Church of Christ

It’s like baseball – try real hard to go back to where you started

The Church of Christ, and its associated splinter denominations the Boston Church of Christ, the Christian Church and the Disciples of Christ, had their origin with Thomas Campbell, Barton Stone, Walter Scott and Alexander Campbell (son of Thomas) in the US, during the early 1800s (some would say as early as 1801
).  They proclaimed that the Church of Christ was the sole restoration of the apostolic era church.  Though both of the Campbells were originally Presbyterian (which by 1811 brought negative declarations by the Presbyterians), by 1823 Alexander Campbell declared his group to be “Reformed Baptists” (which also brought about negative declarations from Baptist groups).  In 1827 they practiced the first “baptism for remission of sins” amongst themselves, with baptism in their group as effective and necessary for salvation – but the founders themselves never received this special “baptism for remission of sins”.  When the Mormon Church (LDS) was getting founded about 1830, there was a great deal of cross-over and group competition between the Church of Christ and the early Mormon leaders, with the Church of Christ losing many to the Mormons in those early years.  Joseph Smith of the Mormons even challenged Alexander Campbell to a debate over which of them was the “true restorer” of the gospel and the church.  Mormonism took a turn decidedly towards more declared channels of revelation to supplement Scripture (Book of Mormon, Doctrine & Covenants, Pearl of Great Price, apostles, prophets, tongues, etc.).

Splintering among the group took place in 1849 over the structuring of missionary societies, then again in 1860 over the use of musical instruments (the Church of Christ generally does not use musical instruments in their services, but some splinter groups do).  In the 1870s there was influence of the Church of Christ and Christadelphians upon those who would found the Jehovah’s Witnesses (who were primarily of Seventh Day Adventist descent), so that the Jehovah’s Witnesses used a Greek-English interlinear that was produced by one of the men from the Disciples of Christ who became a Christadelphian (Benjamin Wilson).  By 1906 the Church of Christ, separated from the Disciples of Christ and the Christian Church.  About 1920 these groups were further split by controversies over head coverings, communion cups, schools, orphanages, musical instruments, divorce, remarriage, following this leader versus another, etc.

So… after all that, did they ever get back to “home plate”?

While there is a lot of variety among the various churches and groups and over time, the present teachings of the Church of Christ that stand out from biblical Christianity are as follows:

1)   Salvation requires faith, repentance, confession, baptism by immersion as a believing adult, for or unto “the remission of sins”, by someone who holds the Church of Christ doctrine and is therefore within the Church of Christ, and this person who is thus being saved will adhere to the behavioral standards of the Church of Christ.  While a “valid” baptism is looked upon as effective for salvation, the Lord’s table is looked upon as merely symbolic.  

2) Many, and perhaps most, Churches of Christ forbid the use of musical instruments in worship services.

3) Churches of Christ are typically reluctant to publish a doctrinal statement, as this might be seen as another authority, thus constructively “adding to Scripture”.

4) Churches of Christ in the present era are usually Amillennial in their view of future things: Christ will come in the future, but without a literal Rapture of the church, Tribulation period or Millennial reign of Christ.  Those of this persuasion say that there will be just one Second Coming of Christ, at which time all will be judged – saved and unsaved.

( One! One! One strike, you’re out, in the old…(
What about the (usual) Church of Christ doctrine of salvation?

With the number of bases one must run for salvation in the Churches of Christ, a failure at any point results in initial failure to achieve salvation or in loss of salvation, once supposedly achieved.  Salvation is precarious indeed, under such circumstances, but more importantly, is it biblical?

Romans 3:27-28

Where then is boasting? It is excluded. By what kind of law [principle]? Of works? No, but by a law [principle] of faith. 28 For we maintain that a man is justified by faith apart from works of the Law.

1 Corinthians 1:14-17

I thank God that I baptized none of you except Crispus and Gaius, 15 so that no one would say you were baptized in my name. 16 Now I did baptize also the household of Stephanas; beyond that, I do not know whether I baptized any other. 17 For Christ did not send me to baptize, but to preach the gospel, not in cleverness of speech, so that the cross of Christ would not be made void. 

Galatians 2:16

…nevertheless knowing that a man is not justified by the works of the Law but through faith in Christ Jesus, even we have believed in Christ Jesus, so that we may be justified by faith in Christ and not by the works of the Law; since by the works of the Law no flesh will be justified.

Galatians 3:1-2

You foolish Galatians, who has bewitched you, before whose eyes Jesus Christ was publicly portrayed as crucified? 2 This is the only thing I want to find out from you:     did you receive the Spirit by the works of the Law, or by hearing with faith? 

