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Quite a lot about said on this forum about pastors who have fallen into sin and been removed from the pulpit. Typically, things don't end well for such a pastor. They either try to wriggle their way back behind a pulpit and end up, at best, in a "ministry" that has the spector of his past sin looming overhead or the former pastor walks away from the
faith altogether. Do you think things can end well for a disgraced pastor? If so, what does that look like? Does anyone know someone who fell and biblically repented? What does their life look like now? Quite a lot about said on this forum about pastors who have fallen into sin and been removed from the pulpit. Typically, things don't end well for such
a pastor. They either try to wriggle their way back behind a pulpit and end up, at best, in a "ministry" that has the spector of his past sin looming overhead or the former pastor walks away from the faith altogether. Do you think things can end well for a disgraced pastor? If so, what does that look like? Does anyone know someone who fell and
biblically repented? What does their life look like now? I am guessing there are a good number of them. They are likely faithful members of their Church and selling Real Estate or something. They may teach a Sunday School class and encourage their pastor/elders and otherwise keep a low profile and you never hear from them. There is one I know of
personally, an Evangelist who headed a large prison ministry, I really looked up to him and considered working with him after I left the Navy. I was quite saddened to hear of his "fall from grace." My understanding is he was never "caught" but confessed a "single act of indiscretion," repented, and left the ministry. His FB page mentions nothing of
ministry, only that he is selling real estate. Quite a lot about said on this forum about pastors who have fallen into sin and been removed from the pulpit. That is the unusual part. So many don't remove them. They either step down themselves or stay and continue, or more commonly, go somewhere else. I'm thinking of one young man who pastored in
California. The church did remove him. I can't even remember what he did, but he's now in another state seeking a different career. We could write a book on those who stayed on or went somewhere else. I am guessing there are a good number of them. They are likely faithful members of their Church and selling Real Estate or something. They may
teach a Sunday School class and encourage their pastor/elders and otherwise keep a low profile and you never hear from them. You definitely make a valid point. Perhaps the vast majority of men who have fallen from positions of leadership were never "big name" types and have gone on to serve quietly reaching out to others who have stumbled. I
guess when one thinks of pastors who have fallen, their minds gravitate toward the megachurch types. I'm guilty of this myself. They are the most visible and their stories garner the headlines. That is the unusual part. So many don't remove them. They either step down themselves or stay and continue, or more commonly, go somewhere else. I'm
thinking of one young man who pastored in California. The church did remove him. I can't even remember what he did, but he's now in another state seeking a different career. We could write a book on those who stayed on or went somewhere else. If he's seeking a different career, that is a very good thing. We need to be supportive of those who do
the right thing and step down after they have disqualified themselves for whatever reason. My preference would be for the man to remain in the congregation to where he is accountable and from there seek restoration to fellowship (not to his position of ministry). My preference would be for the man to remain in the congregation to where he is
accountable and from there seek restoration to fellowship (not to his position of ministry). In some cases, yes, but if the offense involves adultery, that may not be wise. While there should be forgiveness and grace, some sins are of such a nature to destroy human relationships to a point where interactions between the offender and the offended are to
be eliminated. This is NOT about forgiveness; it's about decorum. Even in forgiveness, there are still consequences. Quite a lot about said on this forum about pastors who have fallen into sin and been removed from the pulpit. Typically, things don't end well for such a pastor. They either try to wriggle their way back behind a pulpit and end up, at
best, in a "ministry" that has the spector of his past sin looming overhead or the former pastor walks away from the faith altogether. Do you think things can end well for a disgraced pastor? If so, what does that look like? Does anyone know someone who fell and biblically repented? What does their life look like now? I know a couple two or three
pastors who ended up disgraced and removed from ministry for a time. One divorced his wife, moved in with his lover, and they had four children. They married during that time, and the new wife got saved. It took nearly fifteen years, but this former pastor repented and came back to the Lord. He isn't a Sr. pastor, but, he is the youth director, and
handles the college and career-aged people in his church. He's been serving now for ten years and is doing quite well. Another one of the preachers left the ministry voluntarily after being caught with porn on his computer at church, and on his phone. He was also involved in a homosexual relationship with a man in the church. His wife continued to
stand by him, though he refused to repent. After two years his homosexual partner in the relationship committed suicide. This former pastor ended up in a mental hospital with depression. He repented and started to make an attempt at going back into the ministry, but, many people would not let him do so. He wasn't allowed to be around any kids,
especially males, and many people pulled out of the church when they found out about his past. He has since left church altogether and holds Bible studies in his home for people who feel neglected/dejected by their churches. It's not going so well with him. The others are all out of the ministry as far as being pastors, but, are doing things in their
churches and working outside of the ministry. Is it possible for them to have a success story? For many I would say "yes." But, alas, for many, it's not to be. They have neither the character, nor the drive to do what is necessary to live the life of a pastor. That is the unusual part. So many don't remove them. They either step down themselves or stay
and continue, or more commonly, go somewhere else. I'm thinking of one young man who pastored in California. The church did remove him. I can't even remember what he did, but he's now in another state seeking a different career. We could write a book on those who stayed on or went somewhere else. I wonder if it's the same man I was thinking
of, except he wasn't so young. He repented and started to make an attempt at going back into the ministry, but, many people would not let him do so. He wasn't allowed to be around any kids, especially males, and many people pulled out of the church when they found out about his past. He has since left church altogether and holds Bible studies in
his home for people who feel neglected/dejected by their churches. It's not going so well with him. You touch on a couple issues I have pondered when I made the OP. First, as [ have already alluded to, is the fact that sexual sins carry with them consequences that forgiveness doesn't cover. Oftentimes, when trust is violated, it's violated till death.
Forgiveness applies only to the penalty and the victim's "right" of restitution. Broken trust isn't restored by forgiveness. Second, is the need of the offender to receive grace. Whereas, broken trust can be a tricky obstacle, Grace is still needed. Whether the person was a pastor or a layman, grace and restoration are needed because the repentant
offender still has a relationship with God. Those who are able, those who have not been violated, need to extend that grace. Paul speaks of this kind of restoration in 2 Corinthians. You touch on a couple issues I have pondered when I made the OP. First, as I have already alluded to, is the fact that sexual sins carry with them consequences that
forgiveness doesn't cover. Oftentimes, when trust is violated, it's violated till death. Forgiveness applies only to the penalty and the victim's "right" of restitution. Broken trust isn't restored by forgiveness. Second, is the need of the offender to receive grace. Whereas, broken trust can be a tricky obstacle, Grace is still needed. Whether the person was
a pastor or a layman, grace and restoration are needed because the repentant offender still has a relationship with God. Those who are able, those who have not been violated, need to extend that grace. Paul speaks of this kind of restoration in 2 Corinthians. So true. I know that though the one had recovered most of his ministerial ability, or at least
the ability to use it, some still don't trust him, though he's shown now signs of possibly falling into the same situations. In some cases, yes, but if the offense involves adultery, that may not be wise. While there should be forgiveness and grace, some sins are of such a nature to destroy human relationships to a point where interactions between the
offender and the offended are to be eliminated. This is NOT about forgiveness; it's about decorum. Even in forgiveness, there are still consequences. If the adultery occurred under the cover of authority as a pastor and the "other party" is also in the Church, then it is probably best that they leave but they need to be accountable wherever they happen
to land and this involves communication between the two congregations so each are aware of the situation. Such is hard to enforce with so many Baptists out there asserting their "autonomy!" This is not the same, but in a similar vein. Bear with me. I was a member of a mega church, a strong, conservative one, with a well-known evangelical Author
and Theologian as pastor. We had 3 campuses. One of the campuses had a young (say, 28-30) year old man helping with music. He had admitted to the elders in private that he had been addicted to homosexual pornography for many years, without any physical involvement with another man. Never dated a woman. His musical skills, and his stage
presence was professional and excellent. People started asking him and the pastors/elders to have him hired as Musical/Worship pastor. When that process came around, his proclivities, sins, addiction started to kind of become public knowledge. The Elders came to the conclusion that his willingness to be subject to a process of repentance, rejection
of homosexual ideas. etc were thorough enough to allow him to lead worship. Except for a couple elders. And what happened is that the elders made public his struggles and in the process, put soft edges on his years long addiction. Those couple elders made their objections official in writing. What ended up happening? In my opinion, his powerful.
charismatic personality outweighed the moral questions. One of those questioning elders, who had been an elder for over 20 years, left the church quietly. My point is this: I've had a lot of experience working with pastors/elders who have fallen, being one myself. Going back into ministry always depends on the particular congregation, how well they
have been instructed in what the Scriptures actually teach on the issue in question, and even more, how good of a preacher he is. There tends to be a lot of grace given to guys who are really good speakers. Not saying that is good or bad. Just saying it. Having just read your post this is why people don't trust staff or if hes a good speaker. People can
see right through it. I work in addiction and they are masters . WOW is all I can say I was a member of a mega church, a strong, conservative one, with a well-known evangelical Author and Theologian as pastor. I guess in Minnesota the definition of “strong, conservative church” is a tad bit different than down south. Talk about red flags and inviting
trouble right through the front door of the church. Shameful. I guess in Minnesota the definition of “strong, conservative church” is a tad bit different than down south. Talk about red flags and inviting trouble right through the front door of the church. Shameful. Not quite. I lived in Minnesota, and in Wisconsin. The term means the same in both
places, but I've found that it's a lot less consequential in the South. What the South calls "conservative" is far from it. Not quite. I lived in Minnesota, and in Wisconsin. The term means the same in both places, but I've found that it's a lot less consequential in the South. What the South calls "conservative" is far from it. I’d be interested in hearing an
elaboration on this. How would you say the terms regionally differ? Not sure what you mean. Are you referring to Fundamentalist churches or Southern Baptist. Because any SBC church who knows this church would say it is a strong, conservative church. Many even call it Fundamentalist. I was just referring to the church you used to attend. The
worst thing is, in an open church business meeting, another elder defended him saying something like "We've examined him and found that he has sufficiently repented and reformed his ways." But what they did not say publicly was that he had been addicted to gay porn as recently as 2 years. Personally I think that warrants much more than an
investigation. It warrants him sitting quietly for 5-10 years and submitting to accountability of the highest order, then starting in a less public ministry, not standing in front of people, leading the congregation in worship. This makes much more sense to me. I guess I misunderstood your previous post. I’d be interested in hearing an elaboration on this.
How would you say the terms regionally differ? I've lived in the South for over 30 years now, and the use of the term "conservative" includes a lot of gobbly-gook about family values, but, it includes the LGBTQ++++ groups, and has for over 10 years now. They talk about good, strong religious values, but include groups like the Southern Poverty Law
Center and the Black Lives Matter groups, but, won't include any of the groups that are caucasian that are conservative. Up North, where I was born and raised, they include most groups whether they agree with them or not. I wish they were as selective as the South is, but, more sympathetica and anti-discriminatory than the South. The worst thing
is, in an open church business meeting, another elder defended him saying something like "We've examined him and found that he has sufficiently repented and reformed his ways." But what they did not say publicly was that he had been addicted to gay porn as recently as 2 years. Personally I think that warrants much more than an investigation. It
warrants him sitting quietly for 5-10 years and submitting to accountability of the highest order, then starting in a less public ministry, not standing in front of people, leading the congregation in worship. When pastors fall they don't take just themselves but many people surrounding them. If what happened at fbc and I was a new christian I would
have left and never looked back. I understand why !! I don't trust pastors they are not God...PS I'm not perfect The longer I am a Christian and read the Bible and interact with churches of every size, the more I question the place of mega churches. The sad thing about fbc the staff was kept there........ what were they thinking. The same staff through
all the trash Page 2 When pastors fall they don't take just themselves but many people surrounding them. If what happened at fbc and [ was a new christian I would have left and never looked back. I understand why !! I don't trust pastors they are not God...PS I'm not perfect I know how you feel. I don't trust many of the pastors these days...many, I
find, have ulterior motives, and aren't in the ministry for the right reasons. I've tried time and again with my own pastor, to trust him and his leadership, but, I've come to the point that I find this is nearly impossible. My wife and I are currently looking for another church...one that has a pastor with a heart for soul winning, for the Lord and HIS
leadership, and for the sound principles that I was taught growing up, not making excuses why we should be growing closer to the worldly system. I'm looking into an old FFF poster who is a pastor in my area (he was on the old FFF way back in the early 2000s...Ron Byers). He grew up in Franklin Road Baptist Church and is the pastor of a small SBC
church here in our area. He still stands for something. So far, my wife hasn't been too enthused about going to his church to visit, but, I believe she's about had enough to finally agree to visit. I know how you feel. I don't trust many of the pastors these days...many, I find, have ulterior motives, and aren't in the ministry for the right reasons. I've tried
time and again with my own pastor, to trust him and his leadership, but, I've come to the point that I find this is nearly impossible. My wife and I are currently looking for another church...one that has a pastor with a heart for soul winning, for the Lord and HIS leadership, and for the sound principles that I was taught growing up, not making excuses
why we should be growing closer to the worldly system. I'm looking into an old FFF poster who is a pastor in my area (he was on the old FFF way back in the early 2000s...Ron Byers). He grew up in Franklin Road Baptist Church and is the pastor of a small SBC church here in our area. He still stands for something. So far, my wife hasn't been too
enthused about going to his church to visit, but, I believe she's about had enough to finally agree to visit. Tony, with your background and all, if Ron Byers is someone you can work with, you should go ALL IN and do what you can to support this Church. Perhaps first the two of you should sit down for coffee and discuss passions, concerns, and
burdens each of you have. I believe the #1 thing we need in a church is sound expository teaching and preaching minus any agenda and minus any "Slick Marketing Campaigns" to lure in certain demographics or whatever. The primary concern needs to be to FEED THE FLOCK OF GOD and the end goal is that CHRIST IS GLORIFIED by this
assembly. Aside from this, everything else will take care of itself and the Lord will add to the church daily such as should be saved. I believe that God has placed me in such a congregation now and it would be grossly understated saying it has been many years coming! Praying for you and Vivian! Tony, with your background and all, if Ron Byers is
someone you can work with, you should go ALL IN and do what you can to support this Church. Perhaps first the two of you should sit down for coffee and discuss passions, concerns, and burdens each of you have. I believe the #1 thing we need in a church is sound expository teaching and preaching minus any agenda and minus any "Slick Marketing
Campaigns" to lure in certain demographics or whatever. The primary concern needs to be to FEED THE FLOCK OF GOD and the end goal is that CHRIST IS GLORIFIED by this assembly. Aside from this, everything else will take care of itself and the Lord will add to the church daily such as should be saved. I believe that God has placed me in such a
congregation now and it would be grossly understated saying it has been many years coming! Praying for you and Vivian! Thanks, Ray. Vivian and I have talked to Brother Ron a couple of times, but, not in person. We plan on setting up such a meeting within the next month or so. Our current church seems to be on a slide into "left field" and we don't
want to be there when they finally make it. I can understand why some of the older people who have been there for 50+ years want to stay. It's not easy to change at this late stage in the game. But, the younger people are already leaving and going to churches that have already hit the far-left ideology. Some are staying and trying to help push this
church that way. Seven years ago, this wasn't the case. This church was pretty sound then. And, we had some pretty good music and preaching. The preaching is still good, but, there's something missing at times. Substance. And the SS material from Lifeway is getting to be superficial and useless. I've made mention of this and been made to look like
a troublemaker. Oh well...so be it. Guess that's what I get for standing up for what's right and Scriptural. I can understand why some of the older people who have been there for 50+ years want to stay. It's not easy to change at this late stage in the game. My grandparents left their Southern Baptist church while in their mid 80s for this reason. Age is
no excuse for what’s right vs wrong. Thanks, Ray. Vivian and I have talked to Brother Ron a couple of times, but, not in person. We plan on setting up such a meeting within the next month or so. Our current church seems to be on a slide into "left field" and we don't want to be there when they finally make it. I can understand why some of the older
people who have been there for 50+ years want to stay. It's not easy to change at this late stage in the game. But, the younger people are already leaving and going to churches that have already hit the far-left ideology. Some are staying and trying to help push this church that way. Seven years ago, this wasn't the case. This church was pretty sound
then. And, we had some pretty good music and preaching. The preaching is still good, but, there's something missing at times. Substance. And the SS material from Lifeway is getting to be superficial and useless. I've made mention of this and been made to look like a troublemaker. Oh well...so be it. Guess that's what I get for standing up for what's
right and Scriptural. Too bad the pastor couldn't be more like John MacArthur and HELD THE LINE on sound biblical teaching and preaching! If people want to move out to left field, let THEM GO! "I came here to stay..." Perhaps the problem was there was no one standing in the pastor's corner encouraging him to stay the course? I am seeing many
of the deficiencies in the SS materials. Much of this can be bolstered up by a good bible teacher who actually studies and prepares on his own? This is what I do whenever I teach in our Sunday School hour. I may stick to the "Subject Matter" but come up with my own outline and notes and basically pitch the SS book off to the side. We are currently
going through the "Attributes of God" and are using material from Regular Baptist Press which is seriously wanting and pretty much insults the intelligence of anyone educated beyond the 8th grade! I looked over it with our Sunday School superintendent and we both agree. I see a need for some real and substantive SS material and may just do
something about it! My grandparents left their Southern Baptist church while in their mid 80s for this reason. Age is no excuse for what’s right vs wrong. I agree. And I never said it wasn't wrong. I said I could understand their staying after so many years in the same church. Change is never easy at that age, especially when someone remembers how
it was and still has hope that their church will go back to yesteryear. It usually doesn't happen, but, hope springs eternal with some. Too bad the pastor couldn't be more like John MacArthur and HELD THE LINE on sound biblical teaching and preaching! If people want to move out to left field, let THEM GO! "I came here to stay..." Perhaps the
problem was there was no one standing in the pastor's corner encouraging him to stay the course? I am seeing many of the deficiencies in the SS materials. Much of this can be bolstered up by a good bible teacher who actually studies and prepares on his own? This is what I do whenever I teach in our Sunday School hour. I may stick to the "Subject
Matter" but come up with my own outline and notes and basically pitch the SS book off to the side. We are currently going through the "Attributes of God" and are using material from Regular Baptist Press which is seriously wanting and pretty much insults the intelligence of anyone educated beyond the 8th grade! I looked over it with our Sunday
School superintendent and we both agree. I see a need for some real and substantive SS material and may just do something about it! Our SS teacher, God bless him, is always bolstering the material, and he does quite a good job. That's one reason we started going back to SS. But, of late, it seems that even he has grown weary of trying to keep
things informative, character-building, and full of thought for the class. Many just don't care anymore and come and go as they please. He's our deacon, and he does a good job of presenting concerns to the other deacons. But, many of them are much older and don't want to "rock the boat," when it comes to things, and the other group of deacons is
much younger and love the modern, contemporary influx into the church, and they show it with their willingness to let the church slide left. I hate this, but, I can't do much about it. I'm in the minority and branded already. I agree. And I never said it wasn't wrong. I said I could understand their staying after so many years in the same church. Change
is never easy at that age, especially when someone remembers how it was and still has hope that their church will go back to yesteryear. It usually doesn't happen, but, hope springs eternal with some. It was a difficult decision and they briefly flirted with the idea of no longer making the effort to find a new church in their mid 80s, but they decided it
was the right thing to do as long as they had the health to drive and walk. Our SS teacher, God bless him, is always bolstering the material, and he does quite a good job. That's one reason we started going back to SS. But, of late, it seems that even he has grown weary of trying to keep things informative, character-building, and full of thought for the
class. Many just don't care anymore and come and go as they please. He's our deacon, and he does a good job of presenting concerns to the other deacons. But, many of them are much older and don't want to "rock the boat," when it comes to things, and the other group of deacons is much younger and love the modern, contemporary influx into the
church, and they show it with their willingness to let the church slide left. I hate this, but, I can't do much about it. I'm in the minority and branded already. By a "Modern, Contemporary Influx," do you mean moving towards the likes of Andy Stanley or Steven Furtick? I would not be going down without a fight! Everyone in the Church knows where I
stand and the pastors and elders pretty much have my back as I have theirs. My grandparents left their Southern Baptist church while in their mid 80s for this reason. Age is no excuse for what’s right vs wrong. I would bet they did this for the sake of their kids and grandkids. This is my primary motivation. Thanks! I'll check it out and will likely pass
over to our eldership. Keep in mind, this is Calvinistic and uses modern versions. Some ideas in the curriculum is more IFB than I would be today It was a difficult decision and they briefly flirted with the idea of no longer making the effort to find a new church in their mid 80s, but they decided it was the right thing to do as long as they had the health
to drive and walk. It's a personal decision, and I'm not going to tell someone much older than myself that they need to get their act together. They answer for THEIR actions or lack thereof, and I answer for my own. Keep in mind, this is Calvinistic and uses modern versions. Some ideas in the curriculum is more IFB than I would be today I have had
some good conversations with some of our elders who know my Calvinistic leanings. I once watched one get into hot water for even invoking the "C" word in a Sunday School situation. I talked to him afterwards bringing to the attention that I often teach things that are overtly Calvinistic without ever bringing up the "C" word and most say "AMEN!
GOOD PREACHING!" because I am careful to ensure that what I am saying is, first and foremost, firmly rooted and grounded in scripture. We knew each other at MBBC and then DBTS. I lead the way to DBTS It was this very reason in 1995 that we started www.freesundayschoollessons.org Check it out! Free to download and freely adaptable for your
own needs. I forgot about this site. I should have given it to our SS teacher, though I don't believe he would have used it. He's going to follow the church's recommendation of using the watered-down junk from Lifeway. UGH! I once had a young couple from a Calvary Chapel church visit. They loved the music and preaching and smaller setting. After a
few weeks, he called me and said, "Are you a Calvinist?" I said, well, that depends on how you define a Calvinist. And I started asking him simple questions, like "Can a person lose their salvation? Who is the ultimate decision maker in salvation? Is God in control of the universe? After a good hour conversation, I concluded that he was already a
calvinist, but just hated it because Chuck Smith hated it. They stayed and he ultimately realized, even though I never did a seminar on the 5 points, that he was a calvinist, and a well-versed one. Calvary Chapels are more "Baptist" than many of them care to admit. CCs pretty much towed the line while Pastor Chuck was alive. When he passed and the
organization split, there wasn't much change at our church. In fact, I was not aware of the rifts in the organization nor of Greg Laurie joining the SBC until very recently. (Our pastor was on staff at Greg's church until the mid 90s). When I asked our pastor about all that went down, he said he was aware of what was going on but chose not to talk
about it because he wanted us to continue what we have always been doing which was focusing on the Word. He said a lot of things happened that he wouldn't have endorsed but that didn't change our mission here in the valley. I once had a young couple from a Calvary Chapel church visit. They loved the music and preaching and smaller setting.
