3] or even to each
other [2.3.1].In the Church, however, each person is directly accountable to
God..who haghencommanded us to hold each other accountable to 'HAimm |
my brother's keeper?" (Gen. 4:9). YesBut this accountability only goes in one
direction We hold each other accountable atdyGod not to ourselveor to an
organization Your brother is not accountable to you, you hold your brother
accountable t&od. You are not accountable to your brother, your brother holds
you accountable to God. It is clear in Scripture that there isspexial
accountability to Christian leadetseyond what is incumbent upon all Christians
[5.1.3]. This does not mean we dbhave to submit to othgrbut only thatve do
not ultimately answer tahem [6.1.3]. On judgment day, only God will be sitting
on the throne and each man will have to give an account to Him alone (Heb. 9:27,
Rev. 20:1113).

3.1.2.2 Environment of Love

What then should be the predominant emphasis of Christian fellowship?

Ultimately, all of the "one another" commands listed above could be summed up
in the single command tove one another" (John 13:34, 15:12, Rom. 12:10,
13:8, 1Th. 4.9, 1Pet. 1:22, 4:8J)n. 3:11,14,23, 4.7,112, 2Jn. 1:5)"A new
command | give you, that you love one another. As | have loved you, so you
also must love one another.'{John 13:34). Love is ultimately the fulfillment of
the entire Law (Matt. 22:380, Mark 12:381, Rom. 13-10, Gal. 5:14, Jas.
2:8). Love is not just performing a set of specifisedsbut a way of life:"Let
everything about you be done in love"(1Cor. 16:14),"Pursue love" (1Cor.
14:1), "Live a life of love" (Eph. 5:2). This kind of love is not humanistic,
fleshly, or sentimental, but is deeply committed, sincere, and true. We must love
each other in the Spirit (Col. 1:8), not in the fledhave is patient, love is kind.
Love is not jealous, not boastful, not proud, not rude, not seBeeking, not
short-tempered, not thinking evil. Love does not rejoice over wrong, but
rejoices with the truth. Love covers all things, trusts all things, hopes all
things, endures all things. Love never fails."(1Cor. 13:48). Who wouldn't
want to fellowship in an environmeliite that? Welcome to the Church!

Is the Christian life merely about "church" servicemygrams,and tithing?
People camrgue about the merit diese activities;but the greatest of these is
love" (1Cor. 13:13). The Pharisees were extremely focuseall dheir religious
dutiestoo, but they did not have love (Luke 11:42\Whoever does not love,
does not know God, because God is love(1Jn. 4:8). All of the validity of
speaking in tongues, prophecy, knowledge, faith, generosity, and martyrdom is
useless without the foundational environment of love (1Cor. 43:Col. 3:14).

The love for the'brotherhood of believers" (1Pet. 2:17) is a fundamental sign

of a genuine Christian (1Jn. 3:14). If this love for the brothers and sisters is
missing, thersomethig is fundamentally wrongAnyone who says he is in the

light but hates his brother is still in the darkness.” (1Jn. 2:9). So many
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organizations keep trying to play "church” without this fundamental commitment
to each other'Dear children, let us not love in word or tongue, but with
actions and truth." (1Jn. 3:18). Fellowship is more about sharing together in His
sufferings (Phil. 3:10) than simply gaining head knowledgeuld you rather be
known as someone who had a great theological intellect, or senweéloo had
great love?The world is to know that we are Christians by our love, not by our
bumper stickers, newspaper adad signs on “church” buildings."By this all

men will know that you are My disciples, if you have love for one another.”
(John 13:3%

3.1.3 Outreach

Just like natural life, one of the primary characteristics of spiritual Life is that
it reproduces. Any valid spiritual fellowship will inherently want to reach out to
other fellows. The Church is commanded to reach the world with theelos
Jesus Christ (Matt. 24:14, John 438, 2Cor. 5:180, 2Tim. 4:2,5). Therefore
go make disciples of all nations, baptizing them in the name of the Father,
the Son, and the Holy Spirit.” (Matt. 28:19). Christians are not to isolate
themselves inta utopian community hidden away from therld, for we are the
"salt of the earth", the"light of the world" , a"city on a hill" (Matt. 5:1314),
"shining like stars in the universe” in the midst of a crooked and perverse
generation(Phil. 2:15). The Churb must go into the world because the world
can't come into the Church [1.1.3.1]. Scripture documents that this can be
accomplished in a variety of ways: witnessing to othersoorene (John 4:@6,

Acts 8:2640), openrair preaching (Luke 4:43, Acts 2:14)erforming miracles
(Matt. 9:28, Acts 3:110), etc."Only that in every way, whether in pretense

or in truth, Christ is proclaimed.” (Phil. 1:18). If reaching out to others is not a
normal result of your fellowship, then perhaps you are not havingghekind

of fellowship."Therefore knowing the fear of the Lord, we persuade men."
(2Cor. 5:11). If your "church" is not actively sharing the gospel, then there is
indeed something wrong with that "churcihy group that does not share the
Life, probablydid not have the Life to begin withey can't share what they
don't have! Experience has shown that groups who becoméomedied or
inward-centered soon decline spiritually, resulting in politics, backbiting, and
empty rituals. Their meetings eventyallegenerate in to nothing more than
"bless me" parties with limited anointing since they are not walking on the front
lines of God's will.

Certainly, not everybody will be spiritually gifted as an evangelist, but
everybody is still required ttdo the work of an evangelist" (2Tim. 4:5). Jesus
said, "Follow after Me and | will make you become fishers of men."(Mark
1:17). Evangelism is not meant to be a sporadic activity where every once in a
while you get under enough guilt that you go out and perform geangelistic
"duty" thereby easng your conscience so that you can feel spiritual again.
Evangelism is lifestylé a natural result of spiritual Life, that is, if you are really
connected to the Life. Evangelism does not have to be a "hit and run" qr "lum
and dump” activity, but is grivilege of sharing of our spiritual lives:So
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longing for you, we were pleased to impart to you not only the gospel of God,

but also our lives because you became dear to ug1Th. 2:8). If reaching out

to others in someakhion is not a normal part of your Christian lifaen
something is fundamentally wrong great deal more on this topic has already
been covered by many other books, so only a few relevant points have been
highlighted here.

Evangelism is just part of ¢hresponsibility that comes with the great
privilege of serving as a priest. If you are a priest, then who are you a priest to?
"He has committed to us the message of reconciliation. Therefore, we are
ambassadors on behalf of Christ, as if God were appea{ through us."