Ephesians 2:8-9

For by grace you have been saved through faith; and that not of yourselves, it is the gift of God; 9 not as a result of works, so that no one may boast.

Since the Churches of Christ claim to be a restoration of the first century church, it is                  a problem to make baptism of any kind essential for salvation, since it is known that baptism did not begin to be seen in the church as effective for salvation until about                  220 AD – over a century after the apostolic era ended and the canon of Scripture was completed.  The few passages that link believing and baptizing are structured in the Greek so as to convey baptism as an expression of salvation by faith in Christ (such                  as Acts 2:38 – see Addendum which begins on page 5).

How about the use of musical instruments in a church service – which many Churches of Christ forbid?

· The Old Testament required priests to use trumpets, as part of a holy convocation (Leviticus 23:24), and harps were used in the temple as well (per Josephus).  

· Psalms makes repeated reference to the harp and lyre in righteous use.

· Harps are mentioned in heaven in the book of Revelation (14:2 and 15:2), as are trumpets, blown by angels.

· In Colossians 3:16, Paul says that the word of Christ dwelling in believers richly would result in psalms, hymns and spiritual songs, with psalmos coming from the word meaning “to strum”.  Ephesians 5:19 is similar, and uses the same word psalmos.

· Paul writes about musical instruments in 1 Corinthians 13:1 and 14: 7, 8 with no warning or caution about not using these in church gatherings.

· Scripture nowhere forbids the use of musical instruments in worship, so there is no basis for asserting a prohibition.  Most who argue for the prohibition of musical instruments do so on the basis of their general lack of use as recorded in early church documents or the absence of a clear and explicit instruction to use them in church services.  However, 2 Corinthians 3:17 conveys liberty in such matters where Scripture is silent or nearly so.

Is a doctrinal statement unbiblical or does it constitute “supplementing Scripture”?

Churches that refuse to produce doctrinal statements do indeed have many other documents that state what the church believes or doesn’t believe (which is why this paper is even possible).  If a doctrinal statement says that Scripture is the final authority, and references Scripture in its statements, then it can hardly be said that written doctrinal statements are challenging, supplementing or supplanting Scripture’s authority.  Such abbreviated doctrinal statements do clearly indicate that these are the doctrinal points that matter and are agreed upon as basic for that church body.

So is the Amillennial viewpoint of most Churches of Christ a problem?

The Amillennial viewpoint came into the church in the 3rd century with the introduction of allegorical interpretation from Greeks who were skeptical of their centuries-old myths, and became prominent under the Roman alliance with the organized church.  The allegorical interpretation approach, among other features, has been a favorite approach of many churches pursuing greater control of its members and claiming to be the sole body of Christ on the earth, exclusively dispensing the “right” teachings, practices and rituals.

How many teams are in the league?

While not exhaustive, this listing will introduce you to some of the groups:

1. Mainline Group: These believe in their church only, mostly allowing no musical instruments, and do not fellowship with those who do not adhere to their doctrines, which they refrain from publishing as such.  
2. Oak Hills Church, San Antonio, TX: The pastor of Oak Hills Church (‘of Christ’ has been dropped) is Max Lucado, the author of more than 50 books that are sold in Christian bookstores.  Oak Hills Church does use musical instruments, but offers an a cappella service.  It also does not teach baptism as necessary for salvation.  Oak Hills Church publishes a doctrinal statement labeled ‘Beliefs’.
3. Non-cooperatives: These do not support "The Herald of Truth" television ministry and missionary societies of the mainline group.  These are also called ‘independent’.
4. One Cuppers: These congregations use a common communion cup.

5. Pre-millennial: These believe Christ will set up His millennial kingdom after the rapture and punish those left in the Tribulation, whereas most Churches of Christ are Amillennial.  Example: Humble Church of Christ, Humble, TX is pre-millennial.
6. Non-Sunday School Churches of Christ: These do not have Sunday School because it is considered unbiblical.

7. Black or African American Churches of Christ: These are separated by race from mainline, predominantly white churches.  Sometimes, however, Churches of Christ are predominantly black or white simply as a matter of the neighborhood or community and ‘church culture’, as happens at other churches.
8. Boston Church of Christ: (aka International Church of Christ) This church is substantially into tight monitoring and control of those in the group.  There is a set of Denver area Churches of Christ that are affiliated with the Boston Church of Christ.