After a few weeks, he called me and said, "Are you a Calvinist?" I said, well, that depends on how you define a Calvinist. And I started asking him simple questions, like "Can a person lose their salvation? Who is the ultimate decision maker in salvation? Is God in control of the universe? After a good hour conversation, I concluded that he was already a
calvinist, but just hated it because Chuck Smith hated it. They stayed and he ultimately realized, even though I never did a seminar on the 5 points, that he was a calvinist, and a well-versed one. So long as Chuck Smith (as well as other CC pastors) didn't trash talk Calvinism, I have never found anything of which I would disagree with him! I have
always loved their expository preaching and CC is the first place where I truly received exposure to such. I still do not like their polity though and have heard many stories about pastors being "dictatorial” in their approach. Pretty much a "Single Pastor Rule." Some have referred to this as the "Moses Model." According to my understanding, there is a
"Board of Trustees" who handles the business side of things but the Pastor is the "Man in Charge." Page 3 Pretty much a "Single Pastor Rule." Some have referred to this as the "Moses Model." According to my understanding, there is a "Board of Trustees" who handles the business side of things but the Pastor is the "Man in Charge." Pretty much.
Oftentimes the "Board of Trustees" is comprised of lay leaders such as elders and other pastors within the region. The main benefit of having board members who aren't "members" of a particular congregation is they cannot be "controlled" by the "man in charge". The "Moses Model" does establish the pastor as being in charge but he is definitely not
at will to rule with an iron fist. He is accountable to others. He will be brought into account if he abuses his power. I personally don't have any problems with this model of leadership as I have seen it work well. My current pastor has proven himself to be above reproach, therefore, I support him even in matters I don't personally agree with. I've seen
many good men pastor their congregation for many years. I've also seen some fail and be removed from office. I forgot about this site. I should have given it to our SS teacher, though I don't believe he would have used it. He's going to follow the church's recommendation of using the watered-down junk from Lifeway. UGH! Thanks! The most dowloads
are early Sunday Pretty much a "Single Pastor Rule." Some have referred to this as the "Moses Model." According to my understanding, there is a "Board of Trustees" who handles the business side of things but the Pastor is the "Man in Charge." Sounds like the church I grew up in in Illinois! UGH! Hate those kinds of places and refuse to go to
another one. The Senior Pastor Pretty much. Oftentimes the "Board of Trustees" is comprised of lay leaders such as elders and other pastors within the region. The main benefit of having board members who aren't "members" of a particular congregation is they cannot be "controlled" by the "man in charge". The "Moses Model" does establish the
pastor as being in charge but he is definitely not at will to rule with an iron fist. He is accountable to others. He will be brought into account if he abuses his power. I personally don't have any problems with this model of leadership as I have seen it work well. My current pastor has proven himself to be above reproach, therefore, I support him even in
matters I don't personally agree with. I've seen many good men pastor their congregation for many years. I've also seen some fail and be removed from office. Pretty much every CC Pastor I have known seems to be a great guy with a heart for God and for those entrusted to his care but I still wouldn't want to establish my membership there. I spent
some time with one here in the Houston area but the membership was quite cliquish and stand-off-ish towards me and my wife so we took it as being not where God wanted us to be. but I still wouldn't want to establish my membership there. No worries. CCs don't maintain membership rosters. I spent some time with one here in the Houston area but
the membership was quite cliquish and stand-off-ish towards me and my wife I've seen that at Baptist church as well. You've probably heard this before but when I first started with CC, I was looking to get back to my fundamentalist roots. I was very surprised to find CC to be more fundamentalist than the MacArthur-esque Baptist church I had
attended for a dozen years. You've made it very clear what you're looking for in a church and it's valid. More power to ya. Last edited: Jun 15, 2023 The Senior Pastor Pretty much every CC Pastor I have known seems to be a great guy with a heart for God and for those entrusted to his care but I still wouldn't want to establish my membership there. I
spent some time with one here in the Houston area but the membership was quite cliquish and stand-off-ish towards me and my wife so we took it as being not where God wanted us to be. We have experienced the same...that's why we're SBC, though we're getting ready to leave the SBC. We're just not satisfied with the way the SBC is headed.
Though they voted to keep men only as pastors, there's still a definite slide towards the egalitarian viewpoint. I am guessing there are a good number of them. They are likely faithful members of their Church and selling Real Estate or something. They may teach a Sunday School class and encourage their pastor/elders and otherwise keep a low profile
and you never hear from them. There is one I know of personally, an Evangelist who headed a large prison ministry, I really looked up to him and considered working with him after I left the Navy. I was quite saddened to hear of his "fall from grace." My understanding is he was never "caught" but confessed a "single act of indiscretion," repented, and
left the ministry. His FB page mentions nothing of ministry, only that he is selling real estate. Or you get someone like David Hyles, running a restoration ministry. Not sure what authority he has to "restore" fallen pastors as I thought that was up to their church and/or ordination board, but he is there anyway. Maybe they get a "Restored Pastor"
certificate signed by Davey boy. Promoted by Bob Gray Sr as well. Falleningrace.com Or you get someone like David Hyles, running a restoration ministry. Not sure what authority he has to "restore" fallen pastors as I thought that was up to their church and/or ordination board, but he is there anyway. Maybe they get a "Restored Pastor" certificate
signed by Davey boy. Promoted by Bob Gray Sr as well. Falleningrace.com I know nothing of this ministry but I do believe we need to be careful how we use the word "Restore." To restore one to fellowship in the body of Christ is very much biblical and is something we are commanded to do. Whether one is "Restored" to ministry is dependent upon
whether the fallen pastor can have those whose faith he has been betrayed "Restore" their trust in him once more. For someone who is a proven serial adulterer, this is a very tall order! I would say one who is truly repentant would rejoice in the fact that they are forgiven and perhaps the congregation trusts them to mow the lawn or something! Do
you believe that a man who has committed adultery is permanently forbidden by Scripture from being an elder/bishop/pastor? Looks like "fallen pastors" may be out of luck. There was some reporting in the past few years on how Church of the Highlands in Birmingham, Alabama was going to construct a retreat center for the restoration of fallen
pastors. "The Lodge, funded by the church’s Legacy donations, is a $4.5 million retreat center where pastors, leaders, and their families will be, according to an original pamphlet, 'mentored, counseled, refreshed, and restored.' The program is the vision of Highlands Senior Pastors Chris Hodges and Dino Rizzo. Both are co-founders of the Association
of Related Churches (ARC). "The project sparked concern over how Highlands and ARC reinstate morally-fallen pastors to the pulpit with seemingly minimal consequences. Some questioned whether the goal to extend forgiveness and redemption to fallen leaders would result in The Lodge becoming a 'safe place' to harbor and enable unrepentant sin.
... "The vision for restoration started when Hodges sought to restore Rizzo, who in 2012 admitted to an extramarital affair while serving as senior pastor of Healing Place Church in Baton Rouge, Louisiana. . . . "The most referred-to example is Micahn Carter. Carter relocated to preach at Highlands as part of his restoration process after being
accused of rape by a staff member at Together Church in Washington State. After the lawsuit escalated, Carter resigned, and Highlands severed ties and affirmed they were 'no longer involved in the restoration process.'” But now Church of the Highlands says The Lodge will not be a retreat for fallen pastors after all. They appear to be backing off
from previous statements: "Vollers stressed in her report that Hodges revealed during a church leadership event in 2021 that he and Highlands Associate Pastor Dino Rizzo were 'in the middle of about 20 pastoral, moral failures or restorations right now' and expressed a desire to be known for restoring these pastors. . . . "Rizzo, a member of the
congregation’s senior leadership team, returned to public ministry in August 2013 at Church of the Highlands, just over a year after he resigned as senior pastor of the Healing Place Church in Baton Rouge, Louisiana, over an inappropriate affair with a woman who was not his wife. . . . "Katelyn Beaty, an author and podcast host who previously
served as managing editor at Christianity Today, stated in a tweet on Monday that she doesn’t believe pastors who have abused their positions should get a 'wellness retreat.' “'A pastor who has abused their power over people doesn't need a wellness retreat. My concern is that this "pastoral recovery" center will be a place where unhealthy leaders
cycle in and out, to check off a box in order to return to public ministry,' she wrote." So if The Lodge at Grant's Mill is not going to be a restoration center for fallen pastors after all, they can still go to Dave Hyles for their "restored pastor" certificate, but I don't believe he is running a luxury retreat for them. The Problem is, there is nothing in the
Bible that talks about Restoration. It talks about Repentance, and forgiveness, and receiving one back into the church, but Restoration is a relatively new concept. I checked out the Fallen In Grace web site referenced in post #47. It is a useful resource for understanding the warped mentality of advocates for restoration of fallen pastors. There are a
lot of articles by Dave Hyles there, with a lot of weird stuff. In this article, he blames the people of Miller Road Baptist Church for the failure of his first marriage. He brags about how his dad Jack helped fallen pastors get back in the ministry, and how Jack brought hundreds of fallen people to FBC-Hammond. No wonder they had so many scandals
there. In another article, Dave gripes about the bitterness of church members who have been betrayed by a fallen pastor and do not want to forgive and allow that pastor to be restored. He says that when congregations struggle after the moral fall of a pastor, it is mainly the fault of the bitter church members, not the pastor who fell. I would think that
anyone who reads this stuff would want to avoid any churches that identify themselves with Dave's rants and that have this policy of restoring fallen pastors. But hey, that's just me. The Problem is, there is nothing in the Bible that talks about Restoration. It talks about Repentance, and forgiveness, and receiving one back into the church, but
Restoration is a relatively new concept. Well, there's something about restoration: Brothers, if anyone is caught in any transgression, you who are spiritual should restore him in a spirit of gentleness. Keep watch on yourself, lest you too be tempted. (Gal. 6:1) Except "restoration" means, as you say: restoration to fellowship. Repentance, forgiveness,
and reconciliation. The Bible doesn't offer restoration to an office you forfeited because you proved yourself unqualified by violating the church's trust. Well, there's something about restoration: Brothers, if anyone is caught in any transgression, you who are spiritual should restore him in a spirit of gentleness. Keep watch on yourself, lest you too be
tempted. (Gal. 6:1) Except "restoration" means, as you say: restoration to fellowship. Repentance, forgiveness, and reconciliation. The Bible doesn't offer restoration to an office you forfeited because you proved yourself unqualified by violating the church's trust. Good distinction. I know nothing of this ministry but I do believe we need to be careful
how we use the word "Restore." To restore one to fellowship in the body of Christ is very much biblical and is something we are commanded to do. Whether one is "Restored" to ministry is dependent upon whether the fallen pastor can have those whose faith he has been betrayed "Restore" their trust in him once more. For someone who is a proven
serial adulterer, this is a very tall order! I would say one who is truly repentant would rejoice in the fact that they are forgiven and perhaps the congregation trusts them to mow the lawn or something! I wholeheartedly agree. Restore to fellowship, not leadership. Well, there's something about restoration: Brothers, if anyone is caught in any
transgression, you who are spiritual should restore him in a spirit of gentleness. Keep watch on yourself, lest you too be tempted. (Gal. 6:1) Except "restoration" means, as you say: restoration to fellowship. Repentance, forgiveness, and reconciliation. The Bible doesn't offer restoration to an office you forfeited because you proved yourself unqualified
by violating the church's trust. Other than friendship with his father, why would a dyed in the wool IFBer like Bob Gray support Dave and promote this on his Twitter page? Other than friendship with his father, why would a dyed in the wool IFBer like Bob Gray support Dave and promote this on his Twitter page? I can't think of any reason to be
supporting Dave Hyles outside of blind loyalty to the Hyles cult of personality. The man shouldn't be let within 50 yards of a church unless he's sitting quietly at the back praying fervently for his own salvation. Page 4 Mt 5:28 But I say unto you, That whosoever looketh on a woman to lust after her hath committed adultery with her already in his heart.
Then this should empty most pulpits. There is a difference between adultery of the heart and adultery. Only one is reason for divorce. We have experienced the same...that's why we're SBC, though we're getting ready to leave the SBC. We're just not satisfied with the way the SBC is headed. Though they voted to keep men only as pastors, there's still
a definite slide towards the egalitarian viewpoint. After being in the UMC for 10 years or so, returning to the SBC and to male preaching is so refreshing. I checked out the Fallen In Grace web site referenced in post #47. It is a useful resource for understanding the warped mentality of advocates for restoration of fallen pastors. There are a lot of
articles by Dave Hyles there, with a lot of weird stuff. In this article, he blames the people of Miller Road Baptist Church for the failure of his first marriage. He brags about how his dad Jack helped fallen pastors get back in the ministry, and how Jack brought hundreds of fallen people to FBC-Hammond. No wonder they had so many scandals there. In
another article, Dave gripes about the bitterness of church members who have been betrayed by a fallen pastor and do not want to forgive and allow that pastor to be restored. He says that when congregations struggle after the moral fall of a pastor, it is mainly the fault of the bitter church members, not the pastor who fell. I would think that anyone
who reads this stuff would want to avoid any churches that identify themselves with Dave's rants and that have this policy of restoring fallen pastors. But hey, that's just me. Remember anything out of dh mouth is trash.... don't waste your time I can't think of any reason to be supporting Dave Hyles outside of blind loyalty to the Hyles cult of
personality. The man shouldn't be let within 50 yards of a church unless he's sitting quietly at the back praying fervently for his own salvation. He and Jack Schaap are so far form who should be allowed in any pulpit, I'd say you would be in direct conflict with God if you put them there. Do you believe that a man who has committed adultery is
permanently forbidden by Scripture from being an elder/bishop/pastor? No...but, I believe his character will always be in question no matter how long he is away from the ministry to get himself together. After being in the UMC for 10 years or so, returning to the SBC and to male preaching is so refreshing. Our pastor preaches pretty well. I went to
visit a cousin and his church has a female pastor....I sat there for about 10 minutes, but, I had to get up and leave...there were so many things wrong with her doctrine, and she misinterpreted scripture to fit her own ideology. I upset my cousin by leaving, but, after pointing out the problems, he started to realize that maybe he was wrong in his
assessment of his own church. Other than friendship with his father, why would a dyed in the wool IFBer like Bob Gray support Dave and promote this on his Twitter page? they have written books together. I'm not a follower of either Anyone know the current status of Dave Jaspers? I met Dave Jaspers in 2007, at which time he was serving as
visitation pastor at Bethel Baptist Church in Schaumburg, Illinois. After that, he was the pastor of Ridgewood Baptist Church in Joliet, Illinois for some years. In 2019 Ridgewood called a new pastor, so Jaspers must have retired at that time. His current whereabouts are not known to me. Well, there's something about restoration: Brothers, if anyone is
caught in any transgression, you who are spiritual should restore him in a spirit of gentleness. Keep watch on yourself, lest you too be tempted. (Gal. 6:1) Except "restoration" means, as you say: restoration to fellowship. Repentance, forgiveness, and reconciliation. The Bible doesn't offer restoration to an office you forfeited because you proved
yourself unqualified by violating the church's trust. True. Why would someone who committed adultery want to jump back into leadership? I never understood this. True. Why would someone who committed adultery want to jump back into leadership? I never understood this. That is a good question. Maybe God gave them real, heart level repentance
and they have cleaned up their life. True. Why would someone who committed adultery want to jump back into leadership? I never understood this. Nor have I, yet, there are many pastors in churches in our area that have done just that, from Methodist, Episcopal, Lutheran, and even Baptist, including my ex BIL who went from being an Independent,
Fundamental Baptist to being a Southern Baptist just so he could feel comfortable getting back into the pulpit....the one I'm seeing this most often in is the Cowboy church That is a good question. Maybe God gave them real, heart level repentance and they have cleaned up their life. If God truly restored and wanted them back in the ministry, perhaps
it should be the congregation saying so? Perhaps it ought to be others around this former pastor who has observed his life, observed his family and determined that God's gifting and calling was once again upon his life? I would think that such would feel like they were being dragged back into the ministry kicking and screaming! In other words, it
would be obvious to all that God was calling him back into the ministry (and yes, everyone knows of his past) and he was unable to run away from it! Its kind of the way I feel should someone offer me a pastorate at this time in my life and having a divorce in my past. No, I have not been offered the position of Senior Pastor in any Church but I have had
this conversation with my Pastor. I think he realizes I COULD find a Church if I really wanted to and I was trying to reassure him that I had no intention of going anywhere unless it was clear to all that the Lord was moving me somewhere else. If God truly restored and wanted them back in the ministry, perhaps it should be the congregation saying
so? Perhaps it ought to be others around this former pastor who has observed his life, observed his family and determined that God's gifting and calling was once again upon his life? I would think that such would feel like they were being dragged back into the ministry kicking and screaming! In other words, it would be obvious to all that God was
calling him back into the ministry (and yes, everyone knows of his past) and he was unable to run away from it! Its kind of the way I feel should someone offer me a pastorate at this time in my life and having a divorce in my past. No, I have not been offered the position of Senior Pastor in any Church but I have had this conversation with my Pastor. I
think he realizes I COULD find a Church if I really wanted to and I was trying to reassure him that I had no intention of going anywhere unless it was clear to all that the Lord was moving me somewhere else. I agree. I met with my mentor, who had pastored the same church for 33 years, of 4000 people, 2 weeks ago to see if I was able to return. First
he said "I would endorse you using your gifts in public ministry. Then he said "Let people recognize your leadership. Don't try to insert yourself." Well, there's something about restoration: Brothers, if anyone is caught in any transgression, you who are spiritual should restore him in a spirit of gentleness. Keep watch on yourself, lest you too be
tempted. (Gal. 6:1) Except "restoration" means, as you say: restoration to fellowship. Repentance, forgiveness, and reconciliation. The Bible doesn't offer restoration to an office you forfeited because you proved yourself unqualified by violating the church's trust. And that is all they are to be restored to, the family/church. NEVER position. It was the
mishandled position that created the pride that fed the iniquity that led to the transgression. to do otherwise would be akin to making an alcoholic, a bartender and expecting sobriety. And that is all they are to be restored to, the family/church. NEVER position. It was the mishandled position that created the pride that fed the iniquity that led to the
transgression. to do otherwise would be akin to making an alcoholic, a bartender and expecting sobriety. Hate to say it, but, I wish my ex BIL would realize that...but, he was IFB...then after my sister divorced him he went back to being a Southern Baptist so he could preach. Shows just how some can change their stance to fit their needs instead of
following the Bible and what they believed before. Hate to say it, but, I wish my ex BIL would realize that...but, he was IFB...then after my sister divorced him he went back to being a Southern Baptist so he could preach. Shows just how some can change their stance to fit their needs instead of following the Bible and what they believed before. Years
ago I befriended a former SBC Pastor who had gone through a divorce. He resigned his pastorate and relinquished his ordination papers and was pretty much given the "Left Foot of Disfellowship" by whatever "Powers that Be" that was over him! He was highly educated with an MDiv and I asked him why he didn't use his degree to teach in Seminary
or find some sort of staff position in a support ministry somewhere? I had recently came out of IFB and was in a non-denominational Bible Church so I had no experience with the SBC at the time. He told me that the SBC pretty much treated divorced pastors like they had leprosy or something! He got a second Masters Degree that got him a job in
Social Services working with foster kids and families. Now that I am SBC (simply due to the fact that I happen to be in an SBC Church), I understand that there are many different factions and flavors within the convention and many I personally would not touch with a 50-Foot Pole! The views regarding divorce and remarriage in the SBC are all over
the board just as they are in the IFB world! Your ex-BIL could have just as easily found an IFB congregation that would have accepted him as SBC! I know little of his personal character aside from some interactions I had with him at the "Model IFB Church" where he was a brand-new staff member. He seemed super nice but like many at this Church,
he came across as a "Car Salesman" and was simply trying to get me to be in his new Sunday School class! I would like to give him the benefit of the doubt that maybe he has learned a few things since then and is a better man for it? I believe that a pulpit committee regardless of affiliation ought to have a high view of the "Husband of One Wife"
stipulation in 1 Tim 3 but they should also carefully examine the exact meaning of the phrase and correctly apply it to whatever pastoral candidate they happen to be examining! Moral character and personal integrity are the main concerns! I would much rather sit under a seasoned veteran with some battle scars, is honest about his past, and has
learned from his mistakes rather than some wet behind the ears kid no life experience aside from being a recent Bible College graduate with a newlywed bride and a baby on the way! Such is "Qualified" for the ministry simply for the fact that they have not yet had opportunity to screw up and make a mess of their life! Years ago I befriended a former
SBC Pastor who had gone through a divorce. He resigned his pastorate and relinquished his ordination papers and was pretty much given the "Left Foot of Disfellowship" by whatever "Powers that Be" that was over him! He was highly educated with an MDiv and I asked him why he didn't use his degree to teach in Seminary or find some sort of staff
position in a support ministry somewhere? I had recently came out of IFB and was in a non-denominational Bible Church so I had no experience with the SBC at the time. He told me that the SBC pretty much treated divorced pastors like they had leprosy or something! He got a second Masters Degree that got him a job in Social Services working with
foster kids and families. Now that I am SBC (simply due to the fact that I happen to be in an SBC Church), I understand that there are many different factions and flavors within the convention and many I personally would not touch with a 50-Foot Pole! The views regarding divorce and remarriage in the SBC are all over the board just as they are in
the IFB world! Your ex-BIL could have just as easily found an IFB congregation that would have accepted him as SBC! I know little of his personal character aside from some interactions I had with him at the "Model IFB Church" where he was a brand-new staff member. He seemed super nice but like many at this Church, he came across as a "Car
Salesman" and was simply trying to get me to be in his new Sunday School class! I would like to give him the benefit of the doubt that maybe he has learned a few things since then and is a better man for it? I believe that a pulpit committee regardless of affiliation ought to have a high view of the "Husband of One Wife" stipulation in 1 Tim 3 but they
should also carefully examine the exact meaning of the phrase and correctly apply it to whatever pastoral candidate they happen to be examining! Moral character and personal integrity are the main concerns! I would much rather sit under a seasoned veteran with some battle scars, is honest about his past, and has learned from his mistakes rather
than some wet behind the ears kid no life experience aside from being a recent Bible College graduate with a newlywed bride and a baby on the way! Such is "Qualified" for the ministry simply for the fact that they have not yet had opportunity to screw up and make a mess of their life! I agree to a point. My ex BIL was very abusive towards my sister,
especially when she lost a set of twins back in the early 90s. He told her it was because of her sin. He also treated everyone in our whole family like crap, refusing to let his daughters get to know anyone in the family. He did his best to block them from knowing their grandparents, and often referred to my father by several different monikers that
were unbecoming of a pastor, and also attacked my own character, and that of my wife because she came from the home of an alcoholic father. Don't get me wrong, I don't dislike the man....I never have, and I never will...but, he was a con artist of the first order. Page 5 Don't get me wrong, I don't dislike the man....I never have, and I never will...but,
he was a con artist of the first order. Given your description of xBIL, I'd have loathed the guy. I agree to a point. My ex BIL was very abusive towards my sister, especially when she lost a set of twins back in the early 90s. He told her it was because of her sin. He also treated everyone in our whole family like crap, refusing to let his daughters get to
know anyone in the family. He did his best to block them from knowing their grandparents, and often referred to my father by several different monikers that were unbecoming of a pastor, and also attacked my own character, and that of my wife because she came from the home of an alcoholic father. Don't get me wrong, I don't dislike the man....I
never have, and I never will...but, he was a con artist of the first order. Seems like he and my ex-wife would get along well! My ex not only tried to isolate our daughter from my parents and family but from hers as well! Pretty much EVERYONE who was onto her nonsense! When our marriage ended, my phone was blowing up with calls from members
of HER family extending their condolences and telling me what a great guy I was putting up with her crap for as long as I had! If the adultery occurred under the cover of authority as a pastor and the "other party" is also in the Church, then it is probably best that they leave but they need to be accountable wherever they happen to land and this
involves communication between the two congregations so each are aware of the situation. Such is hard to enforce with so many Baptists out there asserting their "autonomy!" RUN if this is still around.... How interesting. Cloudflare blocks me from viewing that site. Can't see it in regular Firefox or in an anonymizing browser like Tor. "There are
several actions that could trigger this block"--including, apparently, merely typing the URL into the address bar, or clicking the link on Google. Does it work for anyone else? Last edited: Aug 14, 2023 How interesting. Cloudflare blocks me from viewing that site. Can't see it in regular Firefox or in an anonymizing browser like Tor. View attachment
4440 "There are several actions that could trigger this block"--including, apparently, merely typing the URL into the address bar, or clicking the link on Google. Does it work for anyone else? . I clicked on the link from Fundnomore and this is what came up: The site comes up for me. One interesting note: it is a ministry of a church that has HAC grads
as pastor & assistant pastor. Maybe Dave is looking for partners. Given your description of xBIL, I'd have loathed the guy. I loathed his actions...I did my best to stay civil with him...at times it wasn't easy. I did once tell him I'd fly out to Lake Havasue and kick his butt...my mother was living with he and my sister at that time, and he got onto the phone
and cut the conversation with my mother off...I told him that the next time I saw him I was going to cream his face. I didn't at my sisters request. They had long since been divorced and were meeting to allow him to pick up his 5 daughers for the summer. They were meeting in Nashville, and the police were right there in the parking lot to insure that
the exchange was peaceful since he had threatened my sister. The site comes up for me. One interesting note: it is a ministry of a church that has HAC grads as pastor & assistant pastor. For further Hyles nausea, listen to Dave explain that HE decided not to be a "pastor" For further Hyles nausea, listen to Dave explain that HE decided not to be a
"pastor" I could only stomach a few minutes of this! I could only stomach a few minutes of this! I forced myself to watch the whole thing. The complete arrogance and lack of repentance or regret for what he has done is reflective of the slime that he is. I can't believe anyone in IFB would support this sham, but then remember that it was IFB leaders
that covered up for him. I don't care to listen to either Hyles. It's like ingesting poison. dh will face God one day justice is coming Quite a lot about said on this forum about pastors who have fallen into sin and been removed from the pulpit. Typically, things don't end well for such a pastor. They either try to wriggle their way back behind a pulpit and
end up, at best, in a "ministry" that has the spector of his past sin looming overhead or the former pastor walks away from the faith altogether. Do you think things can end well for a disgraced pastor? If so, what does that look like? Does anyone know someone who fell and biblically repented? What does their life look like now? One thing I don't see
considered here and don't see other posters consider it. What is the will of God YES for one who has fallen and been restored and I mean restored with God in fellowship not necessarily restored to a big minister post. Much seems said in this thread about what this one sought to do or that one. What does God want one to do regardless as to whether
some like it or not. It most certainly is a valid discussion is it counter productive to see one so fallen to seek to take the reigns of high leadership again? I'd say a person should ask why should you feel you should? What are your motivations. Do you really feel you're moving on God's direction? Could it be just your human lust to keep a place of power?