(2Cor. 5:1920). This is not a "herd mentality" where as longasieone elsis
evangelizing then your personal responsibility is satisfied. No, this is part of the
responsibility that is given to each Christian as a priest before Gad.[3.The

Spirit wasn't given to you just for yotihe Spirit was given to you so that you
could minister to others. What exactly did you think a priest was supposed to do?
Just passively sit through a "church" service once a week? No! We are to do the
same things that Jesus did...and even greé&reuly, truly | tell you, those who

believe in Me will do the works that | do and they will do greater than these
because | am going to the Father.(John 14:12). Do you get it? This is what
you are supposed tdo! That's right, the same things that Jesus did are the same
things that you are to do. (Christianity would be a great religion if it weren't for
that Bible) J Okay, so what did Jesus d&Phe blind see again, the lame
walk, the lepersare cured, the ded hear, the deadare raised, and the poor

are evangelized."(Luke 7:22). You also can do what Jesus did, if Jesus is really
in you. Jesus was more than just an abstract role model to adddgels is in us

(Col. 1:27)! "Those who say they abide in Him mus also walk as He
walked." (1Jn. 2:6). You are to follow in Jesus' footsteps (1Pet. 24&)you

also able to say,The spirit of the Lord is upon Me because He anointed Me

to evangelize the poor. He has sent Me to proclaim freedom to the captives
and restore sight to the blind, to release the oppressed..(Luke 4:18y
Scripture indicates that miraculous signs accompany those who are reaching ou
to others in order to confirm the gospel (Mark 161B7 Acts 8:13, 14:3, Rom.
15:19, Heb. 2:4). What typed signs accompany you? At the end of your life,
will the only signs that follow you be that you tithed and kept a pew warm?

3.2 Counterfeit Philosophies

The community of sharing in a clekait spiritual family described above is
usually very attractive tmost Christians. Most Christians instinctively know that
this is the way things ought to be among brothers and sisters in Christ, and yet
few rarely experience anything close to this. Why is this? Although many
organizationset it as their goal to emuéathe pattern of Acts 2:427, they never
seem to be able to achieve this in their institutional environment. For apart from a
valid context of Biblical fellowship, no other aspects of the Church will function
properly. There can be no Church apart frometh.ife of the ChurdhMost
institutional "churches" do not have the right kind of meetings [4.2], authority

83



Fellowship

[5.2], leadership [6.2], or practices [7.2] precisely because they do not have the
right kind of fellowship. And they do not have the ridtihd of fellowship
because they are not even part of the Church in the first glace! he best they

can hope to do is to superficially mimic that which would otherwise naturally
result from the Life of the Churcfihey are not a part of the Church, yet thdly st

try to look like the ChurchThose who can...do, and those who can't...fake it!

How is it that so many organizations claim to be a "church”, and yet they
don't behave anything like the Church described in the New Testament? Sure,
most institutional "chirches" would say they try to follow the Scriptures, yet in
reality they don't even come close to experiencing digeamic fellowship
described in those same Scriptures [3.2.2.1]. In futility, they have resorted to the
methods ofvorldly organizationgo try to reproduce the Life that is only possible
in aspiritual organism Indeed, many will never experience what the Chdozs
because they are not what the ChuichThey would struggle in the flesh to
artificially imitate that which flows quite natubalfrom the Life of the Spirit.
Nevertheless, they press on! There is no need to discuss what an institutional
"church” really should be doing, because there should not be any institutional
"churches” to begin with! If an institutional "church" ever dedide start
obeying the Word of God, the first thing it would need to do is cease being an
institutional "church” [2.3.2.2].

3.2.1 Fellowship of the Flesh

The creation of institutional "churches" did not come about through
fellowship in the Spirit, but thregh fellowship in the flesh. The basis for their
unbiblical existence is really not any different than any other worldly
organization. Some may indeed have some fellowship of the Spirit occurring
within their walls, but that is not the primary basis fagittexistence. Whatever
gives an institutional "church" its unique identibgyond the simple fellowship of
the Spirit establishes the basis for its existence [2.2.1.4]. Otherwise, there
wouldn't be any need for them to exist! If you just have the falipvof the
Spirit, then you just have the Church. But if you try to combine this with
additional requirements of the flesh, then you have created the basis for an
institutional "church” [1.2.2].

1 Liturgical tastes musical genres, preaching styles, cargerary/traditional
services.

1 Personality types emotional/logical, charismatic/reflective, activist/passive
dispositions.

9 Common interestshomeschooling, professional goals, foodogs,political
activiam.

1 Similar opinions- political viewpoints, denminational creeds, organizational
charters.

1 Cultural traits- skin color, race, culture, ethnicity, nationality, economic
status, or language.
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These are just some of the fleshly characteristics that provide the common
grounds for fellowship in an institathal "church”. These are the things that hold
them together and give them a distinct identity. These are the things that make
one institutional "church" different from all the other "churches". If you rob one
of these "churches" of their particular empbkasi forte, then they would hardly
be distinguishable from any other "church". The relationships in institutional
"churches" arenften maintained almost exclusively on these fleshly grounds of
division [2.2.1.1].Even if someone doesn't know the othershigir institutional
"church" very well, there is still an assumed level of cohesiveness simply because
they all belong to the same clubegardless of whether they are actually
Christians or nat Theseinstitutional relationshipsare held together based on
these fleshly characteristics just like any other worldly organizatipart from
these characteristics of the fleshamyg of these institutional “"churches" would
simply cease to exist. Some groups may have originally started with the Spirit but
then laer degenerated into an institution after they began relying on these things
of the flesh."Are you so foolish that having begun in the Spirit you are now
being perfected in the flesh?"(Gal. 3:3).

Again, no one is saying that there can never be any gpiattivity within an
institutional "church", but only that that is not the basis for their existence.
Ironically, these fleshly things that provide"unity’ within an institutional
"church' are the same things that create division in the Chuftte instititional
"churches" that unify around particularcombination of these characteristics
divide themselves from other institutional "churches" that unify around a different
combination of these characteristirenically, this fleshly "unity” of institutioal
"churches" works against the spiritual unity of the Church, while the spiritual
unity of the Church works against this fleshly "unity" of institutional "churches".
They are diametrically opposetfor the flesh has desires against the Spirit,
and the Sprit against the flesh." (Gal. 5:17; cf. John 3:6, Rom. 8:5, Gal. 6:8,
Phil. 3:3). The religious spirit of the "church" fights against the Spirit of the
Church!"But even then as the one born according to the flesh persecuted the
one born of the Spirit, sait is also now." (Gal. 4:29). Of course, Christians most
certainly have flesh, but we simply do not fellowship with one another on that
basis (2Cor. 5:16).

3.2.2 Priesthood of Couch Potatoes

As mentioned abovegveryonein the Church functions as a prigdtPet.

2:5,9, Rev. 1:6, 5:10, 20:6), sharing their spiritual gifts (1Cor. 12:7,11, Eph. 4:7)
and serving one another (Gal. 5:13, 1Pet. 4:10) on a daily basis (Acts 2:46, 5:42,
6:1, Heb. 3:13)But this is hardly the case in the institutional "churchesie T
average institutional "church” member does not function as a priest and is neither
responsible nor accountable for anything. By far, the vast majority do nothing but
attend a one hour program once a week [4.2.2]. The typical "church" member is
not expeted to preach the gospel, feed the hungry, minister to prisoners, or heal
the sick [3.1.3]. In harsh reality, their main responsibility is to tithe so that others
can do these things for them. Have you natiteat being a "partner” with most
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ministries smply means giving them your money? They are happy to be
impersonal supporters of an institution with a good moral cause, but just don't
expect them to give their lives to God or anything. Undoubtedly, some of them
are actually nofChristians so it would biolish to expect much more from them
anyway.