9. Christian Church (Disciples of Christ): These tend toward more “mainline” views, ambiguity in their views of the future, and allowing musical instruments in the church service.  The Christian Church (Disciples of Christ) tends to be less doctrinal.  Prominent members, at least at one point in time: John Muir, James Garfield, Colonel Harlan Sanders; Lyndon Johnson, Ronald Reagan, Tom Selleck, John Stamos, John Wooden
10: People’s Temple, Redwood Valley, CA: established by Jim Jones, who became a minister of the Disciples of Christ in 1964.  The group ended by mass suicide in 1978.
11. United Church of Christ: This group, in spite of the similarity of name, is not related, but is instead closer to the old line Presbyterian “branch”.  It is the primary modern form of what was once termed, ‘the Pilgrims’ in early American history.
Addendum on salvation through faith + baptism:

ACTS 2:38: AN EXPOSITION

Must One Be Water Baptized to be Saved?

by Ron Merryman,  1998 (copied by permission)

Then Peter said unto them, "Repent and be baptized every one of you in the name of Jesus Christ for the remission of sins and ye shall receive the gift of the Holy Spirit." 

                                                                                                           Acts 2:38, KJV

The seeds of baptismal regeneration sown in the late second century come to fruition in the third and fourth. By then, Church prelates who succumbed to the concept that water somehow mysteriously washed away sins had most of their proof texts in line. Of these, Acts 2:38 was prominent. From then until now, not much has changed with sects and denominations that propagate baptismal regeneration. For example, today in the Church of Christ, one is apt to hear more of Acts 2:38 than of John 3:16!

What does Acts 2:38 actually teach? Must one be baptized to be saved? Does water wash away sins?

The purpose of this article is to closely examine this verse for its true meaning, then to see if that meaning is supported elsewhere in Scripture, particularly in Acts itself. It is the contention herein that the key to understanding Acts 2:38 lies in the use of the preposition "epi" () in connection with "the name of Jesus Christ." 

"Repent"

I. THE COMMAND: "You (plural), all of you, must repent." The verb is second person plural, active voice, imperative mode from metanoeo () which simply means, "to change one’s mind." "All of you," in this case Jewish listeners, "must change your minds," says Peter. Relative to what? The context makes it abundantly clear, you must change you minds about Jesus of Nazareth, who he is, and what God has accomplished through him. Permit me to highlight the contextual relationship.

II. THE CONTEXTUAL RELATIONSHIP OF THE COMMAND: The command to repent follows Peter’s message to a large crowd of Jews assembled in Jerusalem for the Feast of Pentecost. His message (2:24-36) runs like this: 
· v. 22 "Jesus of Nazareth was approved of God among you by signs and wonders. He performed miraculous wonders that proved God was with him, and he did these not privately, nor secretly, but right in your midst."  

· v. 23 "Jesus of Nazareth was delivered by God’s foreknowledge and wisdom into your midst and you crucified him. Though God foreknew the outcome, he nevertheless gave Jesus into your wicked hands."  

· v. 24 "Jesus of Nazareth was raised-up, resurrected from the dead, by God. Your sentence of death upon him was reversed by a higher power, our God."  

· v. 36 After substantiating the resurrection of Jesus, the Messiah, by references to Davidic prophecy, Peter concludes, "Let all the house of Israel know assuredly that God has made this same Jesus whom you (emphatic) crucified both Lord and Christ (Messiah)." 

· v. 37 Pricked in their hearts, the Jews respond, "Men and brethren, what shall we do?" It is to this response that Peter replies, "Repent, all of you… ." 
III. THE MEANING OF THE COMMAND: Come to an immediate and conclusive change of mind abut Jesus of Nazareth, about who He is, and about what God has accomplished through him.

"Repent and BE BAPTIZED everyone of you"

They were not only to repent about Jesus, the Christ, but everyone that did was then to be baptized (immersed). Peter now uses a third person, singular, aorist tense, passive voice, imperative mode verb to impress upon each his responsibility. But the issue is "Why?" "Why be baptized?" 
The answer lies not in the significance of water baptism, neither in the ritual nor in any way connected with the water. The significance is in the fact that they were to do this "UPON THE NAME of Jesus Christ."