In one sense I can really feel sorry for such individuals. They have went for so many years, starting as youth leaders....going to Bible college...becoming first assistant Pastors....then moving up the way to be a main Pastor or the head of some big ministry and then.....to lose it all. It's like they're then pushing every button and pulling every lever to see
if they can pull out of their tail spin. What a horrible state to see a dear bother or sister in Christ to be in and I say dear brother for we are to seek to want to show meekness towards them and to give encouragement or we better lest because of pride we could fall. Perhaps they're return to large visible ministry isn't the answer but seek to love them
and pray for them that whatever way God can use them in future things that he will make that plain and clear. Make no mistake. God wants to use them and he loves them as he does towards us too who might fail in so many other ways. I think all need to lock into and have a focus on the blood of Jesus which blots out our sins and if we confess our
sins he Jesus is faithful and just to forgive us and cleanse us. This puts us into the position of being just as if we'd never sinned that is before God. NEVER be a devils agent to side in with criticism and condemnation never willing to see that person through the blood. If they've repented and I mean truly have don't dare consider them as some no good
and have a condescending attitude towards them. You may have reservations about their seeking to eventually or anytime seeking to make as we could say a come back into main visible ministry. Just know some of that might be God's leading YES even though a person had blown it bad. It may always be a thing we're were not sure what that person
should do but we do know all of us with give account for following God's leading. They will. We all will. One thing I don't see considered here and don't see other posters consider it. What is the will of God YES for one who has fallen and been restored and I mean restored with God in fellowship not necessarily restored to a big minister post. Much
seems said in this thread about what this one sought to do or that one. What does God want one to do regardless as to whether some like it or not. It most certainly is a valid discussion is it counter productive to see one so fallen to seek to take the reigns of high leadership again? I'd say a person should ask why should you feel you should? What are
your motivations. Do you really feel you're moving on God's direction? Could it be just your human lust to keep a place of power? In one sense I can really feel sorry for such individuals. They have went for so many years, starting as youth leaders....going to Bible college...becoming first assistant Pastors....then moving up the way to be a main Pastor
or the head of some big ministry and then.....to lose it all. It's like they're then pushing every button and pulling every lever to see if they can pull out of their tail spin. What a horrible state to see a dear bother or sister in Christ to be in and I say dear brother for we are to seek to want to show meekness towards them and to give encouragement or we
better lest because of pride we could fall. Perhaps they're return to large visible ministry isn't the answer but seek to love them and pray for them that whatever way God can use them in future things that he will make that plain and clear. Make no mistake. God wants to use them and he loves them as he does towards us too who might fail in so many
other ways. I think all need to lock into and have a focus on the blood of Jesus which blots out our sins and if we confess our sins he Jesus is faithful and just to forgive us and cleanse us. This puts us into the position of being just as if we'd never sinned that is before God. NEVER be a devils agent to side in with criticism and condemnation never
willing to see that person through the blood. If they've repented and I mean truly have don't dare consider them as some no good and have a condescending attitude towards them. You may have reservations about their seeking to eventually or anytime seeking to make as we could say a come back into main visible ministry. Just know some of that
might be God's leading YES even though a person had blown it bad. It may always be a thing we're were not sure what that person should do but we do know all of us with give account for following God's leading. They will. We all will. You make mention of the blood of Christ blotting out all sin, and this is true, but you seem to skip over the fact that
the consequences of sin still remains. Sad that so many lean towards one side to the detriment of the truth. You make mention of the blood of Christ blotting out all sin, and this is true, but you seem to skip over the fact that the consequences of sin still remains. Sad that so many lean towards one side to the detriment of the truth. Sure I don't deny
there aren't consequences for sin or ramifications in committing them. Depending on what they are hinges on just what has to be faced as such. Just know some of that might be God's leading YES even though a person had blown it bad. What if they have blown it so bad that they are no longer scripturally qualified for the office of elder? God will not
lead a man to do what God has said he may not do. I remain rightly skeptical of the "restoration" of a man who a) seems to show no evidence of genuine repentance; and b) is being "restored" only by his and his father's cronies. That's not restoration. It's being an accomplice to the original sin. Do you deny that modern day Israel has anything to do
with Bible prophecy concerning the regathering of the Jews as a nation in 1948? "There is no prophetic significance in the present partial worldly establishment of a Jewish state in Israel. . . . The present small and partial establishment of the nation Israel in unbelief is an entirely different matter from the tremendous miraculous event which is
foretold in the Bible." (Evangelist John R. Rice, "Christ is Coming, Signs Or No Signs," Sword of the Lord Press, pp. 17-18). “Some think that the little nation over there now, established after the War of 1948, is the promised restoration of Israel. It is not. Zionism and Christianity are two entirely different things. ZIONISM IS JEWISH PATRIOTISM
WITHOUT ANY REFERENCE TO THE BIBLE... A bunch of infidel Jews turning down the Gospel, and going on in their infidelity and sin is NOT the restoration promised in the Bible.” (Evangelist John R. Rice, "God's Covenants and Christ's Coming," Sword of the Lord Press, 1979, p. 13) “The present nation Israel and Palestine have no place in Bible
prophecy. It is not the fulfillment of the Scriptures about the restoration of Israel. . . . In 1948 when Palestine was under the mandate of the British, a group of Jews started the rebellion. A war began to seize part of the country. A new Israel, a part of Palestine, was started. The Jews took away from the Arabs their homes and lands by murder and
whatever else was necessary. In war and rebellion they took part of the land now called Israel. These Jews say that God has given that country to Israel, and many Christians back them up... But this is not the Bible restoration of Israel... The promises cannot be fulfilled to any Jew while he remains an unconverted rebel against God.” (Evangelist John
R. Rice, ibid, pp. 20-21) "There is no prophetic significance in the present partial worldly establishment of a Jewish state in Israel. . . . The present small and partial establishment of the nation Israel in unbelief is an entirely different matter from the tremendous miraculous event which is foretold in the Bible." (Evangelist John R. Rice, "Christ is
Coming, Signs Or No Signs," Sword of the Lord Press, pp. 17-18). “Some think that the little nation over there now, established after the War of 1948, is the promised restoration of Israel. It is not. Zionism and Christianity are two entirely different things. ZIONISM IS JEWISH PATRIOTISM WITHOUT ANY REFERENCE TO THE BIBLE... A bunch of
infidel Jews turning down the Gospel, and going on in their infidelity and sin is NOT the restoration promised in the Bible.” (Evangelist John R. Rice, "God's Covenants and Christ's Coming," Sword of the Lord Press, 1979, p. 13) “The present nation Israel and Palestine have no place in Bible prophecy. It is not the fulfillment of the Scriptures about the
restoration of Israel. . . . In 1948 when Palestine was under the mandate of the British, a group of Jews started the rebellion. A war began to seize part of the country. A new Israel, a part of Palestine, was started. The Jews took away from the Arabs their homes and lands by murder and whatever else was necessary. In war and rebellion they took part
of the land now called Israel. These Jews say that God has given that country to Israel, and many Christians back them up... But this is not the Bible restoration of Israel... The promises cannot be fulfilled to any Jew while he remains an unconverted rebel against God.” (Evangelist John R. Rice, ibid, pp. 20-21) "We dispensationalists believe that the
church has superseded Israel during the current church age, but God has a future time in which He will restore national Israel as the institution for the administration of divine blessings to the world." - Thomas Ice "There are a number of ways in which this present age differs from all the ages that preceded. . . . The nation Israel has been set aside as
the particular object of God's dealing and can not expect the fulfillment of her promises during this age." - Dwight Pentecost, Dallas Theological Seminary, in "Things To Come," p. 132 "The Bible does not teach us to be partial to Israel or to the Palestinians because either has a special divine status. . . . A non-covenant-keeping people does not have a
divine right to hold the land of promise. Both the blessed status of the people and the privileged right to the land are conditional on Israel's keeping the covenant God made with her. . . . Until that great day when both Jewish and Gentile followers of King Jesus inherit the earth (not just the land), without lifting sword or gun, the rights of the nations
should be decided by the principles of compassionate and public justice, not claims to national divine right or status." - John Piper "Is the present state of Israel fulfilling Bible prophecy? . .. No. ... A Jew is not a Jew by the circumcision of the flesh but by the circumcision of the heart. So, let us say, then that no unconverted Jew has any claim on the
land of Palestine now. . . . That means that Zionism is not the same as Christianity. Many fundamental Bible teachers have done wrong in putting this on a fleshly basis and not on the spiritual basis. They talk about Israel in the flesh when they ought to be talking about Israel in the spirit. They talk about the fleshly seed of Abraham when they ought to
be talking about Abraham's one Seed, Christ, particularly, as the Scripture says." - Evangelist John R. Rice, "Dr. Rice, Here Are More Questions," Sword of the Lord Publishers, pp. 310, 313 They're pointing in the right direction, but they're still missing the mark. The Church, the bride of Christ, was always the addressee of the prophecies--not Israel
as people, even the antizionists quoted above, think of Israel. Receiving the end of your faith, even the salvation of your souls. Of which salvation the prophets have enquired and searched diligently, who prophesied of the grace that should come unto you: Searching what, or what manner of time the Spirit of Christ which was in them did signify, when
it testified beforehand the sufferings of Christ, and the glory that should follow. Unto whom it was revealed, that not unto themselves, but unto us they did minister the things, which are now reported unto you by them that have preached the gospel unto you with the Holy Ghost sent down from heaven; which things the angels desire to look into. - 1
Peter 1:9-12And these all, having obtained a good report through faith, received not the promise: God having provided some better thing for us, that they without us should not be made perfect. - Hebrews 11:39-40The Church is Zion. But ye are come unto mount Sion, and unto the city of the living God, the heavenly Jerusalem, and to an innumerable
company of angels, To the general assembly and church of the firstborn, which are written in heaven, and to God the Judge of all, and to the spirits of just men made perfect, - Hebrews 12:22-23Let those refuse to sing who never new our God But children of the the Heav'nly King May speak their joys abroad. Agreed - these citations are missing the
mark. The point of the quotes is to show that even many dispensationalists and fundamentalists admit that Jews after the flesh do not currently have any divine claim or entitlement on land in Palestine. The corollary of that is that Christians have no mandate to support such claims at this time. A proper understanding of the Bible takes us beyond this,
to understand that the future fulfillment of land promises to all Christian believers, Jewish and Gentiles, will be in heaven, not on earth. "But now they desire a better country, that is, an heavenly, wherefore God is not ashamed to be called their God; for he hath prepared for them a city." -Hebrews 11:16 "For this Agar is mount Sinai in Arabia, and
answereth to Jerusalem which now is, and is in bondage with her children. But Jerusalem which is above is free, which is the mother of us all." -Galatians 4:25-26 To those who say that the land promises to Jews after the flesh must be fulfilled literally, I agree with that. According to Joshua 21:43-45 and Nehemiah 9:7-8, 23-24, all the land promises
were literally fulfilled, in ancient times, to literal Jews. Been there, done that, now it's time to move on. Yes, the Church is the Spiritual Israel. "And as many as walk according to this rule, peace be on them, and mercy, and upon the Israel of God." - Galatians 6:16. "Another purpose of the cross was to create a new nation, 'the Israel of God,' (Galatians
6:16). This is one of many names for the Church found in the New Testament." - Warren Wiersbe "Israel of God - not the Israel after the flesh, among whom these teachers wish to enroll you; but the spiritual seed of Abraham." - Jamieson, Fausset and Brown. Last edited: May 11, 2024 Agreed - these citations are missing the mark. The point of the
quotes is to show that even many dispensationalists and fundamentalists admit that Jews after the flesh do not currently have any divine claim or entitlement on land in Palestine. The corollary of that is that Christians have no mandate to support such claims at this time. Well done. And yet, we see the miraculous regathering of a dispersed people who
have had no country to call their own since the Babylonian Captivity clearly laid out in Scripture and all of a sudden that should be spiritualized. That is what liberal scholars and skeptics do. I look at the events of 1948 with wonder after reading of the many prophecies in the Old Testament that clearly stated what would happen in the last days and
you ask me to not believe my lying eyes. First, I don't believe the founding of Israel in 1948 was "miraculous." Providential, certainly. It is part of the plans God is working out in history. He promised them land, and he kept every one of those promises, including the ones in which he drove them off the land for disobedience. He sent them their
Messiah, and they rejected him, and God again ejected them from the promised land in AD 70. Neither you nor I can know what his purposes are with Israel at the present time. But a secular state founded by secular Jews isn't evidence of covenant faithfulness. Maybe they're there so God can judge them some more. Second, you said that the founding
of Israel is "clearly laid out" or "clearly stated" in Scripture. Twice. I see no such clear statements, so again I ask you to show your work. What specific Old Testament prophecies point to the foundation of the modern state of Israel in 19487? First, I don't believe the founding of Israel in 1948 was "miraculous." Providential, certainly. It is part of the
plans God is working out in history. He promised them land, and he kept every one of those promises, including the ones in which he drove them off the land for disobedience. He sent them their Messiah, and they rejected him, and God again ejected them from the promised land in AD 70. Neither you nor I can know what his purposes are with Israel
at the present time. But a secular state founded by secular Jews isn't evidence of covenant faithfulness. Maybe they're there so God can judge them some more. Second, you said that the founding of Israel is "clearly laid out" or "clearly stated" in Scripture. Twice. I see no such clear statements, so again I ask you to show your work. What specific Old
Testament prophecies point to the foundation of the modern state of Israel in 19487? It comes down to accepting the prophecies concerning Israel as being literal or spiritual. I laid out my beliefs and don't need to rehash them. Whether you call the regathering of Israel "providential" or "miraculous" it doesn't matter. The Jews are outnumbered 100 to
1 and there are countless examples of unexplained events that have prevented the genocide of modern day Israel. The worldwide condemnation and hatred of the Jews is Satanic but just as God's promise to us as Christians will not be broken, the same is true of the descendants of the Hebrew people. John Gill and Charles Spurgeon couldn't be called
"dispensationalists" but they recognized the prophecies concerning physical Israel as being a future event to be fulfilled literally. The Jews are in unbelief today but one day "they shall mourn for him, as one mourns for an only child, and weep bitterly over him, as one weeps over a firstborn" (Zech 12:10). The Messiah "will come with clouds; and every
eye shall see him, and they also who pierced him (the house of Israel) and all kindreds of the earth shall wail because of him." Even so, Amen" (Rev 1:7). I respect your belief but I simply disagree with it. Last edited: May 12, 2024 It comes down to accepting the prophecies concerning Israel as being literal or spiritual. I laid out my beliefs and don't
need to rehash them. Whether you call the regathering of Israel "providential" or "miraculous” it doesn't matter. The Jews are outnumbered 100 to 1 and there are countless examples of unexplained events that have prevented the genocide of modern day Israel. The worldwide condemnation and hatred of the Jews is Satanic but just as God's promise
to us as Christians will not be broken, the same is true of the descendants of the Hebrew people. John Gill and Charles Spurgeon couldn't be called "dispensationalists" but they recognized the prophecies concerning physical Israel as being a future event to be fulfilled literally. The Jews are in unbelief today but one day "they shall mourn for him, as
one mourns for an only child, and weep bitterly over him, as one weeps over a firstborn" (Zech 12:10). The Messiah "will come with clouds; and every eye shall see him, and they also who pierced him (the house of Israel) and all kindreds of the earth shall wail because of him." Even so, Amen" (Rev 1:7). I respect your belief but I simply disagree with
it. AMEN. I would classify the views in this thread as "Replacement Theology Lite". OK, so I see that you actually did previously quote some prophecies that you say have to do with the regathering of Israel in 1948. That's what I get for reading the thread backwards. Anyway, let's look at your list and see whether they say ("clearly") what you assert.
Amo 9:14-15 "I will restore the fortunes of my people Israel, and they shall rebuild the ruined cities and inhabit them; they shall plant vineyards and drink their wine, and they shall make gardens and eat their fruit. I will plant them on their land, and they shall never again be uprooted out of the land that I have given them,” says the LORD your God."