The members who are Christigrisowever,are soon conditioned to become
institutionalizedfor they are essentially trained to become passive spectators.
Their spiritual gifts lie dormanand haveatrophed beause someone else has
become a priest for thernthey do not grow by spiritual osmosi.2.2.4 any
more than couch potatoes build muscles by watching sports omliBvhature of
the Church is noéxperienced byassivelysitting in a pew on Sunday mornig
and listening to sermons, even if the sermons are wondérflded anything
beyond sittingin a pew isusually viewed as "extra credit" fonothing else is
required of the typical membeAlthough this passivity is considered normal
behavior for Chrisans todaythey do not realize that they have been deceived
into bondage and are sinning as lazy disobedient Christibosl have mercy!
Here is an interesting "chicken or the egg" paradox to consider: Did the
institutional "church" environment createzyadisobedient Christians or did lazy
disobedient Christians createihstitutional "church™ environment?

3.2.2.1 Where's the Beef?

Most institutional "churches" claim to be a "churanid yet daily spiritual
fellowship is rarely found among them. Howncgaomething claim to be a
"church" when it has almost no characteristics of the Church described in
Scripture? Institutional "churches" are very good at buildings, pews, stained glass,
robes, altars, organs, and all sorts of other things that aren'tdoyndhere in the
New Testament, yet they have almost no daily fellowship, accountability,
spiritual gifts, or outreactvhich arecommandedh the New Testament [7.2.1.1]!
They may have a "fellowship hall" or a "fellowship hour", but rarely do they have
any genuine fellowship of the Spirit. Shaking the hand of the greeter on the way
in, sitting passively through a "church" service, and then shaking the "pastor's”
hand on the way out hardly counts as Biblical fellowship! In fact, many
institutional "churchesseem to function just fineiithout anyfellowship of the
Spirit [1.2.2.2].

How ever attractive an institutional "church" may be, it is only a poor
substitute for intimate relationships among believirstitutional programs and
meetings will never be abte take the place of love shared between one another.
Your institutional "church" may have majestic ornamentation, elaborate theology,
and outstanding programs, but it is hardlé@e one another deeply"(1Pet. 4:8)
when you only see the backs of otheople's heads for an hour each week, and
then only have a few minutes of superficial conversation at the end of the service.
Everyone keeps a polite distance from each other with the philosophy of "Don't
touch my life" [3.1.2.1]That way there are no cdicts with each othehut then
no one is really being helped either. Thegnt "safety in numbetsas they
maintain a comfortable anonymous distance from each other. The men who start
these institutional "churches" are often experts at choosing the Besingn
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formats, contemporary practices, and Sunday school matdriglsyhat about

daily fellowship, accountability, intimate relationships, and spiritual gifthiey

major in the minors and minor in the majors. Institutional "churches" work long
and hardo perfect their elaborate practices, structures, and hierarchies, and then
overlook the very basis of spiritual fellowship as a "minor detail”. That will come
later, right? What is this other foundation they are building on (1Cor-1%),0f

it isn't the fellowship of the Spirit? These unbiblical environments they have
created do not exist in addition to daily fellowship, budtéadhave replaced

daily fellowship [7.1.3.3].

Since institutional "churches" are not a part of the Church, it is not sarprisi
that they do not do much of the work of the ChuiMhthout intimate spiritual
fellowship, an institution may look like a sandwich, but it is all breddey are
trying to make ham sandwiches without any hahhley have"a form of
godliness but deny itgpower” (2Tim. 3:5). They don't have much of the Life of
the Church, and thus thejon't have manygharacteristics of the Church. If an
organization ever manages to do a little of the "one anothering" commanded in
Scripture, then great; but it is usuallyly extra creditover and above their
otherwise unbiblical existence [1.2.2]. The fellowship described in the book of
Acts is nothing but a theoretical ideal to them, notthimat mostof them ever
really expect to achievelhe fellowship of the Spirit thathey so very much
desire is merely held out as an unreachable fantasy.

3.2.2.2 Orange Trees in Antarctica

Now some would maintain that they do have good fellowship in their
institutional "churches”. And many of them would still simply be wrong! Are you
fellowshipping with one anothetaily outside of the scheduled meetings? Are
you involved in sharing each other's lives in normal everyday settings? Are you
actively ministering your spiritual gifts outside of "church" services? Are you
obeying all the "oneanother" commands ia meaningfulway? Okay, now is
everyondully engaged in this type of fellowship or just a committed nucleus or
smaller core of the group#rom the least to the greatest” (Heb. 8:11)?
Perhaps a few of you are havirsgme fellowship d the Spirit, but in an
institutional setting it is impossible to fully experience the breadth of fellowship
that God intends [1.3.2]The institutional "churches" of men are simply not
capable of thisi but the Church of God is. Trying to experience Ribli
fellowship in an unbiblical environment is like trying to grow orange trees in
Antarctica. Institutional "churcheXeep tryingto generate fruit, but they are
simply doing it in the wrong environment. They are trying to"petv wine into
old wineskins" (Matt. 9:1617, Mark 2:2122, Luke 5:3638). They may be
sincerely trying to follow the Bible and yet ignore that same Bible when it
contradicts their very existence as an institution [2.2.T.h¢y may have every
ecclesiastical implement that men cdream up, but they are trying to add
Biblical Life to an unbiblical foundation. They can try to liven up dog food by
adding spices, but they are still eating dog foAd. institutional "church"is
simply not the container God has designed for His Spigt2].
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Many Christian leaders realize that their fellowship is not quite what it ought
to be, but they keep trying to fix it within their unbiblical institutional
frameworks. They do not realize that these institutional environments are not
conducive to th fellowship of the Spirit and often work to destiby7.2.4.2]. It
is not as if mosgroupsstarted with dynamic spiritual fellowship and then later
added an institutional structure to it. No, most of them started with an institutional
structure and threkeep wondering why it is so difficult to add dynamic spiritual
fellowship to it. Yet they press on! Unlike the Church, the institutional "churches”
do contain "tares among the wheat" (Matt. 13:2430) and"leaven" in the
"batch of dough" (1Cor. 5:68) in addition to all their unbiblical gobbledygook.
They keep trying to fellowship as a group of Christians when not all of them may
even be Christians [1.2.4.2]. Some of the members may be sincerely trying to
cultivate an environment of spiritual fellowshipjtithen others mess it up and
interject their own worldly ideas, carnal opinions, or anything else that is not led
by the Spirit [7.3.1]:'What fellowship has light with darkness?" (2Cor. 6:14).

But none of these things can be tolerated in the Churct8[1]1That is why the
Church is an ideal place for the fellowship of the Church! No kidding!