"Be baptized UPON THE NAME of Jesus Christ"

The preposition is epi (), not "in" as per the King James Version.1 Epi means "upon," "resting upon," or "upon the ground of," or "upon the authority of." All reputable Greek scholars acknowledge this.2 A. T. Robertson, considered by many to be the Dean of American biblical-Greek scholars, says of the "ground-meaning" (his words), "It is ’upon’…  implies a real resting upon… ."3 
HEREIN LIES THE KEY TO UNDERSTANDING ACTS 2:38: as individuals, they were to repent, then be baptized resting upon the name of Jesus Christ for the forgiveness of sins. 
This understanding is consistent and in total harmony with the customary uses of epi and the name of Jesus Christ in the Book of Acts, as we will demonstrate.

The Preposition epi in Acts: Salvation Passages 
Let us look first of all at epi as it is used in salvation passages in this book.

· Acts 2:21 Peter quoting Joel 2:32 says, "Whosoever shall call upon (epi prefixes the verb) the name of the Lord shall be saved." That is, salvation rests upon the significance of the name of the Lord.  

· Acts 9:42 "And it (Peter’s raising of Tabitha) was known throughout all Joppa; and many believed in (epi) the Lord." Their trust, stimulated and encouraged by the miracle, rested upon the Lord.  

· Acts 11:17 In relaying to the Jerusalem believers how the house of Cornelius received the salvation message, Peter says, "Forasmuch then as God gave them the like gift as he did unto us who believed on (epi) the Lord Jesus Christ; what was I that I could withstand God?" "Our belief as saved Jews," Peter says, "rested upon the Lord Jesus Christ." This is another very clear use of epi in conjunction with faith and salvation.  

· Acts 16:31 Paul and Silas in response to the question "What must I do to be saved?" reply, "Believe on (epi) the Lord Jesus Christ and you shall be saved… ." Rest upon, rely upon, place your faith in the Lord for salvation. Could Paul have made it any clearer!   

· Acts 22:19 In recounting his persecution of Christians, Paul states, "And I said, Lord, they know that I imprisoned and beat in every synagogue them that believed on (epi) thee."  
As in these passages, so with epi in Acts 2:38. The direction of the believer’s confidence for the forgiveness of sins is not in, toward, or upon the waters of baptism, but upon the name, the person of the Lord Jesus Christ! Water, ritual, rites, or baptism have nothing to do with the forgiveness of sins, but resting upon the name of the Lord Jesus Christ has everything to do with it.

The "Name of Jesus Christ" in Acts:4

Salvation Passages

 In the very context of Acts 2:38, Peter states that "whosoever shall call upon the NAME of the Lord shall be saved" (2:21). He goes on to explain that "… this same Jesus, that is, Jesus of Nazareth, is made by God both Lord and Christ" (2:22 and 36), meaning: to call upon the NAME of the Lord is to call upon none other than the Lord Jesus Christ. No baptism here for salvation! 
Moreover, our same spokesman, Peter, tells the Sanhedrin: "for there is none other NAME under heaven given among men whereby we must be saved." No baptism here! Or did Peter simply forget to tell them that "water baptism washed away sins"? The answer is obvious; sins are forgiven totally and only through the person and work of the Lord Jesus Christ at Calvary. Peter knew that; he states it in Acts 2:38 by the use of the preposition epi in connection with "the NAME of Jesus Christ." Then he reaffirms the same truth in Acts 4:12.

Let one other passage in Acts speak to this issue: Acts 10:43. It is not an accident that the person speaking is Peter, who, in telling the house of Cornelius "words whereby he and his house could be saved" (11:14), states, "to him (Jesus Christ) give all the prophets witness that through his NAME whosoever believeth in him shall receive remission of sins." 
What? No water baptism? Peter are you certain? Absolutely, no water baptism; moreover, no circumcision, no law keeping, no ritual, no rite… nothing, except faith in HIS NAME brings remission of sins. Proof: the very moment he spake these words, the Holy Spirit fell upon Cornelius and his household because Peter had told them all the information necessary to be saved and they believed it. The Holy Spirit instantly indwelt them. And not one word to this point was said about baptism! 
Involved in the "name of Jesus Christ" is the idea of his full identity. He is the Lord Jesus Christ, the unique Son of God. Subsumed in his name is his work at Calvary. As Jesus, the Messiah, "the Christ, the Anointed One," the one prophesied in the Old Testament, he died substitutionally for the sins of mankind, for your sins and for mine. Faith in that NAME, confidence in his full identity and mission as it is clarified in his cross and subsequent resurrection, brings immediate, absolute, and total judicial forgiveness of sins.

Conclusion 
Acts 2:38 encourages the hearers to "rest upon (epi) the name of Jesus Christ for the forgiveness of sins." Once they had done this, they were to be "baptized in water." Water baptism is not part of, nor in anyway related to, forgiveness of sins. It is, as Peter will later state, "the answer of a good conscience toward God" (I Peter 3:21b). Since this is true, baptismal regeneration is not only a perversion; it is a heresy of the first order.