But to understand these verses, we need to go back farther. Verse 1-10 prophesy the destruction of Israel, for whom there is no escape (1-4). Yet the destruction is not total (8): the nation will be sifted like grain, and some, the remnant of the faithful, will remain safe in the sieve. But all the sinners, who deny their danger, will die. But then Amos turns
to a message of hope: “In that day I will raise up the booth of David that is fallen and repair its breaches, and raise up its ruins and rebuild it as in the days of old, that they may possess the remnant of Edom and all the nations who are called by my name,” declares the Lord who does this. “Behold, the days are coming,” declares the Lord, “when the
plowman shall overtake the reaper and the treader of grapes him who sows the seed; the mountains shall drip sweet wine, and all the hills shall flow with it. (10:11-13) God will rebuild his nation from his faithful remnant. He will rebuild the tabernacle of David. In Amos's day the house of David had fallen so low that instead of dwelling in a kingly
palace, it was as though it dwelt in a tent or a ruin. But God would rebuild the ruins--which is to say, he would restore the dynasty. Has this happened? No, the final Davidic king was Zedekiah, before the Babylonian exile of the southern kingdom. After the exile, the monarchy was restored, but not to the house of David. The modern state of Israel is a
secular republic, not a theocratic monarchy. They are holding their own against their enemies at present, but it remains to be seen if they will be "uprooted" (15) in the future. If the reference to the house of David is to an earthly kingdom, it did not come to pass in 1948. Amos's fulfillment must still be in the future. At the assembly in Jerusalem, James
takes Peter's experience with the Gentiles as the fulfillment of this passage, saying, "Simeon has related how God first visited the Gentiles, to take from them a people for his name. And with this the words of the prophets agree, just as it is written"--quoting Amos 9:11-12. So the Apostles see the fulfillment of this prophecy in the word of God being
given to the Gentiles as well as the Jews: in all nations there are those "called by my name." So this passage isn't properly applied to the restoration of the ethnostate of Israel. Rather, it foretells God pouring out his blessing on Jew and Gentile alike and rebuilding Israel into what it was meant to be: the nation of the faithful, ruled by the Lord Jesus
Christ, son of David, and the King of the Jews. In other words: the church. This is long so I'm going to split it here and continue in my subsequent post. Isaiah 11:11 says the Lord will set his hand the second time - not from the east but from all over the world and the islands of the sea. And Isaiah 11 begins with a messianic prophecy: There shall come
forth a shoot from the stump of Jesse, and a branch from his roots shall bear fruit. And the Spirit of the Lord shall rest upon him, the Spirit of wisdom and understanding, the Spirit of counsel and might, the Spirit of knowledge and the fear of the Lord.... In that day the root of Jesse, who shall stand as a signal for the peoples—of him shall the nations
inquire, and his resting place shall be glorious. (Isa. 11:1-2, 10) Who is the "root of Jesse"? Would anyone on this forum deny that it is the Lord Jesus? We can't divorce vv. 11ff from vv. 1-10. The Messiah is the one raising his flag in vv. 10 and 12--the one in whose name the remnant gathers. Again, was the nation of Israel gathered under the name of
Christ in 19487 Obviously not. Has it brought about the kind of peace we see in vv. 6-9? Very obviously not. If this passage is about the regathering of the nation of Israel, its fulfillment is still in the future. Jeremiah 16:15 says God will bring them back from the north and all the lands. The march from Egypt to Canaan was not a restoration. You cannot
have anything restored to you unless it has been in your possession before, and Palestine was never in possession of the children of Israel until after the conquest by Joshua. Jeremiah foretold judgment on Judah in the Babylonian exile. Verses 14-15 say that just as God brought the people out of Israel into the promised land, so will he bring them back
from the "north" (Assyria) and the other lands where they had been driven. Some were exiled to Babylon, others fled to Egypt (and dragged Jeremiah with him against his will). Hence, yes, the Israelites were restored to their land from all sides. This came to pass in the late 6th century BC. It is not about the state of Israel founded in 1948, or a future
one. Ezekiel 36:21-24 declares that God will take the Jews from among the heathen, gather them out of all countries, and will bring them back into their land, not for their sakes but for the His holy name’s sake “that the heathen shall know that I am the Lord, saith the Lord God, when I shall be sanctified in you before their eyes.” Again, obviously, the
context here is the exile: see vv 19-20, in which the pagans profane the name of the Lord because his people no longer possess their land. Thus in verses 21ff, God promises to return them--not for their sake, but for his sake, because his name and reputation are bound to theirs by covenant. This is, again, a prophecy of the restoration after the exile,
not of a future state of Israel, in 1948 or otherwise. I haven't seen anyone here deny that God still has a future for the children of Israel. But you can't interchange that with the establishment of the state of Israel in 1948 and say they were the same thing. At best, what your proof-texts prove is that the restoration of Israel will be realized
eschatologically--not that it's a present reality. It comes down to accepting the prophecies concerning Israel as being literal or spiritual. Not really. The issue is whether a specific prophecy was intended to have a literal or spiritual meaning. We see instances in the New Testament of an apostle declaring a prophecy or promise, given to Israel, being
fulfilled in the church. If a writer infallibly declares a prophecy fulfilled, that is a literal fulfillment. And because of the authority of the person declaring it so, that settles the question. Furthermore, it's simply false to say, as Dispensational scholars like to, that they read the Scriptures literally while other schools do so "spiritually" or "allegorically."
Every conservative school uses the grammatical-historical method of interpretation. The issue is not that this school uses literalism, and that school uses spiritualization. The issue is where each school does so, and why. If from time to time interpreters must resort to "spiritualizing" a particular passage--if I ever do that--it is because a New Testament
author has done so with that passage, and if we want to remain faithful to the way the Old Testament is used in the New, then we are compelled to follow suit. AMEN. I would classify the views in this thread as "Replacement Theology Lite". *shrug* Call it what you will. It's simply a name for mainstream Christian theology, up until the time that the
Dispensationalists declared ex cathedra that Israel and the Church really have nothing to do with each other. Also, saying something was an allegory, or that there is a spiritual reality to it, isn't saying the narrative isn't historical. The narrative of Isaac and Ishmael and Sarah and Hagar is both historical and allegorical. Hosea 11:1 (When Israel was a
child, then I loved him, and called my son out of Egypt,) is an obvious allusion to the Exodus, yet Matthew says the fulfillment was in the return of Mary and Joseph and Jesus to the land of Israel. Also, saying something was an allegory, or that there is a spiritual reality to it, isn't saying the narrative isn't historical. The narrative of Isaac and Ishmael
and Sarah and Hagar is both historical and allegorical. The word Paul uses in Gal. 4:24 broadly means speaking figuratively, or by way of analogy. It doesn't necessarily mean allegory, as we understand that literary device. What he does with the Hagar story is more akin to what we call typology--events, persons, etc. in the Old Testament that
prefigure something in the New. As you say, Paul doesn't deny or downplay the literal historicity of the Sarah-Hagar story. He just says it foreshadows the relationship between Christ and the Jews or Gentiles that have faith. Allegory relies on some external key to unlock its meaning. The Hellenistic Jewish philosopher Philo interpreted the Sarah-
Hagar story such that Hagar represented basic secular education, while Sarah was the life of the mind. There's nothing in the text to suggest that. Philo imported it from outside. That's allegory. No one here is doing that. The Roman Church developed a fourfold interpretation of Scripture involving the literal sense and three levels of allegory. The
Reformation rejected that, and went back to the grammatical-historical method. Philo is saying, "This is really that," while Paul's typology is saying, "This is itself, but it's also that." Matthew's use of the Old Testament (such as your Hos. 11:1 example) also leans heavily on typology. I often like to point out his use of Judges 13:5 in Matt. 2:23. The
former isn't an announcement of Jesus's birth, but Samson's. There's actually no linguistic connection between the words "Nazarene" and "Nazirite." It's wordplay. But Matthew uses Samson as a type of Christ, and his readers would have understood his meaning: like Samson, Jesus is the strong man who plunders his enemy and sacrifices himself to
save his people. Last edited: May 12, 2024 . . . quoting Amos 9:11-12. So the Apostles see the fulfillment of this prophecy in the word of God being given to the Gentiles as well as the Jews: in all nations there are those "called by my name." So this passage isn't properly applied to the restoration of the ethnostate of Israel. Rather, it foretells God
pouring out his blessing on Jew and Gentile alike and rebuilding Israel into what it was meant to be: the nation of the faithful, ruled by the Lord Jesus Christ, son of David, and the King of the Jews. In other words: the church. Ransom is correct. The subject of the Jerusalem Conference was the place of Gentiles in God's plan. It was not about the
restoration of literal, national Israel - that subject was not even brought up. It was about the Church and the place of the Gentiles in it. "Now as it refers to Messiah's kingdom, [Amos 9:11-12] is a prophecy of the conversion of the Gentiles, as appears Acts 15:16-17. . . . That this is a prophecy of setting up the kingdom of the Messiah, and bringing in
the Gentiles, is very certain." - Matthew Poole "The remnant shall return . . . shall form themselves into Christian churches and set up pure doctrine, worship, and discipline among them, according to the Gospel charter, by which Christ's cities are incorporation. The kingdom of the Messiah shall take such deep rooting in the world as never to be
rooted out of it (v. 15): I will plant them upon their land. God's spiritual Israel shall be planted by the right hand of God Himself upon the land assigned them, and they shall no more be pulled up out of it, as the old Jewish church was." - Matthew Henry "The words of Amos, 'all the nations upon whom my name is called,' clearly imply that Edom and all
the Gentiles are to be incorporated with Israel as the people of the Lord. [That is not "Replacement Theology.]" . . . The words quoted by James apply directly and definitely to the situation under discussion, the status of the Gentiles in the Church, and that this is the reason that James appealed to them. . . . The only natural interpretation of this
passage is that it refers to the Church age and to the ingathering of the Gentiles during that age." - Oswald Allis "All the commentators we have been able to consult on this passage, including Meyer, Wordsworth, Canon Cook, Plumptre, Lechler in Lange, Schaff, A.R. Fausset, Olshausen, Cambridge Bible, Abbot, Howson and Spence, Hackett, and
Alford, interpret the prophecy quoted as referring to the reception of the Gentiles to the gospel, and their subsequent salvation and gathering into Christ's spiritual kingdom in the present dispensation." - Calvin Goodspeed, "Messiah's Second Advent." Those who believe that James was quoting Amos as a prediction of a yet-future national restoration
of Israel, at a time when the literal destruction of that nation had just been predicted and decreed (Matthew 21:18-21, 43, 23:37-39, 24:2) are ignoring the historical context of the times. This was not a prophecy conference or "Night to Honor Israel" - it was all about the place of Gentiles in the Church. Thank you, Old Judge, for this information. I was
not aware of this latest dramatic reduction in faculty. It appears that the faculty count at BJU has been declining for some time now. See this newsletter from BJU dated one year ago - March 3, 2024: "As of March 1 [2024], nineteen current faculty members were confirmed as not returning for the 2024-25 academic year at Bob Jones University. Out
of the nineteen, seven faculty members are retiring, and five have submitted their resignations. One resignation is due to dissatisfaction, and four are due to normal transitions like becoming a stay-at-home mom or becoming a full-time pastor. The contracts for seven faculty members were not renewed — most of these non-renewal decisions resulted
from low enrollment in specific programs. "Though not abnormal within higher education, these changes naturally generate important questions within our BJU community." See also this notice from What in the World: "This Board Meeting is not on the schedule. But the Board is meeting on Friday, April 4. Meanwhile, the students are pushing a 'Meet
you at the Pole' prayer meeting. The entire constituency is talking about how Crockett wants out. Three top admin have resigned. Their financial assets have dropped to half (story is ongoing). This is ominous, folks." His Dad was Leigh Crockett. A typical Fighting Fundy. I heard him do a wedding for a friend of mine and he totally butchered every text
he read and preached on. Gung-ho or absent minded? In post #2 above, I cited the statement from "What In the World" that "the entire constituency is talking about how Crockett wants out." I thought that was an unsubstantiated rumor. Well, as it turns out, it has now been substantiated. President Crockett would like to go back to his previous
position as pastor at Morningside Baptist. “'The university is not going to close, and I have not resigned,' Crockett told the students in an effort to quell spreading rumors. . . . "BJU has faced financial and enrollment challenges over the last several years. According to the National Center for Education Statistics profile of the college, enrollment was
only 2,893 in the fall semester of 2023. In 2009, enrollment was 4,998. "In his address to alumni in the fall, Crockett reported significant staffing cuts of at least 10 percent. He also said BJU Press has been subsidizing the university financially. Over the past five years, it provided $100 million in gross revenue to the university, he said." "During
Crockett’s time as president, the university has gone through a round of both staff and faculty layoffs. In a public message to alumni, Crockett said that 'We had to make some very difficult but necessary decisions. . . to right size our workforce by about 10%.'” "This morning, [April 7] Dr. Joshua Crockett informed the Bob Jones University faculty and
staff he is a candidate for senior pastor of Morningside Baptist Church in Greenville, the position he held for nine years prior to becoming the president of BJU in May 2024. . . . "As the process to appoint a new CEO progresses, Dr. Crockett strongly encourages the pursuit of unity. In his statement to faculty and staff this morning, he acknowledged
the past and even present disagreements within the BJU community saying 'the answer is not to retaliate or escalate a family feud - like the Hatfields & McCoys. The answer is not to react or pick fights on social media. New Testament Christians are called to build up, not blow up. We’re called to edification not detonation. We need to pursue
reconciliation and restoration. We need unity.'” Here's the word, straight from the horses's mouth - in this 10 minute video, President Crockett explains what is going on and why they are laying off 10% of the faculty. The student/teacher ratio at BJU, 12/1, is lower than other Christian colleges, so the layoffs constitute a "right-sizing" of the faculty.
The college must cut back due to lower enrollment, disruptions from COVID, instability due to presidential transitions, and the addition of intercollegiate sports. Dollar savings will be used to build up an endowment and invest in infrastructure. The college is heavily subsidized by BJU Press which is experiencing record sales volume. Bob Jones
Academy has record enrollment and it is hoped that this will increase further if the state of South Carolina approves vouchers for private schooling. Latest update: "Falling enrollment, faculty cuts, and administrative resignations — Bob Jones University appears to be a college in turmoil. . . . "A group called 'BJU-New Contract' has proposed a series of
actions they say the university must take if it is to survive. . . . Two primary actions they recommend are the resignation or termination of Dr. Bob Jones III as chancellor and the replacement of the entire board of trustees. . . . "Camille Lewis, a BJU graduate who also taught there 1992 to 2007, has been tracking the faculty cuts in what she calls the
'BJU brain drain.' She has counted 70 out of 267 'reduced' or otherwise departing faculty members, about 40% of whom have terminal degrees — the highest degree in their academic discipline. “'The scholars that made BJU credible are leaving,' Lewis told MinistryWatch, adding that not only is it a blow to the faculty who lost their positions, but
some of the faculty have had their class load tripled." Last edited: Apr 16, 2025 A young lady I know who graduated from B] is now working for the BJ Press. Her whole family are graduates of BJ. Michael Pettit, son of ousted BJU President Steve Pettit, has issued an update statement on the situation at BJU. (Obviously, he might have a personal bias
in favor of his father, as he raises questions about the competency of Josh Crockett who replaced his father). Pettit challenges the statement by Josh Crockett that “Nothing should change from your perspective," saying that "Over 100 students withdrew after Christmas 2024; Transfer activity increased, with visits to Liberty and other schools; The
executive team is fragmented or resigning; A CEO is being hired; The president is preparing to leave, a fact not disclosed in the announcement." Pettit is critical of Crockett's failure to travel in order to recruit students, the way Steve Pettit did. He comments, "How can prospective students make informed decisions when information is selectively
withheld or framed? . . . You do not restore trust by telling people they’re safe while leaving out the part about leaving. Bob Jones University is more than a school. It is trust. And trust begins with truth.” Josh Crockett has gone back to his previous pastorate at Morningside Baptist Church in Greenville, South Carolina, although it appears that he will
continue to have an unspecified "leadership" role at Bob Jones University. Bruce McAllister is the new President: There is already some criticism of this appointment from the peanut gallery - see statement by Michael Pettit from Ministry Watch article: “Bruce’s appointment is not leadership. It’'s managed decline. This is Dr. Bob’s shadow government
at work. There was a future. There was a path forward. But it was stripped from you by men clinging to power, legacy, and probable financial gain. This is a tragedy - make no mistake. And unless something changes, it likely ends in closure around the 100th.” (Cartoon posted on Facebook by Michael Pettit) Last edited: May 20, 2025 Yeah, BJU is
done. The FBFI cried foul when Pettit made changes, and BJU III stepped in and exercised his authority. that was the beginning of the end. I have heard numerous people in my personal life claim that Bruce McAllister will inject new life into a dying Bob Jones University. What thinkest thou? Current state of BJU: This article, dated May 21, 2025, has
a rather grim, pessimistic headline: "Bob Jones University graduate and long-time faculty member Bruce McAllister will be the next president of his alma mater, taking over at the private, conservative Christian college whose leadership clashes, financial woes and plummeting enrollment pose existential threats to the 98-year-old institution. "Though
some have called for fresh ideas and a reboot in leadership for the struggling school, trustees opted unanimously for an insider with close personal ties to Bob Jones III, grandson of the school's founder and its third president. . . . "But the school, ascendant in the 1990s, started a slow skid in the 2000s. In 2023, Bob Jones' enrollment had shrunk to
2,900 from a high of 4,228 students in 2007, state records show. . . . "The school's centennial, McAllister said, would be an opportunity for raising money from the school's wide alumni network, which includes key officials in state and local government. BJU Inc., the nonprofit arm of the school, reported net assets of $203 million in 2017, filings show.
The school's net assets had plummeted to $79 million by 2023. ""We will seek God for His help to raise a very, very substantial centennial offering, and we will begin that, probably this fall,' McAllister said. "We shall strive to regain the confidence of those who are discouraged and disenchanted.'" The administration only reported 1,893 undergraduate
students to South Carolina's Department of Education this past fall. If the rumors circulated by Michael Pettit are true and over one-hundred students left in between the fall and the spring semesters, that would place BJU's undergraduate enrollment in the mid-1700s range. Someone with expertise in analysis of Form 990s may want to click on the
links in post #16, 4th paragraph and tell us what these figures say about the financial trajectory of BJU. The figures do not look so good to me: Part I Total Revenue - $212,395,892 in 2016, down to $104,924,483 in 2022. Contributions and Grants - $194,758,346 in 2016, down to $8,010,863 in 2022. Did everybody stop donating? However, "Program
Service Revenue," whatever that is, was way up in 2022. Obsession....it's more than just a fragrance. If you go to West Coast Baptist College and look under their music department there is a Statement Regarding Mike Zachary If you go to West Coast Baptist College and look under their music department there is a Statement Regarding Mike Zachary
Aww man. There was like a hundred pages of conjecture about coverups, how PC is just like JH & JS, and other things to go here. Now they went and put out a statement and we all have to figure a way around it. I know, someone post how this is like the first announcement by PC ever. He only did this cause, well, just let your imagination go wild.
Obsession....it's more than just a fragrance. Just curious on your take of GSBC's statement vs WCBC's statement. How you gonna spin this one to make Chappell smell like roses? VS Makes this a whole lot more believable: "This was a comment from a link SFL posted re:WCBC statement. "~Here Is What They Wona€™t Tell You~ Approximately 3
years ago Dr. Zachary left NVBC/GSBC to work for Paul Chappell at LBC/WCBC. It was a shock, but there was very little negative stigmatism attached. It was generally accepted that Dr. Zachary simply found a better opportunity and was a€celeda€ to resign. What actually happened was that Dr. Zachary had been found to be having a nonconsensual
sexual relationship with one of Brad Boruffa€™s sons. It is possible the son was an adult at the time which is why it was not reported to the police. (Jack Trieber takes a strong verbal stance on reporting child abuse (not a physical stance though, as he swept under the carpet the fact this his brother in law abused and impregnated an underaged girl
many many years ago)). It is very much worth mentioning, however, that Dr. Zachary is still a predator even if the son was a€ceof agea€. The student teacher relationship is a strong enough bond as is; throw in the fact that Dr. Zachary has known the Boruffs for decades and this definitely turns this case into abuse. The son is a victim. Jack Trieber
was made aware of that situation and it wasna€™t long until a spot was found for him to a€oceservea€ elsewhere. Everyone (Zachary, Boruff, Trieber) agreed that this was the best course of action and thus things were swept clean around NV and everyone moved on. Staff (except a select few) new nothing of this situation. Certainly the deacons were
left in the dark on this one. ~Fast Forward~ Three weeks ago, a victim of Dr. Zacharya€™s came forward with accusations of sexual abuse/misconduct. Another side note worth mentioning is that it is still not confirmed whether or not he took advantage of minors. (Thus the police investigation rather than an arrest like in Jack Schaapa€™s case.) Paul
Chappel (pastor of Lancaster Baptist Church) contacted Jack Trieber with the news and they began to take action. Jack Trieber met with Brad Boruff and they both decided that it would be best if Boruff resigned immediately (regardless of the fact that GSBC graduation was just days away). Jack Trieber then brought in CLA/David Gibbs III to draw up
a legal contract stating that Jack Trieber had no pryer knowledge of this situation. Jack Trieber gave Brad Boruff a substantial severance package in exchange for his silence. The contract also makes clear that Brad Boruff is not to start or take over a church within 50 miles of North Valley Baptist Church. Jack Trieber knew about this situation from
the very beginning. ~My View~ People of North Valley Baptist Church, students of the great Golden State Baptist College, your pastor is a wolf in shepherds clothing. Please stop worshipping at the feet of Pastor Trieber and start dining at the table of your Savior. I implore you, if you have further information regarding the abuse or have been abused
please go directly to the police. DO NOT &€cereceive counsela€ from Jack Trieber regarding this situation." Some of us have been watching this kind of junk for decades. It is not difficult to spot a cover-up, experience does teach one to know the signs. Back in JH day things would have been far different if social media was in use. Cover-up would have
been nearly impossible. Obsession....it's more than just a fragrance. Just curious on your take of GSBC's statement vs WCBC's statement. How you gonna spin this one to make Chappell smell like roses? The GSBC article is a rebuttal to the WCBC article. That was a big ole slap in the face from Trieber to Chappell. Those are very contradictory articles.