3.2.2.3 The Priesthood of One

In most institutional "churches", the priesthood of all believers has been
reduced to only @riesthood of on&vhich functions out oin unbiblical position
called the "pastor" or the "priest" [6.2.4.2]. Everyone else forgoes their own
spiritual responsibilities and depends on one designated priest to do their priestly
duties for them. It is the hired hand's job to visit the sick, pesny and call on
new converts [3.1.3]. This designated priest is usually the only person who is
allowed to operatéis spiritual gift during the Sunday servicklany "mega
churches'n particularare held together almost exclusively on the personality and
charisma of a singleead"pastor” [2.1.2.3]Women in these environmeriften
tend to fawn over the "pastor” as the ahphae of the group and even submit to
him over their own husband®erhaps this is one reason why a statistically lower
percentagef men attend institutional "churches" than women, since they are not
very attracted to an emasculated form of religion where they have to play "dress
up" andpassivelysitin a pew) No one else is allowed to share any other spiritual
gifts inthemeeting and if they are, they must be fapproved or filtered through
him. As a resultmost people never progress beyond thgiastor's level of
spirituality [6.2.4]. The "church" members succumb to his vision, ministry, and
flavor of Christianity as they lseme recipients of both his strengthsd
weaknesseslf someone else has a different viewpoint or emphasis, they are
usually quenched, marginalized, or forced to move on to another "church" [5.2.2].
Sometimes the designated priest may allow others tahasespiritual gifts in
lesser settings, but rarely will they let others invade their turf during the main
Sunday service. After all, the designated priest is professional "clergy”, while the
others are only "laity" who might get it wrong or mess thingsND one is saying
that the designated priest may not indeed be gifted [6.31tLhe is not the only
oné The priesthood of all believers is subverted by any unbiblical system of
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clergy/laity[6.2.2]. No Christian should ever look to a man as hissprier every
Christian is a priest!

When there is only one designated priest, the diversity of spiritualodfiéis
degenerates into a focus on only one spiritualigifte gift of teaching. Teaching
has been elevated to be the premier spiritual gifayalmost to the exclusion of
all the others.Teachingoften occupes up to 50 percent of some “"church"
services.Sometimeshe designated priest is hired solely basechisrteaching
ability which has become the main focus of many seminaries. But such a
distortion of a single spiritual gift is hardly acceptable in the Church. Only having
one teacher is a travesty in an environment wheegyone can teadiCol. 3:16).
Teaching is not even the greatest of the spiritual gifts (1Cor. 12:28, Eph. 2:20) but
it is sure treated as such in most institutional "churchesfically, the teaching
that occurs inmost institutional "churches" is usually not thepiritual gift of
teaching anyway, but an exercise in conveying head knowledge and information
through skiled oration. Such teachers may not have raayspiritual insights to
share with others, but instead were merely hired for their scholarly achievements
and smooth speaking delivery that they learned at semiRflagy.may eloquently
readthe swimming manuato peoplewho are drowningwhile they themselves
do not know howto swim.The Corinthians had abused spiritual gifts by elevating
certain gifts such as tongues to an unhealthy status, and now this generation ha
done the same thing wittme gift of teacling. No spiritual gift should ever be
allowed to dominate the others, for every gift is indispensable in the Body of
Christ (1Cor. 12:2226).

3.2.3 Dysfunctional Fellowship

While the institutional "churches" may be greatly lacking in spiritual
fellowship, some who have left the institutional "church” system in search of
something better have fallen into various typesyaffunctional fellowshipThey
may have begun to understand the Church, but have gotten stuck in some
disproportionate and unbalanced moaésemphasis that haveeen plagung
groups for years:

9 Some degenerate into theological discussibatare geared toward
obtaining head knowledge.

1 Some only sit and criticize everything that is wrong without actually making
anything better.

9 Some predomiately focus on worshipping God without really serving one
another in any practical way.

9 Some think the only thing that matters is evangelism to the exclusion of
almost everything else.

9 Some become legalistimdthink Christianity is all about obeying at s
rulesand procedures

1 Some want to wield the power of God so they become preoccupied with
certain charismatic gifts like prophecy or speaking in tongues.
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Simply leaving a false institutional structure does not mean you will
automatically be properlyeflowshipping in the Spirit. Leaving what is wrong
does not automatically replace it with what is right. Simply understanding what
the Church is does not automatically provide you with daily fellowship,
accountability, intimate relationships, and spiritgdts. Leaving an institutional
"church" has no bearing on whether you are truly committed to fellowshipping
with one another in Christ in a Biblical manner [2.3.3].

3.2.3.1 The Lone Ranger

Some who have lethe irstitutional "church"systemhave made # tragic
mistake of becoming "lone ranger" Christians. They no longer want to have false
institutional fellowshipputinstead have essentially opted far fellowship They
clearly saw everything that was wrong with their institutional "church”, but then
again, they didn't really see anyone else "doing it right" either. As a result, they
basically dropped out of any regular or substantial Christian fellowShimeof
them may have been hurt by an institutional "church" and simply don't want to
get too clee to thosdallible Christians who may let them down again. In the end,
they find that almost everyone and everything has something wrong with it, so a
lot of them just sit at home and watch TMany lone rangers are really just
"lonely strangers". But fastituting no fellowship for a false fellowship is hardly
an improvement.Let us not forsake our assembling together as is the custom
with some." (Heb. 10:25). Some convince themselves that they don't really need
much fellowship anyway and soon become fartable in doing nothing. They
may say they don't reallpeedmuch fellowship, when the critical thing is that
they shouldwant fellowship, which is a sign of every true believer [3.1.2.2].
Some of themmay say they would like to have fellowship, but practicethey
still live their lives apart from fellowship.

The basic problem with these lone rangers is that they have only a theoretical
understanding of the Church. They may correctly identify the Church, but they
are not really identifyingvith the Chuch. They have left what the Church isn't,
but they are still not fellowshipping with what the ChurchEsgen if they claim
they know what the Church is, they are still not walking in obedience to what the
Church does. They effectively ignore scores ofigdgres commanding the
intimate and daily fellowship with "one another" and sharing spiritual gifts. It is
kind of hard to love one another if you are seldom in the presence of another one!
The concept of an isolated lone ranger Christian who floats imatdelonging
only to a theoretical "universal" Church, functioning in his own "private ministry"
is completely incompatible with Scripture (1Cor. 1220) Col. 2:1819).
"Whoever isolates himself seeks his own desire and goes against sound
judgment." (Prov. 18:1).

These lone ranger Christians typically havdaratividualistic or independent
attitudethat is incompatible with the family of God [3.1.2]. Many of them have
problems with authority and do not submit to others in the Church [6I12].
long rangerpersists irsin, it does no good to try to disfellowshheem[1.1.3.2],
sincethey did not have any fellowshii the first place God's plan is not to form
a loose association of individualistic Christians scattered throughout an "invisible
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church' that do notassociate together [1.2.1.1]. The Church i%ady knit
together" (Col. 2:19), as'members of one another" (Rom. 12:5, Eph. 4:25),
"contending as one man" (Phil. 1:27),"submitting to one another" (Eph.
5:21). You should be wary of any kinof movement that would keep you
isolated, detached, anonymous, or apart from intimate fellowship with the Body
of Christ. Some lone rangersight go aroundsamplingvarious ministries, but
they are actually committed to no one [3.1.2.1]. They may everhpsEcally
surrounded by other Christians in a meeting, but their individualistic attitude
prevents them froractuallyfellowshipping withothers.Some of them were lone
rangers at heart long before they left their institutional "churchesie ranges

are usually only concerned with taking care of their own affairs before God.
Rarely do they'rejoice with those who rejoice" or "weep with those who
weep" (Rom. 12:15; cf. 1Cor. 12:26) to any depth because they are not properly
connected as part of the Churdrhey are not really building anything together
with anybody, but are only concerned ablatihg their own lives."For whoever
wants to save his life will lose it, but whoever loses his life for My sake will
save it." (Matt. 16:25; cf. Mark 8:35, Luke 24).