Five Strengths of this Exposition
 
1.     It is based upon the normal use of the preposition epi ().

2.     It is consistent and congruent with other statements by Peter in Acts on the subject of forgiveness. We could support this argument with clear statements from the Pauline letters, but in this article, I am trying show that Peter is consistent as is all of Acts on this subject.  
3.     It maintains the normal usage of the preposition eis ("for"), i.e., "resting upon the name of Jesus Christ for the remission of sins." Some good Bible teachers have sought to show that eis () is causal here; i.e., "be baptized in the name… because of the forgiveness of sins."5 Good hermeneutics always seek normative usage.

4.     It is consistent with the normal use of "the name of Jesus Christ" in Acts. 

5.     It is consistent with the salvation of the thief on the cross! 

Endnotes

1 Only two manuscripts of any value have the preposition en () here: Codices B and D. The vast majority read epi (). The King James reading most likely came from D (Codex Bezae).

2 For use of epi () with the Dative Case, see Daniel B. Wallace, Greek Grammar Beyond the Basics, Zondervan, 1996, p. 376; A. T. Robertson, A Grammar of the Greek New Testament in Light of Historical Research, Broadman Press, 1934, p. 600; or H. E. Dana and Julius R. Mantey, A Manual Grammar of the Greek New Testament; Macmillan and Co., 1927, p. 106.

3 Robertson, A. T., op cit., p. 600.

4 "The name of Jesus," "the name of Jesus Christ," etc., or simply "the name" as it refers to Christ, is used 31 times in Acts; 2:21, 38; 3:6, 16; 4:7, 10, 12, 17, 18, 30; 5:28, 40, 41; 8:12, 16; 9:14, 15, 16, 21, 27, 29; 10:43, 48; 15:26; 16:18; 19:5, 13, 17; 21:13; 22:16; 26:9.

5 See Daniel B. Wallace, op cit., pp. 369-370 for a discussion of the causal use of ; he makes reference to Dana and Mantey. Interestingly, Wallace makes no comment on the significance of  as used in Acts 2:38 and elsewhere in Acts!
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’ This section needs additional citations for verification. Please help improve this article by adding citations to reliable
sources. Unsourced material may be challenged and removed. (December 2009)

Under the Design, all churches in the 1968 yearbook of Christian Churches (Disciples of Christ) were automatically recognized as part of the Christian Church (Disciples of
Christ). In the years that followed, many of the Independent Christian Church Congregations requested formal withdrawal from the yearbook. Many of those congregations

became part of the Christian churches and churches of Christ.

The modern disciples have been described as "a Reformed North American Mainstream Moderate Denomination."1%]

VeTeE Restoration Movement [hide]
| Cane Ridge Revival |FirstNational Convention | Chrisian Woman's Board of Missions. | United Christian Missionary Society 11CoC Fommally D
Organized
| Springfeld Presbytery |The American Chrstian Missionary Society (ACMS) | FirstNorth American Chiistian Convention

Christian Chureh (DoC) Restructured

| LastWill & Testament | Firstuse of organs

The Peoples Temple and Jonestown [edit]

In 1955, Indiana preacher Jim Jones founded the organization that became Peoples Temple of the Disciples of Christ, a New Religious Movement grounded in
Pentecostalism. In 1960, the church applied for and was accepted in the Christian Church (Disciples of Christ), attracted by the denomination's tolerance of political views and
local autonomy. Membership conferred the Temple with legitimacy and an umbrella tax exemption. Jones himself became a Disciples of Christ Minister on February 16,
1964.140] The Temple moved to California in 1967, grew substantially to over a dozen locations with a membership that was about 80% black, became politically active along
aline of Socialism, and adopted cult practices. In 1974, the temple leased land in the South American country of Guyana to form the Peoples Temple Agricultural Project,
known informally as Jonestown, growing to 900 residents.

© George Carintm i & Show ll dowrloads,,

& Randy & Jessca Eie . lady vith moving fing...gf H & George Carinjpg





A Timeline of the Churches founded by Thomas Campbell, Barton Stone, Walter Scott and Thomas Campbell’s son, Alexander
(from Wikipedia article on Churches of Christ; this is the simplified version)







� See the previously distributed chart “Family Tree of Denominations”, from Rose Publishing Book of Bible Charts, Maps & Timelines, 2005, page 179, as well as page 178.
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