I posted earlier in response to the witch hunt that often goes on here. I am not sure who knew what, but: Either Trieber did not reveal all that he said he did or Chappell did not vet his new employee well at all. Neither is acceptable. The truth will be hard to get too, but this looks bad on both of them. To be honest, I am happy that some formal
declaration was made by both institutions, even with much information lacking. I have been in nationally known churches when an announcement was made that someone is guilty of a sin that has caused them to no longer be able to be employed at a church. The request is made to pray for them and the family as they face difficult times. To help
them find restoration, they are moving to a new area. I have no doubt that both of these institutions did this in their local churches. What was normally lacking, was the statement to others. We are independent churches, so there really needs to be no formal statement to the public, other than warning the next church to which they move. However,
when you promote your ministry and its leaders across the nation, sell your ideas and recruit members from other churches, you have a responsibility to inform those other churches. I think that maybe our voices on this forum and others like it is helping leaders in these institutions to recognize this need. Yes, I wish they were more honest and less
"don't sue me," but we have made some progress in our movement. Maybe it will be a little while yet before teh leaders of the movement realize what the some of us have discovered in Scripture - Repentance is part of Restoration. To be honest, I am happy that some formal declaration was made by both institutions, even with much information
lacking. I have been in nationally known churches when an announcement was made that someone is guilty of a sin that has caused them to no longer be able to be employed at a church. The request is made to pray for them and the family as they face difficult times. To help them find restoration, they are moving to a new area. I have no doubt that
both of these institutions did this in their local churches. What was normally lacking, was the statement to others. We are independent churches, so there really needs to be no formal statement to the public, other than warning the next church to which they move. However, when you promote your ministry and its leaders across the nation, sell your
ideas and recruit members from other churches, you have a responsibility to inform those other churches. I think that maybe our voices on this forum and others like it is helping leaders in these institutions to recognize this need. Yes, I wish they were more honest and less "don't sue me," but we have made some progress in our movement. Maybe it
will be a little while yet before teh leaders of the movement realize what the some of us have discovered in Scripture - Repentance is part of Restoration. Heavy heavy hangs over the head of any church that does not warn other churches. Them that sin rebuke before all, that others also may fear. We should obey God rather than man. Man of God-ism
has been rampant in IFB churches the last few decades. It is such an abominable heresy. It turns each IFB church that practices it into a mini Catholic Church. Obsession....it's more than just a fragrance. Just curious on your take of GSBC's statement vs WCBC's statement. How you gonna spin this one to make Chappell smell like roses? VS Makes this
a whole lot more believable: "This was a comment from a link SFL posted re:WCBC statement. "~Here Is What They Wona€™t Tell You~ Approximately 3 years ago Dr. Zachary left NVBC/GSBC to work for Paul Chappell at LBC/WCBC. It was a shock, but there was very little negative stigmatism attached. It was generally accepted that Dr. Zachary
simply found a better opportunity and was d€celeda€ to resign. What actually happened was that Dr. Zachary had been found to be having a nonconsensual sexual relationship with one of Brad Boruffa€™s sons. It is possible the son was an adult at the time which is why it was not reported to the police. (Jack Trieber takes a strong verbal stance on
reporting child abuse (not a physical stance though, as he swept under the carpet the fact this his brother in law abused and impregnated an underaged girl many many years ago)). It is very much worth mentioning, however, that Dr. Zachary is still a predator even if the son was d€ceof agea€. The student teacher relationship is a strong enough bond
as is; throw in the fact that Dr. Zachary has known the Boruffs for decades and this definitely turns this case into abuse. The son is a victim. Jack Trieber was made aware of that situation and it wasna€™t long until a spot was found for him to 4€ceservea€ elsewhere. Everyone (Zachary, Boruff, Trieber) agreed that this was the best course of action
and thus things were swept clean around NV and everyone moved on. Staff (except a select few) new nothing of this situation. Certainly the deacons were left in the dark on this one. ~Fast Forward~ Three weeks ago, a victim of Dr. Zacharya€™s came forward with accusations of sexual abuse/misconduct. Another side note worth mentioning is that it
is still not confirmed whether or not he took advantage of minors. (Thus the police investigation rather than an arrest like in Jack Schaapa€™s case.) Paul Chappel (pastor of Lancaster Baptist Church) contacted Jack Trieber with the news and they began to take action. Jack Trieber met with Brad Boruff and they both decided that it would be best if
Boruff resigned immediately (regardless of the fact that GSBC graduation was just days away). Jack Trieber then brought in CLA/David Gibbs III to draw up a legal contract stating that Jack Trieber had no pryer knowledge of this situation. Jack Trieber gave Brad Boruff a substantial severance package in exchange for his silence. The contract also
makes clear that Brad Boruff is not to start or take over a church within 50 miles of North Valley Baptist Church. Jack Trieber knew about this situation from the very beginning. ~My View~ People of North Valley Baptist Church, students of the great Golden State Baptist College, your pastor is a wolf in shepherds clothing. Please stop worshipping at
the feet of Pastor Trieber and start dining at the table of your Savior. I implore you, if you have further information regarding the abuse or have been abused please go directly to the police. DO NOT &€cereceive counsela€ from Jack Trieber regarding this situation." How is it that you know without a shadow of a doubt that Jack Trieber had prior
knowledge. And if you do not know without a shadow of a doubt, then it is reckless of you to post such. Obsession....it's more than just a fragrance. Just curious on your take of GSBC's statement vs WCBC's statement. How you gonna spin this one to make Chappell smell like roses? VS Makes this a whole lot more believable: "This was a comment
from a link SFL posted re:WCBC statement. "~Here Is What They Wona€™t Tell You~ Approximately 3 years ago Dr. Zachary left NVBC/GSBC to work for Paul Chappell at LBC/WCBC. It was a shock, but there was very little negative stigmatism attached. It was generally accepted that Dr. Zachary simply found a better opportunity and was d€celeda€
to resign. What actually happened was that Dr. Zachary had been found to be having a nonconsensual sexual relationship with one of Brad Boruffa€™s sons. It is possible the son was an adult at the time which is why it was not reported to the police. (Jack Trieber takes a strong verbal stance on reporting child abuse (not a physical stance though, as
he swept under the carpet the fact this his brother in law abused and impregnated an underaged girl many many years ago)). It is very much worth mentioning, however, that Dr. Zachary is still a predator even if the son was a€oeof agea€. The student teacher relationship is a strong enough bond as is; throw in the fact that Dr. Zachary has known the
Boruffs for decades and this definitely turns this case into abuse. The son is a victim. Jack Trieber was made aware of that situation and it wasnd€™t long until a spot was found for him to 4€ceservea€ elsewhere. Everyone (Zachary, Boruff, Trieber) agreed that this was the best course of action and thus things were swept clean around NV and
everyone moved on. Staff (except a select few) new nothing of this situation. Certainly the deacons were left in the dark on this one. ~Fast Forward~ Three weeks ago, a victim of Dr. Zacharya€™s came forward with accusations of sexual abuse/misconduct. Another side note worth mentioning is that it is still not confirmed whether or not he took
advantage of minors. (Thus the police investigation rather than an arrest like in Jack Schaapa€™s case.) Paul Chappel (pastor of Lancaster Baptist Church) contacted Jack Trieber with the news and they began to take action. Jack Trieber met with Brad Boruff and they both decided that it would be best if Boruff resigned immediately (regardless of the
fact that GSBC graduation was just days away). Jack Trieber then brought in CLA/David Gibbs III to draw up a legal contract stating that Jack Trieber had no pryer knowledge of this situation. Jack Trieber gave Brad Boruff a substantial severance package in exchange for his silence. The contract also makes clear that Brad Boruff is not to start or take
over a church within 50 miles of North Valley Baptist Church. Jack Trieber knew about this situation from the very beginning. ~My View~ People of North Valley Baptist Church, students of the great Golden State Baptist College, your pastor is a wolf in shepherds clothing. Please stop worshipping at the feet of Pastor Trieber and start dining at the
table of your Savior. I implore you, if you have further information regarding the abuse or have been abused please go directly to the police. DO NOT a€cereceive counsela€ from Jack Trieber regarding this situation." How is it that you know without a shadow of a doubt that Jack Trieber had prior knowledge. And if you do not know without a shadow
of a doubt, then it is reckless of you to post such. I am confused. Where did HB say words such as, "I know without a shadow of a doubt that Jack Trieber had prior knowledge"? Is that in a previous post by HB? Obsession....it's more than just a fragrance. Just curious on your take of GSBC's statement vs WCBC's statement. How you gonna spin this one
to make Chappell smell like roses? VS Makes this a whole lot more believable: "This was a comment from a link SFL posted re:WCBC statement. "~Here Is What They Wona€ ™t Tell You~ Approximately 3 years ago Dr. Zachary left NVBC/GSBC to work for Paul Chappell at LBC/WCBC. It was a shock, but there was very little negative stigmatism
attached. It was generally accepted that Dr. Zachary simply found a better opportunity and was &€celeda€ to resign. What actually happened was that Dr. Zachary had been found to be having a nonconsensual sexual relationship with one of Brad Boruffa€™s sons. It is possible the son was an adult at the time which is why it was not reported to the
police. (Jack Trieber takes a strong verbal stance on reporting child abuse (not a physical stance though, as he swept under the carpet the fact this his brother in law abused and impregnated an underaged girl many many years ago)). It is very much worth mentioning, however, that Dr. Zachary is still a predator even if the son was d€ceof agea€. The
student teacher relationship is a strong enough bond as is; throw in the fact that Dr. Zachary has known the Boruffs for decades and this definitely turns this case into abuse. The son is a victim. Jack Trieber was made aware of that situation and it wasna€™t long until a spot was found for him to 4€ceservea€ elsewhere. Everyone (Zachary, Boruff,
Trieber) agreed that this was the best course of action and thus things were swept clean around NV and everyone moved on. Staff (except a select few) new nothing of this situation. Certainly the deacons were left in the dark on this one. ~Fast Forward~ Three weeks ago, a victim of Dr. Zacharya€™s came forward with accusations of sexual
abuse/misconduct. Another side note worth mentioning is that it is still not confirmed whether or not he took advantage of minors. (Thus the police investigation rather than an arrest like in Jack Schaapa€™s case.) Paul Chappel (pastor of Lancaster Baptist Church) contacted Jack Trieber with the news and they began to take action. Jack Trieber met
with Brad Boruff and they both decided that it would be best if Boruff resigned immediately (regardless of the fact that GSBC graduation was just days away). Jack Trieber then brought in CLA/David Gibbs III to draw up a legal contract stating that Jack Trieber had no pryer knowledge of this situation. Jack Trieber gave Brad Boruff a substantial
severance package in exchange for his silence. The contract also makes clear that Brad Boruff is not to start or take over a church within 50 miles of North Valley Baptist Church. Jack Trieber knew about this situation from the very beginning. ~My View~ People of North Valley Baptist Church, students of the great Golden State Baptist College, your
pastor is a wolf in shepherds clothing. Please stop worshipping at the feet of Pastor Trieber and start dining at the table of your Savior. I implore you, if you have further information regarding the abuse or have been abused please go directly to the police. DO NOT a€cereceive counsela€ from Jack Trieber regarding this situation." How is it that you
know without a shadow of a doubt that Jack Trieber had prior knowledge. And if you do not know without a shadow of a doubt, then it is reckless of you to post such. I am confused. Where did HB say words such as, "I know without a shadow of a doubt that Jack Trieber had prior knowledge"? Is that in a previous post by HB? Don't get too confused
with Frag. If there were a signed confession, he would complain there weren't enough witnesses to the signing. With all that has happened and is happening here I must say that this is pretty much what I have come to expect from the ifb world. Not the fact that someone probably did something wrong and the respective pastors 'should have or should
not have' is not even much of an issue with me. It has happened throughout history and will continue to happen. Whether or not MZ did something immoral is not even the main issue with me. The main issue is that immorality can be dealt with and swept under the rug without much afterthought. I can guarantee you that if someone had seen MZ's
wife wearing pants he would never have been hired in the first place. Immorality is secondary in this environment. Once again, IMO! With all that has happened and is happening here I must say that this is pretty much what I have come to expect from the ifb world. Not the fact that someone probably did something wrong and the respective pastors
'should have or should not have' is not even much of an issue with me. It has happened throughout history and will continue to happen. Whether or not MZ did something immoral is not even the main issue with me. The main issue is that immorality can be dealt with and swept under the rug without much afterthought. I can guarantee you that if
someone had seen MZ's wife wearing pants he would never have been hired in the first place. Immorality is secondary in this environment. Once again, IMO! This is what I disagree with. I am still wanting to let each matter stand on it's own merit. The fact is it has happened throughout history in the entire evangelical church, it is not isolated to
IFB'dom. I brought up names in another thread to T-Bone (SBC), same problem. Doug Philips, same problem. Bob Coy, same problem. Jim Bakker, same problem. Etc ad nauseam. When one has a bad experience in an IFB church, they see problems in them all. The truth is this has been a problem in churches since Corinth. Now, the pants issue, this is
not much talked about, but it is not a requirement for staff at LBC/WCBC whether they are voluntary or paid to follow the guideline of pants=men/skirts=women, except when they are on church property. You may think it is different, but I asked students both former and current, and staff themselves. Staff wife or SS Teacher grocery shopping in a
pair of pants is a non-issue at LBC/WCBC. I think it would be at NVBC/GSBC, but I have never had occasion to ask. Edit: It is a non-issue at Crown also, I had occasion to ask. My problem is the one that no one is talking about. Why was Brad B. terminated? Is it true that Brad B pulled a Wendell Evans and sold out his children for the ministry? Did
Brad B hide the knowledge of MZ's abuse of another like Joe Pa did at Penn State? Did Brad B simply threaten to blow the lid off the thing so JT did away with him? Obsession....it's more than just a fragrance. Just curious on your take of GSBC's statement vs WCBC's statement. How you gonna spin this one to make Chappell smell like roses? VS
Makes this a whole lot more believable: "This was a comment from a link SFL posted re:WCBC statement. "~Here Is What They Wona€ ™t Tell You~ Approximately 3 years ago Dr. Zachary left NVBC/GSBC to work for Paul Chappell at LBC/WCBC. It was a shock, but there was very little negative stigmatism attached. It was generally accepted that Dr.
Zachary simply found a better opportunity and was a€celeda€ to resign. What actually happened was that Dr. Zachary had been found to be having a nonconsensual sexual relationship with one of Brad Boruffa€™s sons. It is possible the son was an adult at the time which is why it was not reported to the police. (Jack Trieber takes a strong verbal
stance on reporting child abuse (not a physical stance though, as he swept under the carpet the fact this his brother in law abused and impregnated an underaged girl many many years ago)). It is very much worth mentioning, however, that Dr. Zachary is still a predator even if the son was a€ceof agead€. The student teacher relationship is a strong
enough bond as is; throw in the fact that Dr. Zachary has known the Boruffs for decades and this definitely turns this case into abuse. The son is a victim. Jack Trieber was made aware of that situation and it wasna€™t long until a spot was found for him to a€oeservea€ elsewhere. Everyone (Zachary, Boruff, Trieber) agreed that this was the best
course of action and thus things were swept clean around NV and everyone moved on. Staff (except a select few) new nothing of this situation. Certainly the deacons were left in the dark on this one. ~Fast Forward~ Three weeks ago, a victim of Dr. Zacharya€™s came forward with accusations of sexual abuse/misconduct. Another side note worth
mentioning is that it is still not confirmed whether or not he took advantage of minors. (Thus the police investigation rather than an arrest like in Jack Schaapa€™s case.) Paul Chappel (pastor of Lancaster Baptist Church) contacted Jack Trieber with the news and they began to take action. Jack Trieber met with Brad Boruff and they both decided that
it would be best if Boruff resigned immediately (regardless of the fact that GSBC graduation was just days away). Jack Trieber then brought in CLA/David Gibbs III to draw up a legal contract stating that Jack Trieber had no pryer knowledge of this situation. Jack Trieber gave Brad Boruff a substantial severance package in exchange for his silence.
The contract also makes clear that Brad Boruff is not to start or take over a church within 50 miles of North Valley Baptist Church. Jack Trieber knew about this situation from the very beginning. ~My View~ People of North Valley Baptist Church, students of the great Golden State Baptist College, your pastor is a wolf in shepherds clothing. Please
stop worshipping at the feet of Pastor Trieber and start dining at the table of your Savior. I implore you, if you have further information regarding the abuse or have been abused please go directly to the police. DO NOT a€oereceive counsela€ from Jack Trieber regarding this situation." How is it that you know without a shadow of a doubt that Jack
Trieber had prior knowledge. And if you do not know without a shadow of a doubt, then it is reckless of you to post such. I am confused. Where did HB say words such as, "I know without a shadow of a doubt that Jack Trieber had prior knowledge"? Is that in a previous post by HB? HB wrote, "Jack Trieber knew about this situation from the very
beginning." Again, HB, how do you know without a shadow of a doubt that JT knew about this from the very beginning. If you don't know this without a shadow of a doubt, IT IS RECKLESS AND WICKEDLY WRONG TO STATE THAT HE DID. Page 2 Obsession....it's more than just a fragrance. Just curious on your take of GSBC's statement vs WCBC's
statement. How you gonna spin this one to make Chappell smell like roses? VS Makes this a whole lot more believable: "This was a comment from a link SFL posted re:WCBC statement. "~Here Is What They Wona€ ™t Tell You~ Approximately 3 years ago Dr. Zachary left NVBC/GSBC to work for Paul Chappell at LBC/WCBC. It was a shock, but there
was very little negative stigmatism attached. It was generally accepted that Dr. Zachary simply found a better opportunity and was a€ceeleda€ to resign. What actually happened was that Dr. Zachary had been found to be having a nonconsensual sexual relationship with one of Brad Boruffa€™s sons. It is possible the son was an adult at the time which
is why it was not reported to the police. (Jack Trieber takes a strong verbal stance on reporting child abuse (not a physical stance though, as he swept under the carpet the fact this his brother in law abused and impregnated an underaged girl many many years ago)). It is very much worth mentioning, however, that Dr. Zachary is still a predator even
if the son was a€cweof agea€. The student teacher relationship is a strong enough bond as is; throw in the fact that Dr. Zachary has known the Boruffs for decades and this definitely turns this case into abuse. The son is a victim. Jack Trieber was made aware of that situation and it wasna€™t long until a spot was found for him to a€oeservea€
elsewhere. Everyone (Zachary, Boruff, Trieber) agreed that this was the best course of action and thus things were swept clean around NV and everyone moved on. Staff (except a select few) new nothing of this situation. Certainly the deacons were left in the dark on this one. ~Fast Forward~ Three weeks ago, a victim of Dr. Zacharya€™s came
forward with accusations of sexual abuse/misconduct. Another side note worth mentioning is that it is still not confirmed whether or not he took advantage of minors. (Thus the police investigation rather than an arrest like in Jack Schaapa€™s case.) Paul Chappel (pastor of Lancaster Baptist Church) contacted Jack Trieber with the news and they
began to take action. Jack Trieber met with Brad Boruff and they both decided that it would be best if Boruff resigned immediately (regardless of the fact that GSBC graduation was just days away). Jack Trieber then brought in CLA/David Gibbs III to draw up a legal contract stating that Jack Trieber had no pryer knowledge of this situation. Jack
Trieber gave Brad Boruff a substantial severance package in exchange for his silence. The contract also makes clear that Brad Boruff is not to start or take over a church within 50 miles of North Valley Baptist Church. Jack Trieber knew about this situation from the very beginning. ~My View~ People of North Valley Baptist Church, students of the
great Golden State Baptist College, your pastor is a wolf in shepherds clothing. Please stop worshipping at the feet of Pastor Trieber and start dining at the table of your Savior. I implore you, if you have further information regarding the abuse or have been abused please go directly to the police. DO NOT &€cereceive counsela€ from Jack Trieber
regarding this situation." How is it that you know without a shadow of a doubt that Jack Trieber had prior knowledge. And if you do not know without a shadow of a doubt, then it is reckless of you to post such. I am confused. Where did HB say words such as, "I know without a shadow of a doubt that Jack Trieber had prior knowledge"? Is that in a
previous post by HB? HB wrote, "Jack Trieber knew about this situation from the very beginning." Again, HB, how do you know without a shadow of a doubt that JT knew about this from the very beginning. If you don't know this without a shadow of a doubt, IT IS RECKLESS AND WICKEDLY WRONG TO STATE THAT HE DID. Frag. You will not find
where HB made any statement that JT knew from the beginning. Please look carefully at HBs post. Everything afterMakes this a whole lot more believable: "This was a comment from a link SFL posted re:WCBC statement. ) is from SFL facebook page. It was posted on May 12, 2014 at 4:41PM by a poster known as "little jack". This means this is the
opinion of little jack not HB. I post many things with which I do not agree in whole or in part. I do it to get issues out in the open and to start discussions on things people find hard to address.' Please recheck the post carefully. HB did not say what you said HB said. Obsession....it's more than just a fragrance. Just curious on your take of GSBC's
statement vs WCBC's statement. How you gonna spin this one to make Chappell smell like roses? VS Makes this a whole lot more believable: "This was a comment from a link SFL posted re:WCBC statement. "~Here Is What They Wona€ ™t Tell You~ Approximately 3 years ago Dr. Zachary left NVBC/GSBC to work for Paul Chappell at LBC/WCBC. It
was a shock, but there was very little negative stigmatism attached. It was generally accepted that Dr. Zachary simply found a better opportunity and was a€celeda€ to resign. What actually happened was that Dr. Zachary had been found to be having a nonconsensual sexual relationship with one of Brad Boruffa€™s sons. It is possible the son was an
adult at the time which is why it was not reported to the police. (Jack Trieber takes a strong verbal stance on reporting child abuse (not a physical stance though, as he swept under the carpet the fact this his brother in law abused and impregnated an underaged girl many many years ago)). It is very much worth mentioning, however, that Dr. Zachary
is still a predator even if the son was d€ceof agea€. The student teacher relationship is a strong enough bond as is; throw in the fact that Dr. Zachary has known the Boruffs for decades and this definitely turns this case into abuse. The son is a victim. Jack Trieber was made aware of that situation and it wasna€™t long until a spot was found for him to
d€ceservea€ elsewhere. Everyone (Zachary, Boruff, Trieber) agreed that this was the best course of action and thus things were swept clean around NV and everyone moved on. Staff (except a select few) new nothing of this situation. Certainly the deacons were left in the dark on this one. ~Fast Forward~ Three weeks ago, a victim of Dr.
Zacharya€™s came forward with accusations of sexual abuse/misconduct. Another side note worth mentioning is that it is still not confirmed whether or not he took advantage of minors. (Thus the police investigation rather than an arrest like in Jack Schaapa€™s case.) Paul Chappel (pastor of Lancaster Baptist Church) contacted Jack Trieber with the
news and they began to take action. Jack Trieber met with Brad Boruff and they both decided that it would be best if Boruff resigned immediately (regardless of the fact that GSBC graduation was just days away). Jack Trieber then brought in CLA/David Gibbs III to draw up a legal contract stating that Jack Trieber had no pryer knowledge of this
situation. Jack Trieber gave Brad Boruff a substantial severance package in exchange for his silence. The contract also makes clear that Brad Boruff is not to start or take over a church within 50 miles of North Valley Baptist Church. Jack Trieber knew about this situation from the very beginning. ~My View~ People of North Valley Baptist Church,



students of the great Golden State Baptist College, your pastor is a wolf in shepherds clothing. Please stop worshipping at the feet of Pastor Trieber and start dining at the table of your Savior. I implore you, if you have further information regarding the abuse or have been abused please go directly to the police. DO NOT &€cereceive counsela€ from
Jack Trieber regarding this situation." How is it that you know without a shadow of a doubt that Jack Trieber had prior knowledge. And if you do not know without a shadow of a doubt, then it is reckless of you to post such. I am confused. Where did HB say words such as, "I know without a shadow of a doubt that Jack Trieber had prior knowledge"? Is
that in a previous post by HB? HB wrote, "Jack Trieber knew about this situation from the very beginning." Again, HB, how do you know without a shadow of a doubt that JT knew about this from the very beginning. If you don't know this without a shadow of a doubt, IT IS RECKLESS AND WICKEDLY WRONG TO STATE THAT HE DID. What is
reckless and wickedly wrong, is to give honour to a man who presides over a petry dish for homegrown pedophiles. Strouf Condict Hudson Zachary How many sex scandals among his staff does it take? Anishinabe "What is reckless and wickedly wrong, is to give honour to a man who presides over a petry dish for homegrown pedophiles. Strouf
Condict Hudson Zachary How many sex scandals among his staff does it take?" Hudson? First name? What is reckless and wickedly wrong, is to give honour to a man who presides over a petry dish for homegrown pedophiles. Strouf Condict Hudson Zachary How many sex scandals among his staff does it take? Anishinabe I remember vividly a
conversation I had twenty five years ago in CA on the occasion of my high school class 10th year reunion. The church and school a Hyle's clone started by Ray Batema and would later have a couple of it's own staff issues. I sat for awhile with Wayne Temple, the man who just ten years prior was the high school principal. His wife had been my third
grade teacher at another Christian school in an different city. Our family knew them from two churches we attended. They were BJU grads. In other words, they weren't "new to the game" of the IFB world. Now just ten years after my graduation under him he told me (not unsolicited however) his sons were going to a public high school and he even
let one of them go to a dance. I was pretty surprised to say the least. As we talked about it he told me he just couldn't handle the hypocrisy any longer in at least that camp of the IFB and the sexual sin, especially the homosexual sin, that was rampant. The "homosexual sin" really surprised me then...but no more. Sadly. Mr. Temple has sadly passed
away but his wife, my third grade teacher, has now retired in Lynchburg where I am. Her son's attended LU. "What is reckless and wickedly wrong, is to give honour to a man who presides over a petry dish for homegrown pedophiles. Strouf Condict Hudson Zachary How many sex scandals among his staff does it take?" Hudson? First name? Max.