3.2.3.2 Relationship Idolatry

Quite the opposite of lone rangers are those who have fallerelatmnship
idolatry. These Christians understand the importance of relationships in the
Church, but have elevated those relationships above the felppwthtie Spirit.
Again, our fellowship is with the Spirit, not with other people's flesh [3.1.1].
Never let the fellowship of the saints become an excuse for neglecting your own
personal intimacy with Christ. Some peopfay betempted to go along with
things merely for the sake of the group, but you cannot go along with anything
that compromises the truth. The value of clksi relationships, maintaining
unity, and submitting to one another are all definitely important, but never at the
expense of the Hp Spirit or the Scripture. This same type of problem occurs in
many institutional "churches" where peer pressure is used to keep people in line
with their program. There, you may be accused of "not going with the flow",
"causing division", "or "hinderindellowship" if you do not participate in their
unbiblical practices. Some hawatually been told to stop teaching the truth
becausé'Some families won't come anymore." With fewer people to tithe, they
fear thatit would hinderthe"greater gootithey imagne. They are often perfectly
willing to silence the truth, in order to maintain thefganizational structurddy
walking in the Spirit you very well may be harming the fabric of their
institutional fellowshigby not going along with the crowd [3.2.But Jesus said,

"Do you think | came to bring peace in the earth? No, | tell you, but rather
division." (Luke 12:51), and indeedesuscaused much division among the
religiouspeople of His day (John 7:43, 9:16, 10:19).

Other Christians engage in a typenafrow fellowshipas they only maintain
relationships with people they like or agree with, without any true commitment to
the Church as a whole. As time passes, the list of whom they can fellowship with
oftengets smaller and smaller every year. Peoplegessed off their list as soon
as they hurt their feelings, have a heated argument, violate their trust, or in some
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other way prove to be fallible. The truth doesn't really matter so much as long as
they still have a few other relationships they feel furtable with. Sometimes

their list is so short that they can basically only fellowship with members of their
family. They havean attitudeof "us four and no more" since there is no one else
theywill trust enough to have fellowship with. THamily idolatry is really just
another form of the sin of division based on attributes [2.1.2.1]. Their fellowship
is based on something that is biological, rather than spiritual. Creating division on
the basis of ethnicity, language, or nationalism is really ncerdifit than
establishingellowship on the basis of having a common last ndifienyone

comes to Me and does not hate his father, mother, wife, children, brothers,
sisters, and even his own life, he cannot be My disciple(Luke 14:26; cf.

Mark 10:2930). If you are not supposed to walk according to your own flesh,
then why would you want to walk in keeping with others' flesh? On one extreme,
there are the lone rangers who think they are only looking to Christ and need no
one else, and on the other extrehere is relationship idolatry where people are
looking to other Christians instead of looking to Christ. As a bit of general advise:
those who are leery of relationships should be cautious of being alone and those
who are leery of being alone shoulddaitious of relationships.

3.2.3.3 Negative Fellowship

Some who have left the institutional "church" system have later fallen into
what amounts taegative fellowshipThey may meet with other people who
understand what the Church is, but then they enbwing fellowship against all
that the Churchsn't Much of their fellowship tends to be based on the truth
about what's wrong with institutional "churches". Not that it isn't important to
understandand discusssuch truths, but they are simply not thesibafor our
fellowship in one Lord, one Faith, one Baptism, etc. (Eph63:&ellowship in
the Church is not the fellowship of what tllaurch' is not Such peoplalways
seem tdhave a negative criticism of others instead of a positive fellowshigein th
truth. They sow seeds of ingratitude, judgment, and depression, instead of
thankfulness, forgiveness, and hog€inally, brothers, whatever is true,
whatever is honorable, whatever is right, whatever is pure, whatever is
lovely, whatever is admirable, 1 anything is virtuous and praiseworthy,
think about these things." (Phil. 4:89). Some of them despise authority
[5.3.1.4] and merely gather to complain about what is wrong with institutional
"churches", politis, or governments, yet they are not engagedspiritual
fellowship involving prayer, burden for the lost, sharing spiritual gifts, etc.
[3.1.1]. Many of them are experts at identifying what is wrong withthe
institutional "churche$, but yet they themselves are not really engaged in what
the Churchis. They will meet and reinforce their grievances against the
institutional "churcles' system, and much of what they talk abody even be
true, but this commoality is merely anothesubtleform of fellowship in the flesh
[3.2.1], not fellowship in th&pirit.
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3.3 Practical Applications

Many Christianswill agree withpractically everything discussed in this
chapter about fellowship that is, in theoryi but they do not experience it in
practice. Why not? Because they are simply not willing to makedimemitment
of time and effort to fellowship this way. They may dream of having fellowship
like this, but it is only a pipe dream because they are unwilling to leave the
comfort of their pew. Ultimately, many people like to worship Jesus more than
they liketo follow Jesus. They will honor Him with their lips, but not with their
lives. Again, what is following the truth worth? Scripture admonishesgeach
one be careful how he builds" for if someone is building orfanother
foundation besides the one alrady laid, which is Jesus Christ" their works
will be destroyed (1Cor. 3:95). Instead of building on the foundation of
institutional “"churches" of men, you should nowfeeus your energies by
building on the foundation of the Church led by Jesus Chr3br(13:11, Eph.
2:1922)."In whom you also are being built together into a dwelling place of
God by the Spirit." (Eph. 2:22). After learning these truths, some Christians
becomeso focused on reacting to unbiblical institutional practices that they never
end up building anything positive in its place [3.2.3@.course the walls of the
institutional "churches" should be torn down, but even if the entire institutional
"church" system were abolished, it doesn't necessarily mean that Christians would
automaically begin to conduct their fellowship properly in the Churthe first
part of this chapter provides an excellent blueprint of the type of fellowship that
you are to start building. It worked well for the early Church, it is still working
well in plaes all over the world, and it can also work for you. It is not enough
just to know what the Church is; you must also begin to fellowship as the Church.
This meanyou

3.3.1 The Wilderness

Many have left the institutional "churckystemin search of somking more
in tune with God's own heart only to experience a sort of "wilderness" period. As
you begin to traveloutside the camp" (Heb. 13:13), you may soon arrive at a
"no-man'sland" where you no longer find acceptance in an institutional "church”,
but neither have you found other amicable Christians who also want to experience
Biblical fellowship in the Church. This may be because you are one of the first in
your area to recognize the Church, or simply because you have not yet run into
the others who maalready be fellowshipping this way [3.3.2.2]. It is unfortunate,
but many areas do not offer much more thatChurch in the wilderness"
(Acts 7:38) for those who have come out of the institutional system. There may
be other people trying to conduct thé&llowship in the Church, but they are
often few and far betwee®uch awilderness does not mean that there isn't any
fellowship occurring, but only that the normal environment of the Church has not
been fully established yet.