And he cheated on his wife, with a lady in the church he took, after leaving NVBC. but he was a slime bag before that, and he is still one , now. What is reckless and wickedly wrong, is to give honour to a man who presides over a petry dish for homegrown pedophiles. Strouf Condict Hudson Zachary How many sex scandals among his staff does it
take? Anishinabe I remember vividly a conversation I had twenty five years ago in CA on the occasion of my high school class 10th year reunion. The church and school a Hyle's clone started by Ray Batema and would later have a couple of it's own staff issues. I sat for awhile with Wayne Temple, the man who just ten years prior was the high school
principal. His wife had been my third grade teacher at another Christian school in an different city. Our family knew them from two churches we attended. They were BJU grads. In other words, they weren't "new to the game" of the IFB world. Now just ten years after my graduation under him he told me (not unsolicited however) his sons were going
to a public high school and he even let one of them go to a dance. I was pretty surprised to say the least. As we talked about it he told me he just couldn't handle the hypocrisy any longer in at least that camp of the IFB and the sexual sin, especially the homosexual sin, that was rampant. The "homosexual sin" really surprised me then...but no more.
Sadly. Mr. Temple has sadly passed away but his wife, my third grade teacher, has now retired in Lynchburg where I am. Her son's attended LU. It surprised me the time a older High School boy did his dead level best to rape me on FBCH property. Thank God I got away. I found out later, that I wasnt the first, and probably his Dad was the
Recruiter. Nothing in the IFB surprises me now. "What is reckless and wickedly wrong, is to give honour to a man who presides over a petry dish for homegrown pedophiles. Strouf Condict Hudson Zachary How many sex scandals among his staff does it take?" Hudson? First name? Max. And he cheated on his wife, with a lady in the church he took,
after leaving NVBC. but he was a slime bag before that, and he is still one , now. Really? Wow. Shouldn't be surprised. But I am. What is reckless and wickedly wrong, is to give honour to a man who presides over a petry dish for homegrown pedophiles. Strouf Condict Hudson Zachary How many sex scandals among his staff does it take? Anishinabe I
remember vividly a conversation I had twenty five years ago in CA on the occasion of my high school class 10th year reunion. The church and school a Hyle's clone started by Ray Batema and would later have a couple of it's own staff issues. I sat for awhile with Wayne Temple, the man who just ten years prior was the high school principal. His wife
had been my third grade teacher at another Christian school in an different city. Our family knew them from two churches we attended. They were BJU grads. In other words, they weren't "new to the game" of the IFB world. Now just ten years after my graduation under him he told me (not unsolicited however) his sons were going to a public high
school and he even let one of them go to a dance. I was pretty surprised to say the least. As we talked about it he told me he just couldn't handle the hypocrisy any longer in at least that camp of the IFB and the sexual sin, especially the homosexual sin, that was rampant. The "homosexual sin" really surprised me then...but no more. Sadly. Mr. Temple
has sadly passed away but his wife, my third grade teacher, has now retired in Lynchburg where I am. Her son's attended LU. It surprised me the time a older High School boy did his dead level best to rape me on FBCH property. Thank God I got away. I found out later, that I wasnt the first, and probably his Dad was the Recruiter. Nothing in the
IFB surprises me now. I think I heard about this way back when. If it's the same situation that I was told about. So, I assume Chappell is not doing time as an accessory in that murder suicide incident we were posting about awhile ago? So, I assume Chappell is not doing time as an accessory in that murder suicide incident we were posting about
awhile ago? Not sure anyone suggested he would. Only that his handling of the situation was not what we expected from his book. Just like the handling of this situation. : Tar Heel Baptist: So, [ assume Chappell is not doing time as an accessory in that murder suicide incident we were posting about awhile ago? Run along now obsessed ones.
Nothing to see here... I was about add that identical post! ;D But, you guys keep hope alive....maybe one day soon. Lets just hide it under the rug, so he can go to another church and continue his "ministry". Run along now obsessed ones. Nothing to see here... Ha-ha! I bet Tarheel still thinks Chappell represents the best of the IFB... Lets just hide it
under the rug, so he can go to another church and continue his "ministry". Done. Floridians beware. I believe he is either in Jacksonville or Tallahassee. Way far north of me!!! Run along now obsessed ones. Nothing to see here... Ha-ha! I bet Tarheel still thinks Chappell represents the best of the IFB... Oh obsessed one, Tarheel has said repeatedly
that Chappell is the best of the IFB bunch as far as the so called national leadership is concerned. The evidence bears that out...he has been recognized by so called mainstream evangelical leaders, his publishing arm and books have gained broader mainstream appeal than any other IFB. His operation, buildings and programs are first class, not
cheesy and tacky like some other IFB's. Those are facts! I have repeatedly said I'm not his apologist. Now, as far as representing the best of the IFB's, I'd choose Tom Brennan over Chappell. But, Chappell's reputation and popularity among his 'base' don't seem to be diminished at all by the sniping from his left.....which is almost anybody left of Bob
Gray or Bob Jones. If he's indicted for conspiracy for the murder suicide or any other criminal activity, I'm sure it will be documented here. Actually, I like the smell of Obsession... He picked Jackwsonville... :-\ ABOUT Former Chairman of the Music Department at West Coast Baptist College Past: Golden State Baptist College and Christian Law
Association Studied Piano at American Conservatory of Music, Chicago Past: Pensacola Christian College and Hyles-Anderson College Lives in Macclenny, Florida From Harvey, Illinois Married You are using an out of date browser. It may not display this or other websites correctly.You should upgrade or use an alternative browser. Crown Point,
Indiana: www.HylesAnderson.edu Does anyone know what happened with David Gibbs Jr and David Gibbs III? Think they worked together for years... now it seems there is a divide. I get both if their mail... Never signed up nor do I read the son's..... Does anyone know what happened with David Gibbs Jr and David Gibbs III? Think they worked
together for years... now it seems there is a divide. I get both if their mail... Never signed up nor do I read the son's..... This touches on the differences: Hey, it's family. The "divide" is that they have their own firms. Does anyone know what happened with David Gibbs Jr and David Gibbs III? Think they worked together for years... now it seems there
is a divide. I get both if their mail... Never signed up nor do I read the son's..... This touches on the differences: Hey, it's family. The "divide" is that they have their own firms. Here's a quote from the article that puts the whole thing in perspective. "It turns out that the son is not very much like his father. The professional paths of the two Gibbs
attorneys diverged when the son could not endorse his father?s old-school theology with its patriarchal philosophy. Embarrassingly to David, his father has stood with many child abusers in the Independent Fundamental Baptist (IFB) world over the years rather than publicly renouncing their sin. David?s father is of that old-school philosophy that
tends to cover-up and hide as opposed to being transparent, open, and honest. That is why David?s father meets with Bill Gothard?s board as they try to cover-up and ignore Dr. Gothard?s immoral activities. In stark contrast, David Gibbs III is suing Doug Phillips on behalf of the woman he victimized, Lourdes Torres-Manteufel. Attorney Gibbs III
disagrees with many of the positions, decisions, and recommendations that his father and Christian Law Association support as they spend donated church money to protect and cover-up the moral failings of sinful leaders. Attorney Gibbs III supports and promotes child protection and full ministry transparency and accountability. In David?s opinion,
CLA and his father have been on the wrong side of these issues for a number of years. That is one of the many reasons why David Gibbs III cannot endorse and work alongside his aging father in ministry." One is far better off using Gibbs III in my opinion. To my knowledge, David Gibbs did not help Jack's Schaap in his trial. However, he did help the
church in decisions after his firing. Also, I think David Gibbs helped the church when they were sued by Tom Kimmel's investors recently. To my knowledge, David Gibbs did not help Jack's Schaap in his trial. However, he did help the church in decisions after his firing. Also, I think David Gibbs helped the church when they were sued by Tom Kimmel's
investors defrauded victims recently. Fixed this for you. To my knowledge, David Gibbs did not help Jack's Schaap in his trial. However, he did help the church in decisions after his firing. Also, I think David Gibbs helped the church when they were sued by Tom Kimmel's investors defrauded victims recently. Fixed this for you. Righto.. Met Kimmel at
our church in Bama. Thankfully he didn't solicit his garbagola to me back then. It's been many moons ago now but when I was a pastor I asked for a yearly financial statement from Gibbs Sr's. organization . We received no response. I knew what church he had been a member of at the time, I called and talked to the pastor who was a well-known IFB
and asked him if he received the financial statement from the Gibbs organization. He told me that his church no longer supported them and they moved somewhere else because they had asked for a yearly financial statement , and it was not provided. We dropped our missions support and gave it to another missionary who was accountable.
Embarrassingly to David, his father has stood with many child abusers in the Independent Fundamental Baptist (IFB) world over the years rather than publicly renouncing their sin. David?s father is of that old-school philosophy that tends to cover-up and hide as opposed to being transparent, open, and honest. That is why David?s father meets with
Bill Gothard?s board as they try to cover-up and ignore Dr. Gothard?s immoral activities. In stark contrast, David Gibbs III is suing Doug Phillips on behalf of the woman he victimized, Lourdes Torres-Manteufel. Attorney Gibbs III disagrees with many of the positions, decisions, and recommendations that his father and Christian Law Association
support as they spend donated church money to protect and cover-up the moral failings of sinful leaders. Attorney Gibbs III supports and promotes child protection and full ministry transparency and accountability. In David?s opinion, CLA and his father have been on the wrong side of these issues for a number of years. That is one of the many
reasons why David Gibbs III cannot endorse and work alongside his aging father in ministry." One is far better off using Gibbs III in my opinion. Are there some examples of Gibbs standing with child abusers? It's been many moons ago now but when I was a pastor I asked for a yearly financial statement from Gibbs Sr's. organization . We received no
response. I knew what church he had been a member of at the time, I called and talked to the pastor who was a well-known IFB and asked him if he received the financial statement from the Gibbs organization. He told me that his church no longer supported them and they moved somewhere else because they had asked for a yearly financial
statement , and it was not provided. We dropped our missions support and gave it to another missionary who was accountable. Didn't you know that being a "legal missionary" is exempt from being accountable according to Hezekiah 2:12, "Thou shalt not question a lawyer's actions". I never did buy into this "legal missionary" bit. I know a man who
moved to Florida to work with the CLA. He didn't last 6 months. Basically, he said the internal politics drove him out. Embarrassingly to David, his father has stood with many child abusers in the Independent Fundamental Baptist (IFB) world over the years rather than publicly renouncing their sin. David?s father is of that old-school philosophy that
tends to cover-up and hide as opposed to being transparent, open, and honest. That is why David?s father meets with Bill Gothard?s board as they try to cover-up and ignore Dr. Gothard?s immoral activities. In stark contrast, David Gibbs III is suing Doug Phillips on behalf of the woman he victimized, Lourdes Torres-Manteufel. Attorney Gibbs III
disagrees with many of the positions, decisions, and recommendations that his father and Christian Law Association support as they spend donated church money to protect and cover-up the moral failings of sinful leaders. Attorney Gibbs III supports and promotes child protection and full ministry transparency and accountability. In David?s opinion,
CLA and his father have been on the wrong side of these issues for a number of years. That is one of the many reasons why David Gibbs III cannot endorse and work alongside his aging father in ministry." One is far better off using Gibbs III in my opinion. Are there some examples of Gibbs standing with child abusers? You can start with these. Real
live suspects appear in each. Embarrassingly to David, his father has stood with many child abusers in the Independent Fundamental Baptist (IFB) world over the years rather than publicly renouncing their sin. David?s father is of that old-school philosophy that tends to cover-up and hide as opposed to being transparent, open, and honest. That is why
David?s father meets with Bill Gothard?s board as they try to cover-up and ignore Dr. Gothard?s immoral activities. In stark contrast, David Gibbs III is suing Doug Phillips on behalf of the woman he victimized, Lourdes Torres-Manteufel. Attorney Gibbs III disagrees with many of the positions, decisions, and recommendations that his father and
Christian Law Association support as they spend donated church money to protect and cover-up the moral failings of sinful leaders. Attorney Gibbs III supports and promotes child protection and full ministry transparency and accountability. In David?s opinion, CLA and his father have been on the wrong side of these issues for a number of years. That
is one of the many reasons why David Gibbs III cannot endorse and work alongside his aging father in ministry." One is far better off using Gibbs III in my opinion. Are there some examples of Gibbs standing with child abusers? You can start with these. Real live suspects appear in each. Even though I never supported Ballinger myself, Prophet would
disagree vehemently. I believe this divide reflects the generational divide between the old guard and the 'new' IFB's. Embarrassingly to David, his father has stood with many child abusers in the Independent Fundamental Baptist (IFB) world over the years rather than publicly renouncing their sin. David?s father is of that old-school philosophy that
tends to cover-up and hide as opposed to being transparent, open, and honest. That is why David?s father meets with Bill Gothard?s board as they try to cover-up and ignore Dr. Gothard?s immoral activities. In stark contrast, David Gibbs III is suing Doug Phillips on behalf of the woman he victimized, Lourdes Torres-Manteufel. Attorney Gibbs III
disagrees with many of the positions, decisions, and recommendations that his father and Christian Law Association support as they spend donated church money to protect and cover-up the moral failings of sinful leaders. Attorney Gibbs III supports and promotes child protection and full ministry transparency and accountability. In David?s opinion,
CLA and his father have been on the wrong side of these issues for a number of years. That is one of the many reasons why David Gibbs III cannot endorse and work alongside his aging father in ministry." One is far better off using Gibbs III in my opinion. Are there some examples of Gibbs standing with child abusers? You can start with these. Real
live suspects appear in each. I can't imagine a mentality that would allow me to justify letting a convicted child molester continue working with children in between his conviction and his sentence. Does anyone know what happened with David Gibbs Jr and David Gibbs III? Think they worked together for years... now it seems there is a divide. I get
both if their mail... Never signed up nor do I read the son's..... This touches on the differences: Hey, it's family. The "divide" is that they have their own firms. Here's a quote from the article that puts the whole thing in perspective. "It turns out that the son is not very much like his father. The professional paths of the two Gibbs attorneys diverged
when the son could not endorse his father?s old-school theology with its patriarchal philosophy. Embarrassingly to David, his father has stood with many child abusers in the Independent Fundamental Baptist (IFB) world over the years rather than publicly renouncing their sin. David?s father is of that old-school philosophy that tends to cover-up and
hide as opposed to being transparent, open, and honest. That is why David?s father meets with Bill Gothard?s board as they try to cover-up and ignore Dr. Gothard?s immoral activities. In stark contrast, David Gibbs III is suing Doug Phillips on behalf of the woman he victimized, Lourdes Torres-Manteufel. Attorney Gibbs III disagrees with many of the
positions, decisions, and recommendations that his father and Christian Law Association support as they spend donated church money to protect and cover-up the moral failings of sinful leaders. Attorney Gibbs III supports and promotes child protection and full ministry transparency and accountability. In David?s opinion, CLA and his father have
been on the wrong side of these issues for a number of years. That is one of the many reasons why David Gibbs III cannot endorse and work alongside his aging father in ministry." One is far better off using Gibbs III in my opinion. I'm quite old-school, but I think Gibbs III is more correct; covering up sin to "not hurt the cause of Christ" is not only
unscriptural, it also has the worldly philosophy that it's only bad if one is caught. I would say that, whether found out or not, those who do such things have ALREADY "hurt the cause of Christ". I don't remember if you told me you knew Ernie LaSalle from MBBC or not. Just wanted to let you know in case you did, he passed away two months ago from
pancreatic cancer. Page 2 Dec 7, 2024 Old Anabaptist saying: If any way will do, no way will do just as well... Loading... Loading... Loading... Ah yes, I've been watching this unfold from the sidelines on FB. One side attacking an "independent Baptist". Pastor with a feeling of justification, the other side passionately defending a guy who has a smoke
machine and purple lights blasting during the song service. I've taken a couple thoughts away from all of this: 1. While I don't agree with KB, it's not any of my business. That church is an autonomous church and they have a right to do what they feel led to do, whether I agree or not. I am not a member of that church so I have no say. 2. Using FB. As a
platform to air all of this out publicly has done nothing but cause division, and has brought the worst out of people on both sides. You don't like what KB's Church is doing? Call him. Tell him, cancel your scheduled meetings with him if you feel led by the Lord to do so. Just my .02$, but hey, I'm a nobody What a church does is none of my business.
They can do what they feel led to do. Churches don't all worship the same. That said, in the Presbyterian system, if someone were preaching false doctrine or whatever, there si a mechanism to report that to the local presbytery that the pastor is a member of (pastors in the Presbyterian world are members of presbyteries rather than the local church).
Pastor Shiflett should have confronted Pastor Baldwin privately if he were so upset by it, not go out on Facebook and rant about it for all to see. I think Shiflett was out of order to do what he did. Then again, he and Spencer Smith (as much as I like Smith—I appreciate his discernment ministry) are known over-reactors. Smith himself can be an edge
lord at times. Pastor Shiflett should have confronted Pastor Baldwin privately if he were so upset by it, not go out on Facebook and rant about it for all to see. Why? The offense was public and paraded about for all to see. It was not my intention to answer my own question. What I'm trying to say is what it would have been like had Hyles not become
the de facto leader he had become in our timeline. I know already that the IFB world then and now has differing factions and flavors. That said, I wonder what it would have been like if less doctrinaire persons like Falwell and Roberson took the lead rather than Hyles or even others like Roloff. I do think that some of the stereotypes associated with
the IFB movement and the scandals surrounding things like Abuse come in part from the Hyles crowd, but not exclusively so. I'm still open to hearing thoughts. BTW, if you thought Baptists are factious, you should see Presbyterians like me. Presbyterian history is full of splits, re-splits and reunions going on several times in a row! In the early years of
Baptism in America, the first major split that I can think of was the Regular and Separate Baptists in the eighteenth century. Though both were very Calvinistic by modern standards, the Separates leaned more Wesleyan/Arminian in some of their views, and didn't really place emphasis on training their ministers (though Stearns trained his workers in
"bush colleges" like many other Separates—Princeton is the one bush college that still exists, being founded by Separate Presbyterians as an offshoot of Yale, I think). That said, learning about the origins of the IFB is interesting. A lot of it I have learnt by reading and through after-church chats with my pastor. He's a Crown graduate (class of 1999)
My current pastor is a Crown graduate, the previous two I sat under were Hyles graduates. The founding pastor (1967) was a graduate of Arlington Baptist college, founded by J Frank Norris, who some people call the granddaddy of independent Baptist fundamentalism (certainly of the southern variety). At one point in the 80s it was headed by a
Ruckmanite, followed by a BBF Springfield man (all before my time). An interesting personal story about Crown. In my younger days as a burgeoning fundamentalist (circa 2004), I was somewhat of a Hyles advocate. There was a Crown graduate who participated on this forum. He was generally supportive of conservative views on the usual stuff that
separates independent Baptist from other folk, like music, worship styles, Bible versions, etc. But there was a big difference, as he was very cordial and not militantly combative. I noticed the difference when we developed somewhat of a internet friendship, and I eventually met up with him down there in Tennessee near Crown and Temple Baptist. All
of that is fairly innocuous, but the thing that stood out to me was he said something very interesting about the wrong-headedness of the Hyles mindset. He said that Hyles graduates "get the the fruit before the root", meaning they want to clean up the outside with external conformity to rules rather than allow the Holy Spirit to do the work of change
in a life. There was something up to that point that I could not put my finger on and I was leaning towards a form of legalism and accepting, or at least more tolerant and defensive of the Hyles way of sanctification. That was during a turning point in my young growth, and that saying "they put fruit before the root", helped crystallize my thinking and
thankfully guided my turn away from that version of Christianity. Last edited: Jun 22, 2025 Welcome to the forum. Very interesting first post. You asked "What if this was so, and what changed so that Hyles was made the de facto leader?", but it seems by the end of your post you answered your own question, of sorts. There are many different puddles
and ponds in Christianity. Hyles was a dynamic orator, with enough charisma to compete within the IFB world. There were other circles in his time but you have not known as much about them because they went more quietly about their business without joining the megachurch movement. Baptists are notoriously factious. Northern Baptists,
Southern Baptists, Independent Baptists, Freewill Baptists, Sovereign Grace Baptists, ad nauseum. Given the leadership skills Hyles had it isn't hard to see how people were drawn to him, a and then drawn in further by the wagon-circling and legalistic tendencies that feed the self-righteous egos of those apt to fall into the cult-of-personality trap.
Hyles was never the de facto leader of fundamentlaism. He had a big church, yes, but his influence was limited. Hyles was never the de facto leader of fundamentlaism. He had a big church, yes, but his influence was limited. Independent Fundamental Baptist... Such churches are independent for a very sound reason. Independent Fundamental
Baptist... Such churches are independent for a very sound reason. I was in Independent Baptist Fundamentalism for many years. Hyles was not the biggest guy,, not the leader. Only of the far right wing, KJVO, No Pants on Women, No contemporary music, no beards or mustaches variety. Even that slice of Independent Fundamental Baptists was
small. Hyles was never the de facto leader of fundamentlaism. He had a big church, yes, but his influence was limited. In what was at that time a much larger movement, Hyles was extremely influential. The movement today is of course a shadow of when it peaked. In what was at that time a much larger movement, Hyles was extremely influential.
The movement today is of course a shadow of when it peaked. I know he was once, in the 70's, known as having America's largest Sunday school. Hyles was not the biggest guy,, not the leader. I grew up believing Dr. Bob Jones was the de facto leader of Christian fundamentalism, but I grew up in the South and was completely unaware of Jack Hyles
until many years later. I was also unaware of Bill Gothard until years later, but I imagine an argument could be made for him as well. Maybe an argument could be made for Dr. Horton of PCC/Becka books as well. Honestly, don’t think there is one real leader, just regional influencers. I was in Independent Baptist Fundamentalism for many years.
Hyles was not the biggest guy,, not the leader. Only of the far right wing, KJVO, No Pants on Women, No contemporary music, no beards or mustaches variety. Even that slice of Independent Fundamental Baptists was small. I don't deny the veracity of your claim, but, according to the op, Hyles exceeded and eventually overshadowed some other
reasonably significant names of big fish and small ponds (Roberson, Rice, etc). I took his question more in the vein of "why did Hyles surpass these men who were probably more able to keep a semblance of balance in the far right side" of the pond. The IFB today has something of a plurality of leaders rather than a single one like in the past. The
leaders you see depend on the faction your church is part of. My church is part of the Sexton/Crown faction, today led by Derrick Morlan. That said, we used to have a Ruckmanite party in the church out of one of the SS classes (for older adults—60+), but a big incident caused the Ruckmanites to split away and form their own church in Dania called
Bible Baptist Church of Dania. One of my friends from there is a Ruckmanite and became so because of his SS teacher's influence. I think it was better in some ways that Hyles came on the scene rather than Ruckman, because Ruckman was coo-coo crazy on multiple levels with his beliefs on aliens, the KJV, Hamites (yes, really!), and more. Ruckman
once said that he would've joined the KKK if they were not opposed to Jews! There's some interaction between the mainstream factions today, though the Ruckmanites still function in their own created ecosystem. The Cloudians (of all the more mainstream varieties) are probably the strictest, with their emphasis on things like modesty and separation
—a favorite of theirs. There is a Cloud church in Margate called Faith that we had one of our young adults come from, and I may visit there myself before I head back to the DC area. I do know that Faith is to the right of us in many ways, though they are not Ruckmanites or Trail of Blooders from what I see. The only Trail of Blood church I know of
here in South Florida is in Homestead and is pastored by a missionary we sponsor named Ted Alexander. Alexander and his crew don't really like the Sextonians very much because of their views on non-Baptists. A family I'm friends with from my church in DC (who're racially Israelites) once attended a church that was an interesting Trail of Blood-
Ruckman hybrid, and they did not have the best experience there at all. From what I gather based on what the son and husband have told me, the animosity seems to boil down to them being Jewish non-Baptists (they're Presbyterians like me), which didn't sit well with the church's Alexander-style beliefs. That was the only Baptist church they ever
visited. In what was at that time a much larger movement, Hyles was extremely influential. The movement today is of course a shadow of when it peaked I don't deny the veracity of your claim, but, according to the op, Hyles exceeded and eventually overshadowed some other reasonably significant names of big fish and small ponds (Roberson, Rice,
etc). I took his question more in the vein of "why did Hyles surpass these men who were probably more able to keep a semblance of balance in the far right side" of the pond. That makes sense. You know, you just don't have that fire breathing anger and arrogance of so many ifb-ers, brother. I perceive that you are a very good pastor I grew up
believing Dr. Bob Jones was the de facto leader of Christian fundamentalism, but I grew up in the South and was completely unaware of Jack Hyles until many years later. I was also unaware of Bill Gothard until years later, but I imagine an argument could be made for him as well. Maybe an argument could be made for Dr. Horton of PCC/Becka books
as well. Honestly, don’t think there is one real leader, just regional influencers. Right. I was baptized in Kalamazoo MI in 1989 and Bob Jones was seen as the elite school, Hyles as the one where you learned to do personal evangelism and bus ministry but not much more. I was in Independent Baptist Fundamentalism for many years. Hyles was not the
biggest guy,, not the leader. Only of the far right wing, KJVO, No Pants on Women, No contemporary music, no beards or mustaches variety. Even that slice of Independent Fundamental Baptists was small. I think the circle was a LOT bigger than you believe. I was raised IFB, went to IFB colleges, as did you, I believe...in fact, you went to MBBC,
didn't you? I preached as an IFB laypreacher for many years. Hyles was pretty hefty in the circles that I had been around...Illinois, Indiana, Michigan, Wisconsin, Minnesota, Missouri, Arkansas...might have been a regional thing, but, I know there are a LOT of Hylesites here...I had four Hyles pastors here in Tennessee and Georgia alone. Thankfully I
was finally able to shake free of that intenible IFB stuff and went SBC...now my wife and I are in a very small Community church that left the UMC churches in December of 2023. It was the hateful Christianity that has turned my wife pretty much against nearly anything Baptist related...Right now, after all of the attacks we've suffered from
'Christians' we just want to recover. I think the circle was a LOT bigger than you believe. I was raised IFB, went to IFB colleges, as did you, I believe...in fact, you went to MBBC, didn't you? I preached as an IFB laypreacher for many years. Hyles was pretty hefty in the circles that I had been around...Illinois, Indiana, Michigan, Wisconsin, Minnesota,
Missouri, Arkansas...might have been a regional thing, but, I know there are a LOT of Hylesites here...I had four Hyles pastors here in Tennessee and Georgia alone. Thankfully I was finally able to shake free of that intenible IFB stuff and went SBC...now my wife and I are in a very small Community church that left the UMC churches in December of
2023. It was the hateful Christianity that has turned my wife pretty much against nearly anything Baptist related...Right now, after all of the attacks we've suffered from 'Christians' we just want to recover. So many on the old FFF crying "Stop broad-brushing all of us together!" I can truly appreciate their mindset these days although I truly had
difficulty distinguishing anyone calling themselves "Independent Baptist" apart from Jack Hyles, Ruckmanism, and the KJV-Only crowd! I found a really good IFB (BBFI) Church though, shortly after moving back to the Houston area in 2006. We attended there for a while and I even filled the pulpit a couple of times and was on track to become a
deacon there. My (now ex) wife was still struggling with some of the "IFB-isms" and this caused us to ultimately leave but looking back, I probably should've exercised some spiritual leadership and stayed there! The current pastor of the Church graduated from the Seminary of which I am still taking classes so in many respects, I guess I have come
full-circle! My current church happens to be SBC but I would rather not call myself a "Southern Baptist" based upon what has been going on with the SBC at the national level. These days, I am just an onry old Baptist and I am fine with that! You may refer to me as "Independent" so long as you do not think I have anything to do with the
aforementioned nut-jobs! So many on the old FFF crying "Stop broad-brushing all of us together!" I can truly appreciate their mindset these days although I truly had difficulty distinguishing anyone calling themselves "Independent Baptist" apart from Jack Hyles, Ruckmanism, and the KJV-Only crowd! I found a really good IFB (BBFI) Church though,
shortly after moving back to the Houston area in 2006. We attended there for a while and I even filled the pulpit a couple of times and was on track to become a deacon there. My (now ex) wife was still struggling with some of the "IFB-isms" and this caused us to ultimately leave but looking back, I probably should've exercised some spiritual
leadership and stayed there! The current pastor of the Church graduated from the Seminary of which I am still taking classes so in many respects, I guess I have come full-circle! My current church happens to be SBC but I would rather not call myself a "Southern Baptist" based upon what has been going on with the SBC at the national level. These
days, I am just an onry old Baptist and I am fine with that! You may refer to me as "Independent” so long as you do not think I have anything to do with the aforementioned nut-jobs! Josh Barzon's recent Twitter/X post on the history of the Independent Baptists and their various factions is good to look at if you want. I think the circle was a LOT bigger
than you believe. I was raised IFB, went to IFB colleges, as did you, I believe...in fact, you went to MBBC, didn't you? I preached as an IFB laypreacher for many years. Hyles was pretty hefty in the circles that I had been around...Illinois, Indiana, Michigan, Wisconsin, Minnesota, Missouri, Arkansas...might have been a regional thing, but, I know there
are a LOT of Hylesites here...I had four Hyles pastors here in Tennessee and Georgia alone. Thankfully I was finally able to shake free of that intenible IFB stuff and went SBC...now my wife and I are in a very small Community church that left the UMC churches in December of 2023. It was the hateful Christianity that has turned my wife pretty much
against nearly anything Baptist related...Right now, after all of the attacks we've suffered from 'Christians’' we just want to recover. Kind of related. I did campus ministry in a fairly well known Independent Fundamental Baptist church out east (BJU stripe), and spent 4 years discipling this group of students. The one girl who was serious about her
faith left college, married a guy in Nashville and got a masters at Vanderbilt. Her hubby is musical, so he worked in music ministry in Independent Baptist churches and they got burned sooo000000000000000000000 bad that they vowed they would never ever set foot in an IFB church again. They were bitter for years. Attended church, but very weak
theology. Now they have found a solid Non denominational church that was Lutheran. So many on the old FFF crying "Stop broad-brushing all of us together!" I can truly appreciate their mindset these days although I truly had difficulty distinguishing anyone calling themselves "Independent Baptist" apart from Jack Hyles, Ruckmanism, and the KJV-
Only crowd! I found a really good IFB (BBFI) Church though, shortly after moving back to the Houston area in 2006. We attended there for a while and I even filled the pulpit a couple of times and was on track to become a deacon there. My (now ex) wife was still struggling with some of the "IFB-isms" and this caused us to ultimately leave but looking
back, I probably should've exercised some spiritual leadership and stayed there! The current pastor of the Church graduated from the Seminary of which I am still taking classes so in many respects, I guess I have come full-circle! My current church happens to be SBC but I would rather not call myself a "Southern Baptist" based upon what has been
going on with the SBC at the national level. These days, I am just an onry old Baptist and I am fine with that! You may refer to me as "Independent" so long as you do not think I have anything to do with the aforementioned nut-jobs! You should write a book, I am not always in the loop of things that are discussed on this forum, thus I look them up on
line for details. I have seen the name "David Cloud" a number of times and have read a few of his articles (he seems to be an extreme dispensationalist, an IFB and not entirely in step with all IFB's) My question is - who is this guy? Is he an influence or an irritant? I am not attempting to start controversy or trying to give people a chance to bad mouth
him - I'm just curious in case I run into his name again. David Cloud is a missionary to Nepal. He's in his 60s (I think; maybe 70s now); he was a hippy drug-dealer in the late 1960s / early 1970s and was truly saved in, I think 1973 (going by memory - his testimony is available on his website). I say "truly saved" because he grew up in a lukewarm SBC
and made some profession of faith when young. He began reading a lot of the Bible; he has done a lot of writing over the years. His website is wayoflife.org - he is certainly not in step with any particular camp in the IFB world; he was warning about the cult-like antics of Jack Hyles long before many others began to sound warnings. He's pretty strict
and outspoken, and many of his stands annoy people. He is utterly opposed to the contemporary Christian Music, and this has annoyed a lot of people. He doesn't seem to follow man, but tries to follow what the Bible says; a lot of his writing has a lot of Scripture. I, personally, appreciate what he does, but there any many who don't like him. ~~*
Ditto what Walt said. I am not always in the loop of things that are discussed on this forum, thus I look them up on line for details. I have seen the name "David Cloud" a number of times and have read a few of his articles (he seems to be an extreme dispensationalist, an IFB and not entirely in step with all IFB's) My question is - who is this guy? Is he
an influence or an irritant? I am not attempting to start controversy or trying to give people a chance to bad mouth him - I'm just curious in case I run into his name again. There are definitely some things I would disagree with him on but I appreciate some of the material he has put out - I have his Baptist History pdfs collection which he wrote almost
twenty years ago. I could have got the books separately but it would have cost a lot more though better edited - when you have to copy old writings into digital format by yourself you are bound to have typos. He's also not afraid to post negative mail that he gets in his "mailbox". A lot of websites just give positive testimonies. It's like how a Facebook
page will have both positive and negative reviews. On an unrelated note he's also a photographer and has a book on digital SLR photography. Last edited: Jan 25, 2020 He is generally viewed on the FFF as a contrarian. Definitely militant style IFB Kjv-onlyist, trending heavy towards repentance akin to Lordshippers. A grad of Tennessee Temple
during it's heyday. He is generally viewed on the FFF as a contrarian. Definitely militant style IFB Kjv-onlyist, trending heavy towards repentance akin to Lordshippers. A grad of Tennessee Temple during it's heyday. He is KJV-only but not the Ruckmanite variety. He doesn't make an issue of what KJV one uses (Cambridge vs Oxford (published by
Thomas Nelson)). In that sense he is merely TR only. He did an article on those who do make an issue of spelling differences and such between the two KJVs. He is KJV-only but not the Ruckmanite variety. He doesn't make an issue of what KJV one uses (Cambridge vs Oxford (published by Thomas Nelson)). In that sense he is merely TR only. Peter
Ruckman wrote: “We recommend any edition of the AV (with any number of variations from any other edition)” (Bible Believers’ Bulletin, Sept., 1985, p. 3). In this same article, Ruckman commented: “In our group, we hold that ANY edition of the AV is reliable” (p. 2). In this article, Ruckman’s only stated exception from being an edition of the AV was
the NKJV. Again concerning the KJV, Ruckman claimed that “any edition will do just fine” (Unknown Bible, pp. 1, 86). Ruckman referred to “any edition in any century” of the KJV (How to Teach the “Original” Greek, p. 119). Ruckman appealed to “a King James Bible (any edition from any year)“ (Difference in KJV Editions, pp. 9-10). Ruckman also
referred to “a present copy of the AV, which anyone can buy anywhere” (p. 11). Ruckman claimed that “any edition of the AV (Edinburgh, London, Oxford, Nelson, Cambridge, New York, etc.) is vastly superior to the ‘originals’” (p. 18). Ruckman asserted: “The text of the AV in any edition is the text authorized by the Godhead, and it is the text that the
Holy Spirit has continually stamped with His approval, in any edition” (Bible Babel, p. 92). Ruckman claimed: “You can find that word [the word of God] and those words [the words that God wants us to have] in ANY EDITION of an Authorized Version” (Biblical Scholarship, p. 414). In volume one of his commentary on the book of Psalms, Ruckman
asserted: “We will leave every ‘jot and tittle: as it stands in the Authorized text” (p. vi). Do all the many varying editions of the KJV actually have every” jot and tittle” the same so that they all can be left as they stand and still agree perfectly? David Cloud is critical of some of Ruckman's KJV-only claims and some of Riplinger's claims, but he is still
extremely KJV-only. He is advocating following the opinions and traditions of men in his non-scriptural KJV-only teaching. Peter Ruckman wrote: “We recommend any edition of the AV (with any number of variations from any other edition)” (Bible Believers’ Bulletin, Sept., 1985, p. 3). In this same article, Ruckman commented: “In our group, we hold
that ANY edition of the AV is reliable” (p. 2). In this article, Ruckman’s only stated exception from being an edition of the AV was the NK]JV. Again concerning the KJV, Ruckman claimed that “any edition will do just fine” (Unknown Bible, pp. 1, 86). Ruckman referred to “any edition in any century” of the KJV (How to Teach the “Original” Greek, p.
119). Ruckman appealed to “a King James Bible (any edition from any year)” (Difference in KJV Editions, pp. 9-10). Ruckman also referred to “a present copy of the AV, which anyone can buy anywhere” (p. 11). Ruckman claimed that “any edition of the AV (Edinburgh, London, Oxford, Nelson, Cambridge, New York, etc.) is vastly superior to the
‘originals’” (p. 18). Ruckman asserted: “The text of the AV in any edition is the text authorized by the Godhead, and it is the text that the Holy Spirit has continually stamped with His approval, in any edition” (Bible Babel, p. 92). Ruckman claimed: “You can find that word [the word of God] and those words [the words that God wants us to have] in ANY
EDITION of an Authorized Version” (Biblical Scholarship, p. 414). In volume one of his commentary on the book of Psalms, Ruckman asserted: “We will leave every ‘jot and tittle: as it stands in the Authorized text” (p. vi). Do all the many varying editions of the KJV actually have every” jot and tittle” the same so that they all can be left as they stand
and still agree perfectly? David Cloud is critical of some of Ruckman's KJV-only claims and some of Riplinger's claims, but he is still extremely KJV-only. He is advocating following the opinions and traditions of men in his non-scriptural KJV-only teaching. That may be so but it's still the view of the majority of IFB Baptists (especially pastors and
teachers, though not the traditional view) including those who disagree with him on other matters like music. Also he is only KJV-only for English-speaking people at least from 1611 on. He and no one I know in the IFB movement has ever said previous English versions were wrong. By the way the commonly accepted view today is that the Bible is
without error in only the originals yet I haven't heard any one give scriptural support for that. There is none. Read 2 Timothy 3:16 and tell me if that is talking about the originals or (true) copies - all Timothy could have had were copies if they were Hebrew (he could have had Greek scriptures if he read Greek and they would be translations not
copies). A true copyist would destroy the medium he is writing on if there is just one error - it shouldn't be called a copy but a miscopy. Last edited: Jan 26, 2020 There was a guy on the old FFF who constantly posted articles from David Cloud the way Twisted posts Pulpit and Pen articles only much worse. I think it may have destroyed the old FFF. As
a general rule on the FFF it's best not to post the views of someone else. Post your own views preferably with scriptural support. By the way the commonly accepted view today is that the Bible is without error in only the originals yet I haven't heard any one give scriptural support for that. There is none. Read 2 Timothy 3:16 and tell me if that is
talking about the originals or (true) copies - 2 Timothy 3:16 refers to the process of how the Scriptures were given by inspiration of God to the prophets and apostles. There is no mention of the process of Bible translating in 2 Timothy 3:16. When it is speculated, assumed, or claimed that the term Scripture in 2 Timothy 3:16 must refer to copies and
especially even to translations, a consistent, just, and logical application of this speculative reasoning would in effect be asserting that it must include all that belong in the same sense (univocally) to those two classifications: copies and translations. Including all copies of the preserved original-language Scriptures would in effect make inspiration
include any errors introduced by imperfect men in their copying of Scripture. Including all printed translations of Scripture would make inspiration include any errors made by translators or printers and include the conflicting and even contradictory renderings in varying Bible translations in different languages. Thus, consistency and just measures in
applying the word “all” to Bible translations would be a serious problem for exclusive KJV-only reasoning concerning only one English translation. If the term Scripture in a univocal sense at 2 Timothy 3:16 is assumed to include Bible translations, K]V-only advocates have not demonstrated from the Scriptures that it should apply only to the KJV and
not also to the pre-1611 English Bibles such as the Geneva Bible and to post-1611 English Bibles such as the NKJV. Could some KJV-only advocates attempt to read into or to draw from 2 Timothy 3:16 a specific conclusion about translating that has not clearly and legitimately been shown to be actually stated or taught by the verse? Do KJV-only
advocates attempt to go beyond what 2 Timothy 3:16 actually states to try to make it say something additional to which it does not directly and clearly refer? The sixteenth verse of 2 Timothy did not actually directly assert that God gave all Bible translations or one English Bible translation by the process or method of inspiration. Do KJV-only
advocates use the term inspiration with one meaning (univocally) when they attempt to apply it to Bible translations? Do they use the term Bible translation with one meaning (univocally) if they attempt selectively to try to call one translation Scripture while denying the same for other English Bible translations? Do they attempt to read their own
subjective, modern KJV-only opinions that were not in the mind of Paul into this verse? Did the earlier KJV-only opinions shape the later KJV-only interpretation of 2 Timothy 3:16? Is the modern KJV-only interpretation of 2 Timothy 3:16 possibly an example of eisegesis? Is this KJV-only interpretive result already found in the unproven KJV-only premise
or premises with which the KJV-only reader began? Is every man teaching that 2 Timothy 3:16 is a reference to the KJV advocating a non-scriptural opinion of men? Could KJV-only advocates confuse what the text actually says and means with their way of reading it or into it? Are some KJV-only advocates setting up their own reason and private
interpretation as the final canon of truth? Are some KJV-only advocates seeking to manufacture support in the Scriptures for certain non-scriptural, human dogma or tradition which they may have merely presumed or assumed by use of fallacies such as begging the question and have accepted without proper, consistent, sound scriptural support? KJV-
only advocates do not prove that their KJV-only doctrine is found and taught in any Greek New Testament manuscript. KJV-only advocates do not demonstrate that they soundly believe the Book when they merely read their own subjective KJV-only opinions into verses that do not actually directly state what they allege. The Geneva Bible, the K]V, or
the NKJV could be called Scripture because they are translations of the preserved Scriptures in the original languages. The assumption (likely involving the use of the fallacy of begging the question) that the KJV has to be directly given by a miracle of inspiration of God in order to be called scripture is not actually stated in 2 Timothy 3:16. It could
also become an example of use of a false analogy if it is assumed that because two distinct things are alike in some ways or qualities that they must be alike in all ways or qualities. A sound definition of the term Bible translation would have a bearing on how the term Scripture could or should be used for one. A Bible translation can have proper
derived authority from the greater authority of its underlying original-language Scripture texts. It is very possible and even likely that there could be some degree of difference in meaning in the use of the term Scripture when used for a Bible translation such as the Geneva Bible, the KJV, or the NKJV as compared when used for copies of the original-
language Scriptures. Are translations a different category or classification that should be distinguished somewhat from untranslated original-language texts of Scripture? A Bible translation may be substantially or mostly the same as its underlying original-language Scripture text, but there are still differences between the two. A Bible translation with
its different words in a different language can be compared to its underlying original-language texts, but it does not have the exact same, identical, specific original-language words given by inspiration of God to the prophets and apostles. Mickey Carter asserted: “Things that are different are not the same. Bibles that are different are not the same”
(Things That Are Different, p. 77). Do some K]JV-only advocates attempt to ignore the truth that a Bible translation has different words than the original-language words given by inspiration of God? Would they in effect contradict their own claim and assert that different words are not different? There would be some greater differences between the
original-language words and the English words in the KJV than the differences between the KJV’s English words and the NKJV’s English words. David Cloud indicated that inspiration concerned "the divinely-guided writing of the original manuscripts (2 Tim. 3:16, 2 Pet. 1:21)" (Way of Life Encyclopedia, p. 45). Concerning 2 Timothy 3:14-17, David
Cloud wrote: "The term 'given by inspiration' applies directly only to the original process of the giving of Scripture. The same process is described in 2 Peter 1:19-21)" (Faith vs the Modern Bible Versions, p. 54). David Cloud noted: "No translation can lay claim to this process. No translation is 'given by inspiration'" (pp. 55, 593). Here is an example of
how David Cloud repeats incorrect information about the KJV even after he has available more accurate information. David Cloud quoted or cited D. A. Waite’s count of “421 changes”--“136 changes of substance plus 285 minor changes of form” between the 1611 KJV edition and the KJV edition in the Scofield Reference Bible in at least five of his
books (Way of Life Encyclopedia, pp. 232, 233; For Love of the Bible, p. 40; Faith, p. 590; Bible Version Question/Answer, p. 136, Glorious History of the KJB, p. 209). David Cloud highly commended the “diligent study” and “diligent research” of Waite, and he indicated that Waite should be taken as an example of those who defend the KJV”
(Examining “the King James Only Controversy,” pp. 18-20). David Cloud also maintained that Waite “has tallied and categorized every change and has shown us exactly what the differences are” (p. 73). Cloud asserted that Waite “counted all the changes that could be heard” (Glorious History, p. 209). Is this an example of how some KJV-only authors
seem to repeat the claims of others without checking soundly the evidence for themselves? Is this an example of Cloud and other KJV-only advocates leaning on “Waite’s research” (Examining, p. 81)? D. A. Waite evidently overlooked many differences or “changes affecting the sound” between the 1611 and the post-1900 Oxford KJV text in the Scofield
Reference Bible. I have counted over one thousand of the same-type changes not listed by Waite. Is there any indication in Waite’s own reports of his 1985 research that he might have overlooked or missed over 1000 changes? According to actual available evidence, it becomes clear that Waite did not list and count over two-thirds of the total changes
of sound and less than one-half of those he termed “substantial changes.” Since it is suggested that Waite’s list is an almost complete list of all the “changes affecting the sound” except possibly a place or two as documented above, a more careful and just examination of the evidence would demonstrate that both Waite’s count of 421 changes and his
count of 136 substantial changes can be and should be regarded as inaccurate misinformation. A copy of an earlier 2006 edition of a list of over 2,000 changes was mailed to D. A. Waite. Since looking at that evidence, Waite is said to have revised his count up to 1095 changes. Concerning this list, Waite wrote: “Another man looked at the changes and
came up with 2,000, but when I examined each of these, I found there to be only about 1,000 differences” (Critical Answer to James Price’s, p. 32). Waite asserted: “Another gentleman used his eyes rather than his ears and came up with 2,000 small changes of words. I analyzed his research and cut his total to only about 1,000 small changes of
words” (p. 33). On what consistent, objective, sound, or just basis did Waite cut the total of over 2,000 in half? Is all the evidence objectively taken into consideration concerning changes to the 1611 edition? So far as this author knows, Waite has yet to present and publish his new list of 1095 changes, and he has not explained his actual basis for
cutting around 1000 changes from this list. After being mailed an edition of this same evidence, David Cloud evidently did not even examine it or check it out. Instead of making any effort to check the available, relevant facts and evidence mailed to him, David Cloud merely repeated Waite’s new count. David Cloud asserted: “Waite found only 1,095
changes that affect the sound” (Answering the Myths, p. 79). Is David Cloud in effect admitting that Waite’s earlier 1985 research was not as diligent, exhaustive, and complete as he had claimed and that it did not actually tally and categorize every change? Does David Cloud explain why he so strongly praised and recommended this 1985 research
with its 421 count that was less than 50% accurate? How does David Cloud know whether Waite’s 1095 count is factual or accurate when he refuses to consider the available pertinent evidence? Even after being seriously misled and misinformed by Waite’s earlier inaccurate 1985 research and count, some may still choose to accept blindly whatever
he claims. Some may choose to close their eyes and mind to available, verifiable, pertinent evidence that can be examined and checked. A grad of Tennessee Temple during it's heyday. According to my Tennessee Temple yearbooks, David Cloud is listed as a First year Bible School student in 1975, a second year student in 1976, and a third year
student in 1977. We were there some of the same years although I do not think that I met or knew him there. According to my Tennessee Temple yearbooks, David Cloud is listed as a First year Bible School student in 1975, a second year student in 1976, and a third year student in 1977. We were there some of the same years although I do not think
that I met or knew him there. I'm not sure that he graduated from Tennessee Temple. I'm not sure that he graduated from Tennessee Temple. I also do not know whether David Cloud graduated from Tennessee Temple Bible School. The Bible School had both a three year program and a four year program. As I recall, one teacher in the Bible school
was dismissed during those years, supposedly for teaching KJV-onlyism. I also do not know whether David Cloud graduated from Tennessee Temple Bible School. The Bible School had both a three year program and a four year program. As I recall, one teacher in the Bible school was dismissed during those years, supposedly for teaching KJV-onlyism.