Those whowalk through his wilderness may experience institutional
withdrawal [3.3.1.1] or even suffer persecutidnom the institutional
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establishmen{3.3.1.2]. Some have related this wilderness period to a spiritual
analogy surrounding King Saul's persecution of David (1Sar31)15The Lord
clearly rejected Saul, who was king of the establishment, yet it was David who
had to flee as an outcast. Saul controlled the institutional structure of the kingdom
of Israel, but it was David who had the true authority and anointing as &g
was not content to let David simply withdraw to the wilderness; instead he had to
pursue him and even tried to kill him. In the end, David's anointing as king was
eventually recognized, but not without enduring persecution and learning many
lessonghrough his experiences in the wilderness. In the same way that David had
to suffer in thewilderness, some would say that a person is not really prepared to
appreciate the Church, until they also have walked througlwitberness."So
let us go to Him ouside the camp bearing His reproach. For we do not have
an enduring city, but we seek one that is coming.(Heb. 13:13).

Depending on the situation, a wilderness experience may last a long time or
could be almost neaxistent. Some of you may struggle lire twilderness the rest
of your lives and still never live to see the full expression of the Church that God
intends for your area. Sometimes it may take years for you to findosesther
Christian in your area who is willing to obey the Scriptures i rttanner. Many
institutional Christians will never be interested in meeting with you because you
do not have a worship team, daycare, or teen program. But don't feel bad, for the
early Church didn't have any of these things either. They just believeddpel
and fell in love with Jesus and this was enough! So do not be discouraged, for
there are no limits as to what God can build amongst a group of believers that are
entirely devoted to Him, no matter how small. It is better for two or three to be
gahered in a lonely placwith the Lord, than for thousands to be prominently
gatheredwithoutthe Lord. Regardless of how long a wilderness experience may
last, the process of building quality relationships in the Church must still be
pursued. It is importa to remember, however, that the goal is not to stay in the
wilderness. God did not lead Israel out of Egypt into the wilderness so that they
could stay in the wilderness, but so that they could enter the Promised Land.
There are several testimonies of riStians who have left the institutional
"church" system that can provide much encouragement in thisze?ga [

3.3.1.1 Unlearning and Relearning

On a personal level, a wilderness period may serve as a very important part of
your spiritual development, drperhaps this is by design. Indeed, you might have
to unlearnmany years of unbiblical "church" practices before you are fully able
to understand and embrace many of the Scriptural truths about the Church.
Otherwise, people tend to keep interjecting thmes failed institutional practices
into the Church out of ignorance [7.3.1.1]. It is not always easy for people to be
weaned from the institutional baggage that they have trained to accept for their
entire religious lives. It may take some time to renewrymind from all the
"brainwashing" you received in the false institutional environment (Rom. 12:2).

Many who leave the institutional "church" systeiifi go through a period of
institutional withdrawalwhere they begin to miss certain aspects of ingiitafi
"churcles' like singing in the choir, pot luck dinners, holidagremoniesice
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cream socials, etc. (Not that such things couldn't also have other expressions
outside of an institutional "church"l) may initially seem strange the first time

you endup staying at home on a Sunday mornidgst like being home sick,
some of yowvill probablybecome "church" sick. This is certainly understandable
since an entire religious culture of Churchianity has been erected around centuries
of unbiblical practiced7.2.4.4]. There are many unhealthy dependencies that
people have become accustomed to in the institutional system. Some afeyou
used to letting a designated priest do everything for you [3.2.2.3] while you
simply observe a nice choreographed show aneeek [4.2.2.1]But such things

are not compatible with the Church described in ScriptBoemetimesa certain
practice can be replaced with vabBiblical substitutes in the Church, but in many
casest is just institutional baggage that simply mustdigcarded.

As you unlearn the unbiblical ways of the institutional "churches", you may
also have taelearn many truths concerning the Church. Sometimes God has to
tear down things before He can build them back up (Jer. 31:28), especially when
they have ben built on the wrong foundation. Many new lessocaisbe learned
as you begin to exercise your own spiritual muscles and share your spiritual gifts
with each other. As you progress through this period, you might grow spiritually
in any number of ways:

1 You might learn how to serve others and begin to utilize your spiritual gifts
after years of sitting passively through institutional "church" services
[3.1.1.2].

1 You might undergo a period of healing as you begin to deal with emotional
painor bitterness prawvusly caused by institutional "church" politics
[6.2.1.3].

1 You might lose several relationships that were based on institutional
affiliation as you begin to have intimate fellowship with others centered
around Jesus Christ [3.3.2].

9 You might develop perserance in the truth and strengthened character as
you endure rejection and persecution from others in the institutional "church”
system [3.3.1.2].

9 You might develop a deep personal intimacy with Jesus after being
dependent on impersonal "worship servidest provided a false sense of
spirituality [4.2.2.4].

As you actually begin texperienceScriptural fellowship, many things that
may have confused you for years about the institutional environment will
suddenly begin to make sense. As with many thing3hristianity, some spiritual
truths will not be understood fully until you have first experienced a
corresponding amount of spiritual growth. If you are just beginning to realize
these truths today, you are encouraged to read this book again in acfoigales
because you will be surprised by how much you missed and how much more will
be applicable to your situation then. Right now you are probably just seeing the
tip of an iceberg and some of you probably know just enough now to be
dangerousl]
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3.3.1.2Persecution from the Establishment

Depending on the situation, some of you can expect to receive a certain
amount of derision from the institutional "church" system. As you begin to
experience deeper levels of spiritual growth and freedom in the Loodteit
comes at the cost of rejection and even persecution at the hands of other
misguided Christiandn the institutional "church"system It is a common
experience that after years of hard work, loyal commitment, and dedicated service
in an institutional"church”, many members will intentionally avoid you and
spread false rumors about you behind your back [2.3.2.1]. You must remember
that the Scriptural principles of the Church are completely foreign to those who
have been indoctrinated under the falsdituttonal "church" system. If you are
still hanging aroundan institutional "church” in order to fellowship with other
Christians, you may appear to be very confusing to those with an institutional
mentality:

1 If you continue to fellowship in their insttional "church", they may become
suspicious of your motives and concerned that you may lead other people
astray.

1 If you occasionally return to an institution ybadleft for some fellowship,
they may avoid you or greet you with strange looks becausergmotia
part of their club anymore.

1 If you contact some of the institution's members for fellowshigideof
their institution, they may become alarmed at what they consider to be a
rebellious or subversive action towards their organization.

1 If you leawe their institutioml "church" for good, then they may conclude that
you must have been offended or are simply looking for a different "church”.

1 If you do not attend any other institutional "church” after leaving theirs, they
may think that you have fallemway from the faith.

1 If you simply begin meeting with other Christiansyisur homs, theymay
conclude that you must be starting your own "church".

And of course they would be wrong! From an institutional perspective,
anyone who decides to obey the Wofdsod simply cannot win! If you are not
part of their groupor at least another group like therthen you will probably
always be suspect in their eyes. It doesalataysmatter to them so much that
you do not attend their institutional "church”, asdas you still attend another
institutional "church" elsewhere [5.2.2.1]. Just being somewhere in the
institutional system gives them a certain comfort level about you. You might be
having dynamic Christian fellowship in the Spirit everyday outside of the
institutional system, but for some reason they would feel much better about you if
you belonged to a spiritually dead institutional "church". Isn't it ironic that they
worry about whether Christians in deep clasé daily relationships are getting
enough fellowship, when they themselves only have impersonal pretend
fellowship for about an hour on one day a week. Imagine that! They are under the
delusion that sitting passively through a "church" service and shaking hands with
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the "pastor” on the way out sdmehow counted as "fellowship", while your daily
fellowship in committed relationships does not count because you don't belong to
an institutional "church"! When they see you fellowshipping with other Christians
in the Church which doesn't have a naméixed meeting place, or an annual
budget, they become alarmed and think that you must belong to a "cult" [4.3.2.3].
Indeed, there is no question that the early Church would have been considered :
"cult” by the institutional "churches"” today.