My recollection from his testimony is that he attended there, not that he graduated there, but I'm not so obsessed with him that I recall everything about him. UPDATE: I was wrong; I did a little searching, and apparently he is a graduate of Temple. According to my Tennessee Temple yearbooks, David Cloud is listed as a First year Bible School
student in 1975, a second year student in 1976, and a third year student in 1977. We were there some of the same years although I do not think that I met or knew him there. I may have overstated my case, as I am not sure if he graduated or not, only that he attended. And of course that statement was merely a descriptor for the OP (Edwards) to have
some context to answer the nature of his query. I am not always in the loop of things that are discussed on this forum, thus I look them up on line for details. I have seen the name "David Cloud" a number of times and have read a few of his articles (he seems to be an extreme dispensationalist, an IFB and not entirely in step with all IFB's) My question
is - who is this guy? Is he an influence or an irritant? I am not attempting to start controversy or trying to give people a chance to bad mouth him - I'm just curious in case I run into his name again. He seems to be a miserable person. He rants against everything you can think of. Actually, I think that he is caught in a rapidly shrinking world and he's
not dealing with it very well. Jubal Sackett He is KJV-only but not the Ruckmanite variety. He doesn't make an issue of what KJV one uses (Cambridge vs Oxford (published by Thomas Nelson)). In that sense he is merely TR only. He did an article on those who do make an issue of spelling differences and such between the two KJVs. Agreed... he has
written articles condemning Ruckman's position (and Gail Riplinger). I think he has a very good stand on the KJV issue. Because he deals with people to whom English is a second language, he is aware of the difficulties in some of the outdated language. He has written that an update the KJV would be helpful, but that in this apostate age, he doesn't
think it will happen. He has a good summary of his position in his article "Are you KJV only?"... his answer was "it depends on what you mean by that". Full story over at Roy’s Report. The whole Christian celebrity culture makes me nauseous. I don't know him or his music Full story over at Roy’s Report. Got another source? Charges like this should be
taken seriously if credible, but whenever I see "Roys Report" my first question is how the story's subject fits in with her ongoing smear campaign against John MacArthur. Julie Roys has pretty much shot her credibility bolt. Got another source? Charges like this should be taken seriously if credible, but whenever I see "Roys Report" my first question is
how the story's subject fits in with her ongoing smear campaign against John MacArthur. Julie Roys has pretty much shot her credibility bolt. All I hear from her on YouTube is her obsession with Daystar TV but yeah, she seems kind of creepy to me. Got another source? Charges like this should be taken seriously if credible, but whenever I see "Roys
Report" my first question is how the story's subject fits in with her ongoing smear campaign against John MacArthur. Julie Roys has pretty much shot her credibility bolt. The story is pretty much everywhere but she has details most do not mention. I'm aware of her bias. "Tait’s allegations come from The Roys Report." There's an entire paragraph
about the story being a TRR exclusive. OK! I'll start a You Can’t Trust the Roy’s Report thread....tomorrow! I don't care to read much from Roys... Roys is horrible. I've had a long history with her. She wrote exposes on friends of mine and my church and I started commenting. At first she posted my questions. But then I got really pushy and disagreed
with her conclusions publicly. She didn't block me, but she will not post any of my replies. Okay, if Julie Roys is not fit or qualified to report on the various sex scandals, abuse scandals, and financial scandals among Christian televangelists, Christian megachurch preachers, Christian faith healers, Christian rockers and Christian rappers, is there
another better source of information about these things that we are allowed to pay attention to? Or is it better that these things be un-reported and covered up? I was an admirer of Jack Hyles and First Baptist Church of Hammond (I was baptized there) until Dr. Robert Sumner came forth with his revelations about the problems there. My perception
was that Christians were entitled to know about these things, and I personally thanked Dr. Sumner for making them known. (I was a personal friend of Dr. Sumner and his family). Anyway, there was a massive torrent of accusations unleashed against Dr. Sumner by the Hyles defenders, all about the details of Sumner's faults and offenses, and lots of
name-calling - Peter Ruckman called him "Scumner." So if Sumner was not morally fit enough to document the problems with Jack and Dave Hyles, then who was? And how was it a sin for Sumner to talk about Hyles, but not a sin for the "100% for Hyles" folks to tell us all about Sumner? I'm sure that Julie Roys has some failings, some biases, and
some skeletons in her closet, and she appears to be aligned with the liberal American Baptist Churches denomination. If this means she has no moral standing to report on the serious problems in modern celebrity Christianity, are there other journalists who do have such standing, or should the problems not be reported? I'm sure that Julie Roys has
some failings, some biases, and some skeletons in her closet, and she appears to be aligned with the liberal American Baptist Churches denomination. If this means she has no moral standing to report on the serious problems in modern celebrity Christianity, are there other journalists who do have such standing, or should the problems not be
reported? Julie Roys' failings and biases lead to the conclusion that she is not a credible reporter. Roys at one time had a very good program on Moody Radio; she gave up her moral standing when she started engaging in yellow journalism instead. That's the stage we appear to be at right now: not, "Should we report these accusations?" but, "Are
these accusations true?" (We currently live in an era where to be "credibly accused" is about as ironic as "mostly peaceful.") If the answer to the latter is no, then so is the answer to the former. To try Tait in the court of public opinion at this stage is muckraking and possibly defamatory. If Tait is guilty, throw the book at him; if he's innocent, so much
the better, and I hope that's the case. Either way, I just want to hear it from someone else before passing judgment. Page 2 Okay, if Julie Roys is not fit or qualified to report on the various sex scandals, abuse scandals, and financial scandals among Christian televangelists, Christian megachurch preachers, Christian faith healers, Christian rockers and
Christian rappers, is there another better source of information about these things that we are allowed to pay attention to? Or is it better that these things be un-reported and covered up? I was an admirer of Jack Hyles and First Baptist Church of Hammond (I was baptized there) until Dr. Robert Sumner came forth with his revelations about the
problems there. My perception was that Christians were entitled to know about these things, and I personally thanked Dr. Sumner for making them known. (I was a personal friend of Dr. Sumner and his family). Anyway, there was a massive torrent of accusations unleashed against Dr. Sumner by the Hyles defenders, all about the details of Sumner's
faults and offenses, and lots of name-calling - Peter Ruckman called him "Scumner." So if Sumner was not morally fit enough to document the problems with Jack and Dave Hyles, then who was? And how was it a sin for Sumner to talk about Hyles, but not a sin for the "100% for Hyles" folks to tell us all about Sumner? I'm sure that Julie Roys has some
failings, some biases, and some skeletons in her closet, and she appears to be aligned with the liberal American Baptist Churches denomination. If this means she has no moral standing to report on the serious problems in modern celebrity Christianity, are there other journalists who do have such standing, or should the problems not be reported? I
was thinking along the same lines but you stated it well. If evangelical Christianity is to be self-correcting, with regard to the problems in our movement, then there needs to be some accountability and exposure for those who are guilty of abuse, immorality or slander. Of course, this principle would apply not only to those exposed by journalists such
as Julie Roys, but also to Julie Roys herself. If she is guilty of making false or unfounded accusations, those who are aware of such misconduct on her part would be doing us all a service by documenting such offenses. In the meantime, over the decades I have observed a pattern - whenever there are whistle-blowers who expose wrongdoing by our
"anointed" big-shot Christian celebrities, then the whistle-blowers are always subjected to a barrage of personal attacks, smears and attacks on their motives and personal character, that have little or nothing to do with the guilt or innocence of the persons exposed. The emphasis seems to be to silence those making the accusations, and to cover up
for those whose wrongdoing was exposed, at any cost. We need to try to find a balance and exercise care and righteous judgment in these situations. Slander, libel and unfounded accusations cannot be tolerated, but neither can we accept a policy of covering up transgressions of our Christian leaders and silencing the victims by accusing them of
gossip, bitterness, jealousy, touching the Lord's anointed, blah blah blah. "Against an elder receive not an accusation, but before two or three witnesses. Them that sin rebuke before all, that others also may fear." - 1 Timothy 5:19-20. Paul's emphasis seems to be on exposing celebrity shenanigans (after careful investigation), not on covering them up.
"Recent reports of my reckless and destructive behavious, including drug and alcohol abuse and sexual activity are sadly, largely true." I wanted to see a more credible source; sadly, there's no source more credible than the horse's mouth. This is on Tait's own Instagram account. Just as an aside: as confessions and apologies go, this is pretty much
exemplary. No shifting or deflecting the blame, no "mistakes were made." Tait owns his sin: acknowledges his responsibility, apologizes to those he's hurt, expresses repentance. No deflection of blame or passive "mistakes were made." "Recent reports of my reckless and destructive behavious, including drug and alcohol abuse and sexual activity are
sadly, largely true." I wanted to see a more credible source; sadly, there's no source more credible than the horse's mouth. This is on Tait's own Instagram account. Just as an aside: as confessions and apologies go, this is pretty much exemplary. No shifting or deflecting the blame, no "mistakes were made." Tait owns his sin: acknowledges his
responsibility, apologizes to those he's hurt, expresses repentance. No deflection of blame or passive "mistakes were made." View attachment 7209 I'd like to think that a confession such as this would make it in it's entirety to the Roys Report without more muckraking or further criticism. At best, I see it being ignored and this whole episode dying
out. "Recent reports of my reckless and destructive behavious, including drug and alcohol abuse and sexual activity are sadly, largely true." I wanted to see a more credible source; sadly, there's no source more credible than the horse's mouth. This is on Tait's own Instagram account. Just as an aside: as confessions and apologies go, this is pretty
much exemplary. No shifting or deflecting the blame, no "mistakes were made." Tait owns his sin: acknowledges his responsibility, apologizes to those he's hurt, expresses repentance. No deflection of blame or passive "mistakes were made." I had little doubt this was true before this, but I agree this confession does contain everything you’d look for



with true repentance. This saddens me on so many levels and, as I said in another post, the Christian celebrity culture just frustrates me. Around the Tait story is the recurring narrative that his homosexuality, alcohol and drug abuse were commonly known in CCM circles and such behavior wasn’t unique with Tait. Only the Lord knows but may He
use this to cleanse the whole mess. As to Tait, I pray for him and his suffering family. That it is true repentance and that we don’t see him back on stage in 6-8 months. I'd like to think that a confession such as this would make it in it's entirety to the Roys Report without more muckraking or further criticism. At best, I see it being ignored and this
whole episode dying out. Julie will glory in her rightness. She's gloat that she got it right. K-Love is so signaling that they are virtuous! Pity. The Newsboys predate Tait by decades, and there's also one DC Talk song that seems particularly apropos right now: "Recent reports of my reckless and destructive behavious, including drug and alcohol abuse
and sexual activity are sadly, largely true." I wanted to see a more credible source; sadly, there's no source more credible than the horse's mouth. This is on Tait's own Instagram account. Just as an aside: as confessions and apologies go, this is pretty much exemplary. No shifting or deflecting the blame, no "mistakes were made." Tait owns his sin:
acknowledges his responsibility, apologizes to those he's hurt, expresses repentance. No deflection of blame or passive "mistakes were made." View attachment 7209 This looks like a good start. I hope and pray that he is under adequate care of elders who will hold him accountable and will oversee his restoration. Far too many make such a confession
and then just drop off the face of the earth. Sadly, it seems this way regarding Steve Lawson as he was never officially accountable to the eldership of the church that he was supposedly "Pastoring!" We should pray for Michael Tait (and continue praying for Steve Lawson) and act like the church rather than certain scandal seekers who no better than
the enemies of God who are looking for such occasions to further blaspheme the name of the LORD! Pity. The Newsboys predate Tait by decades, and there's also one DC Talk song that seems particularly apropos right now: Album was released 30 years ago. Getting old. I still mark it as one of the top 5 CCM albums in my book. Album was released 30
years ago. Getting old. I still mark it as one of the top 5 CCM albums in my book. *shrug* My favourite album just turned 40 last month--Brothers in Arms. I imagine you'd be hard pressed to name more than a handful of CCM albums from 1995. That and Jars of Clay, maybe, which was released round the same time and also achieved platinum status.
Jesus Freak was a milestone. That particular song was a #1 hit on Christian radio for weeks. Funny how Kevin Max apostasizing a few years back wasn't enough to get DC Talk banned from K-Love... Liver - the great Steve Taylor.... Produced and wrote for the Newsboys as well Good choice. (Well, that's three!) And speaking of songs apropos for this
thread, Taylor wrote one for his own album Meltdown: (I was tempted to post the guitar version from Liver instead, but the truth is, I always liked the Europop vibe of the original.) Speaking of Steve Taylor's involvement with the Newsboys, I can never decide whether his shining moment was the lyrics to "He Reigns," or his rap on their cover of
"Boycott Hell": Maybe I'm incorrect but it seems like a lot of these big CCM stars from back in the day ended up with huge scandals. Page 3 Fame and Fortune are not good for the soul of man. What I don’t understand is how a guy can get away with cocaine and predatory behavior and fooling everyone around him for over two decades?!? I mean, he
traveled with the guys in the band all over the place—that’s deceit on a whole different level. What I don’t understand is how a guy can get away with cocaine and predatory behavior and fooling everyone around him for over two decades?!? I mean, he traveled with the guys in the band all over the place—that’s deceit on a whole different level.
Exactly! There is something wrong somewhere or else Taitt would never have been able to do that. What exactly is wrong, I have no idea but the whole Christian celebrity...celebrity Pastor etc. stinks to the high heavens. Exactly! There is something wrong somewhere or else Taitt would never have been able to do that. What exactly is wrong, I have
no idea but the whole Christian celebrity...celebrity Pastor etc. stinks to the high heavens. I think @Bob Jones VI might have hit the nail on the head with his comment. I hadn’t ever really thought about it like that before. What exactly is wrong, I have no idea but the whole Christian celebrity...celebrity Pastor etc. stinks to the high heavens. Reminds
me of a prominent CC pastor who fell... He was a very gifted and charismatic speaker; built up a megachurch. When he fell, he confided to a pastor who was overseeing the situation, "I guess I let the whole celebrity thing get to my head..." To which the other pastor asked him, "Who told you you were a celebrity?" Unfortunately, it's not high profile
leaders who fall; they make the headlines. This sort of thing is endemic amongst the church. Both the famous and the obscure are dropping like flies. Reminds me of a prominent CC pastor who fell... He was a very gifted and charismatic speaker; built up a megachurch. When he fell, he confided to a pastor who was overseeing the situation, "I guess I
let the whole celebrity thing get to my head..." To which the other pastor asked him, "Who told you you were a celebrity?" Unfortunately, it's not high profile leaders who fall; they make the headlines. This sort of thing is endemic amongst the church. Both the famous and the obscure are dropping like flies. I'm glad you posted this because this is
exactly how I've felt in recent years but I just haven’t said the quiet part out loud. It often feels like my pastors in the Baptist churches I've attended act a bit like important celebrities. Most of my life has been spent in IFB churches (and a couple of SBC) that have run anywhere from 200 - 400 members on a Sunday morning service. Out of my lifetime
of attending church, I've had only one pastor who seemed humble, but even he ended up showing himself to be arrogant in a stubborn, more quiet manner at retirement (long story for a different time). I've often wondered why these guys act the way they do because outside of their Sunday services, they could walk around town and be completely
unnoticed and unidentifiable. They are celebrities in their own minds but not in reality. I’ve concluded that in this bubble of the world they exist in, they’'re treated as celebrities, and unfortunately, they carry that mindset outside the bubble as well. Since I have little exposure to non Baptist churches, I've wondered if it’s just Baptists or not, but I
guess it’s others, too. What I don’t understand is how a guy can get away with cocaine and predatory behavior and fooling everyone around him for over two decades?!? I mean, he traveled with the guys in the band all over the place—that’s deceit on a whole different level. Careful. You'll be accused of victim blaming. A Newsboys gem from before the
Michael Tait era... Your question was essentially, How could this go on so long unless someone didn't tell on him? Not really, it was more along the lines of being impressed that he could be so skilled in his deceit for such a long period of time without slipping up. Now on the other hand, it does make me wonder if anyone ever had suspicions as well.
“...the allegations against Tate had been circulating for decades and were “Nashville’s worst kept secret”, Tait’s former bandmates claim to have been completely unaware of his behaviour.” Do you believe the band members and administrators were totally in the dark? I have a hard time believing such. “...the allegations against Tate had been
circulating for decades and were “Nashville’s worst kept secret”, Tait’s former bandmates claim to have been completely unaware of his behaviour.” Do you believe the band members and administrators were totally in the dark? I have a hard time believing such. Me too! Where is the Body of Christ in all of this? If you are ministers and fellow laborers
working together, writing songs together, recording together, touring together, performing together, there should be a closeness of fellowship and accountability one to another. Seems to me as if his bandmates turned a blind eye towards Michael Tate and certainly were not his "Friends!" There are many "Secular Acts" out there where band
members cannot stand each other and have little to no contact aside from being on a stage together but communicate with each other only through lawyers and having "your people contact their people," etc. God forbid that those claiming to represent Christ would conduct themselves in such a manner! I therefore have no sympathy for the "fall out"
the News Boys are experiencing and will continue to experience. Their record label dropped them but this was merely a business decision on their part seeing that they have an "image" to maintain in order to continue their charade to hornswoggle believers into continuing to patronize such "Christian" acts. It appears to me that Judgment has come to
the house of God! Perhaps we need to check ourselves and clean our own houses as well? A Newsboys gem from before the Michael Tait era... I kinda like this one: Isabelle is a belly dancer With a kleptomaniac's restraint Stole Helena's handbasket, made a fast getaway But McQueen she ain't At the courtroom Joshua judges her ruthlessly On account
of Ruth walking out on him In the big house Isabella is a-tellin all to the chaplain Who's become her friend Genius wordplay. Not surprisingly, Steve Taylor was the lyricist again. Come to think of it, I think he wrote "Breakfast," too. I think @Bob Jones VI might have hit the nail on the head with his comment. I hadn’t ever really thought about it like
that before. I only say that because I have known a couple of people who have bared their souls, and they would attest that it gets to one of the more central issues in life, the desire to be applauded, liked, appreciated, praised. Not that those things are in themselves inherently bad. It's ok to want people to like you. But when it becomes the driving
force of your life, an idol if you will, it will kill a person's spiritual life. KILL IT.
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