3.3.1.3 Retuning to Egypt

For various reasons, some people appear to embrace the Church for a seaso
only to later return back to the institutional "church" system. Of course, there are
some who never had any understanding of the Church, but simply wanted to
"check t out" as if fellowship in the Church were the latest Christian fad. But
once these people begin to realize what they have stumbled into, they often gc
running back like a dog running scared with its tail between its legs. It is
understandable that theseople would not want to fellowship in the Church,
since they may not know what the Churclaigway Sitting passively in a pew
works fine in a "church”, but they can't get away with it in the Church. Even non
Christians can get along just fine in an igional “"church" environment, but
they cannot go unnoticed in the Church. They stand out like a fish out of water
because they simply are not able to swim in the water of the Holy Spirit.

Other Christians may leave the institutional "church” system ontlyscover
that they are not spiritually ready to function as a member of the Church [2.3.3.2].
Although they may have some theoretical understanding of the Chioeghfind
that ultimately they are not willing or able to fellowship as part of the Church
They are not ready to build committed interpersonal relationships with others in
Christ, for they are more comfortable with the impersonal sense of attending an
anonymous meeting [4.2.2]. They are not ready to take responsibility in caring for
others, forthey would rather have a designated priest do that for them [3.2.2.3].
They are not ready to take the risk of sharing spiritual gifts with others, for they
would rather sit passively and let others put on a choreographed show for them
[4.2.2.1]. They ar@ot ready to participate mmeeting led by the Holy Spirit, for
they are more comfortable to lsbmeone elsée in charge of a pselanned
agenda [4.1.2.3]. Some of them may have achieved great status as an ushe
worship leader, Sunday school teachar,even a “"pastor”, but none of this
prestige can help them in the Church. Timegy have a hard time functioning
without their coveted positions as they transition to become just a regular
"nobody" Christian in the Church [6.3.2.1]. They may have beeingedtraight
A's in an institutional "church”, but when it comes to the Church, they find out
that their credits don't even transfér.What may appear to be a solid spiritual
life may simply not be able to function without their normal institutional
machnery to prop it up [7.1.3.1]. If you think you are a Christian and yet cannot
maintain your faith outside of an institutional environment, then perhaps you
should return until you can figure out why [2.3.1.2].

Whatever the reason, some people simply casantive in the wilderness.
Many are not able to grow spiritually in the wilderness because of their own
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laziness and disobedience, and in some cases it becomes apparent that they didn't
have much of anything spiritual to begin with. To théihwould hav e been
better for us to serve the Egyptians than to die in the wilderness.(Exod.
14:12). Whether they suffer from institutional withdrawal, grow weary of
institutional persecution, or just prefer the luxury of sitting idly by in a padded
pew, in the endthe cost of following the truth is simply too high for them. They
are not able to function in the Church, so they run back to their institutional
"church” where they can feel comfortable in doing absolutely nothing. (Or they
may go back to a different itittional "church” in order to avoid any potential
embarrassment.) They may have initially left an institutional "church", but the
mentality of the institutional "church" really never left them [2.3.3]. They may
have once set out from Egypt, but now thegnt to go back (Num. 14:8). "As

a dog returns to its vomit, so is a fool who repeats his folly.(Prov. 26:11).
These people may have seen a brief glimpse of the Church, but they ultimately
were not willing or able to walk it out.

3.3.2 Building Relatimships

Regardless of where relationships are forméellowship with other
Christians is not optiona]3.1.1]. In the end, if you think you understand the
Church but do not have clegeit accountable fellowship with others, then you
effectively understandothing [3.2.3.1]. You are now part of a Body, members of
one another, as you forge out a life together in Jesus Christ. As mentioned above,
there are scores of Scripturesmmandingyou to be intimately involved with
"one another" in committed relationiph [3.1.2.1]. But these commands are not
as telling as the fact that you should inheredtgiresuch fellowship of others
anyway (John 13:385, 1Pet. 2:17, 1Jn. 2H81). If you leave an institutional
"church” and find that Christians do not just coatinsly show up at your door,
perhapsyou need to become the initiator of some relationships. Your fellowship
should be extended to anyone who is a brother or sister in Christ, not just one
particular group of Christians who follow the same leader, haverimiaic
agreement, or cultural compatibility. Anyone who knowingly fellowships along
the lines of such division sins and is not walking according to the truth.

Fellowship with others is based on relationships and relationships can indeed
get quite messy hurt feelings, bruised egos, unmet expectations, doctrinal
disagreements, etc. (The Church would be a great thing if it weren't for all those
people) J This is precisely how it was in the early Church and perhaps how it
will continue to be until we all coeto maturity Simply having fellowship in the
Church is not a panacea for creating a proHiem environment [7.2.3.2]. It may
be easy to leave an institution when problems arise, but there are no easy exits
and escape routes when it comes to relatigssini the Church. Christians do not
run away from each other, but must face their difficulties and overcome them
together. Relationships in the Church may become strained at times, but this
should never result in division [2.1.2.2]. Christians simply needrow up and
learn to walk things out together in love.
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It is also important that you don't try to limit your fellowship only to the
group of Christians who know what the Church is [2.2.1.5]. We fellowship with
the Church even when the people don't kiloat they are a part of the Church! In
the Church founded by Jesus Christ, the institutional grid that is placed over the
fellowship of Christians does not exist. Undoubtedly, it is often more difficult to
maintain close relationships to Christians whaglio unbiblical practices of the
institutional "church” system, but in many communities that is all that is
available. Perhaps there will not necessarily be the depth of fellowship in the
Spirit as one might hope with some peofiet some fellowship migtve better
than no fellowship at al[2.3.1.2]. Although you could potentially fellowship
with any other Christian, you may notice that your associations usually tend to be
loosely correlated with the quality of your relationships. Notice that Jesustdid n
try to fellowship with the masses as the head of a "regach”, but developed
close relationships with a small core of people instead. You probably will never
meet every other Christian living in your area, and even if you did, you probably
wouldn't lave the time to maintain a close relationship with each and every one
[1.1.2.1]. Thus, you will naturally tend to spend more time with those you have
closer relationships with, resulting in a fluid and overlapping network of
relationships. In this contextst because you may not know another Christian in
your area, does not mean you are excluded or divided from them; for whenever
you come into contact with another Christian you should immediately recognize
that they are part of the same Church and felipvaith them accordingly.

3.3.2.1 Fellowshipping with Christians

One of the primary problems in institutional "churches" and elsewhere is that
Christians are trying to have spiritual fellowship with people who don't have the
Spirit. Fellowship in the Sgircan only occur among those who are filled with the
Spirit. If you do not have the Holy Spirit, then you have no place in the Church
[1.3.1]. You could be a "pastor", superintendent, convention delegate, usher, choir
director, or just a regular "churcimiember, but if you do not have the Spirit of
God, you are not even a Christian (Rom. 8:9,14, 1Jn. 3:24, 4:13). Jesus only
builds His Church among true believers [1.2.4.2].

Trying to fellowship with everyone who merely names the name of Christ is
an effortin futility. God dwells among those who are actually living for Him, not
those who are merely talking about Him. Some may be able to give a nice
testimony about how they were once "saved" when they were younger, but if they
do not"walk by the Spirit" (Gal. 5:25)today, there can be little fellowship with
them. Don't be content to fellowship with people whose Christianity is just a
hobby, philosophy, or set of rules to follow, but fellowship with people whose
love for Jesus defines their very lives, beingd out as a daily sacrifice. What
kind of spiritualfellowship can you expect among backslidden, lukewarm, carnal
Christians? Those who persist in a sinful state must be dealt with one way or
another for unrepentant sin cannot be tolerated [1.1.3.2]seThwho are
backslidden need to be slid forward! Those who are lukewarm need to be heatec
up! There can be no unity in the Spirit apart from the Spirit [2.1.1]. It is hard to
have spiritual fellowship with those who are spiritually lacking. Moististians
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are unwilling to let their guard down and share the intimate details of their lives
with mere acquaintances whim not seem to love the Lof8.1.2.1]. This is
always a struggle for institutional "churches" because it is hard to foster spiritual
fellowship in such an unspiritual environment. It is hard to open up and be
personal among the impersonal.

Just because some have left their institutional "churches" in search of
something better does not mean that they are necessarily walking in the Spirit
either. The Church is not just the group of people who have left institutional
"churches". The goal is not to gather all of the outcasts from the institutional
"church" system, for you will find that some of these people were cast out for
good reasons! Trying teeflowship with every weirdo who left an institutional
"church" is an exercise in futility. Many may indeed experience some freedom
when they leave the boredom of institutional religion, but this does not mean they
are truly submitted to the lordship of desChrist or committed to His Church
[2.3.3]. They may find comfort in the idea that they belong to the theoretical
universal Church, and yet still not be engaged in true spiritual fellowship with one
another. They may say, "We don't go to church, weteeChurch”, but it really
doesn't matter unless the power of the Spirit is actually being lived out among
them in practice. Otherwise, the result is no different from those in the
institutional "churches” who also do ndollow the Spirit. How can you
fellowship in the Spirit with those who are not walking by the Spirit? The right
fellowship cannot occur unless you are fellowshipping with the right pécpote
that is any genuine Christian who is filled with the Holy Spirit, for that is what the
Churchig1.1.1].

3.3.2.2 Finding the Right People

How then do you go about finding the right people to fellowship with? Just
begin fellowshipping with genuine Christians wherever they may be found
[1.3.3]. It is not as important to find other people who are ‘liilteded” as it is to
find people who are "Christ minded". Try to get close to others who are close to
God. Don't look for an organization to fellowship with, look for otGéristians
to fellowship with! Christians simply need to fellowship together inSpgit, not
conduct impersonal corporate meetings like a secular institution. Unfortunately,
some who are dissatisfied with their institutional "church" would never embrace
the Church unless it were already a vestablishedorganizationthey could
simply join. Such people still do not truly understand the nature of the Church
[2.3.3]. Someof them have made the mistake of looking to various "house
church” movements assuming that they would be the defacto place to find the
correct fellowship. They figurehat those who are meeting in houses must be the
right people, since the early Church also met in houses. Indeed, many "house
churches" may espouse many of the same truths presented in this book, yet some
of them still operate as unbiblical mamade organitions, albeit smaller ones
[2.2.1.2]. They may certainly look more like the Church by meeting in houses,
and yet they still have little fellowship outside of a oc@aeseek meeting
[4.2.2.3], still have a single "pastor" serving as a priest [3.2.2.3]stlhdo not
have open participatory meetings [4.1.2.3]. No one should look to a house
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anymore than they should look to an organization. You should simply fellowship
with other genuine Christians wherever they may be found.

But by the same token, you shduiot go out of your way to ignore people
associated with "house churches" either, for just because a group has been labele
as a "house church" does not mean that they might not be genuine Christians wh
are simply functioning as the Church. Fortunatéhgre are many communities
where Christians are already conducting their fellowship in a Biblical manner.
But just like the "underground” Church somecountries, they are not always
easy to find since they don't have an organization, a building, or a, reamd
probably aren't listed in the yellow pagdsHowever, there are a few resources
available that may provide some assistance to §@J. [

3.3.2.3 Where Do You Go to "church"?

As you begin to fellowship with others in the Church, you may find it
awkward when people ask, "Which church do you go to?" This nonsensical
guestion, of course, is part of the unbiblical newspeak that cannot be answerec
correctly as far as the Scripture is concerned [1.2.1]. When you are asked this,
you could just answer thenirelctly:

1 "I don'tgo toChurch."

This answer would be true and Scripturally accurate, but would perhaps leave the
wrong impression. They might think that you are not having fellowship with other
Christians, or wonder if you are even a Christian. Quitenate conversation

will often end right there as they will not inquire any further. This is not
necessarily ideal because there is no reason to make yourself look bad to othe
Christians on purpose. Some may quote ybw, not forsake the assembling of
yourselves..." (Heb. 10:25), but then you might have an opportunity to explain
how indeed you do have fellowship (and how they probably don't). If you think
you might have an opportunity to hold a more serious conversation, here are some
other answers thatemore provocative and may arouse some curiosity:

1 "I can't go to Church because | never leave it!"

1 "What do you mean by that? That is like asking, "Where do you go to
American?"

1 "I don't go to Church because it isn't Biblicalgm toChurch."”

These answs almost beg for an opportunity to probe the issue further. But there
are certainly times when you won't want to open a can of worms if there is not
enough time to adequately address the situation. What would you say then? You
must realize that when peeplsk, "Which church do you go to?" they are
generally asking you to specify which marade denomination, organization, or
institution you associate with. Since Christians should never identify themselves
by such divisions, it might be better to give aswaer to a question they didn't
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ask, "Who you do fellowship with?" Thus, when they ask "Which church do you
go to?" the question could be nicely answered by saying:

1 "I fellowship with a group of believers that meet in various homes."

This answer usually safies most people and the issue usually doesn't go much
further. Your mileage may vary! Sometimes they might erroneously respond with
a comment about a "home church" movement that they heard about [2.2.1.2]. But
at least they usually feel comfortable tlyatl are not out on your own and that
you are not out of fellowship.

3.4 Challenge Questions

9 Do you consider yourself to be a priest before God? If not, is there someone
else who is acting as a priest for you?

9 How many genuine Christians are you persoraiynected to in daily
intimate spiritual fellowship? Is there even one Christian you can share your
life with in a deep and meaningful relationship?

9 Could your organization continue to function without the Holy Spirit? Could
your organization continue fanction without a building?

9 How many of the people sitting next to you in your institutional "church” do
you treat as familyPlow many of them would you trust with your life?

1 What spiritual gifts has God given to you? When was the last time you shared
them with others?
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