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4) Restoring the Wet Church 
 

RESTORING THE WET CHURCH (Part four)  
 
An attempt to restore the wet church  
Or from the Welch’s dry church to the wet church of the New Testament 
 
The proto Lord’s Supper 
“Then Melchizedek King of Salem brought out (to Abraham) bread and wine”  
(Genesis 14:18). 
 
“Go, eat your food with gladness, and drink your wine with joyful heart,  
for it is now that God favours what you do” (Ec 9:7). 
 

INTRODUCTION 

In the previous three articles we have examined more extensively the obsession against wine 
consumption because it is a visible symptom of a deeper problem and we have tried to find out 
how the Welch’s dry church mentality and organisation should change in order to go back to the 
Church of the New Testament.   

We have seen that it is not true that heresy starts when someone decides to drink a glass of wine, 
but when certain believers judge badly their brother for what he eats or drinks (Co 2:16).  

We have seen also that unity does not mean uniformity and that today in the true church there is 
a big need for prophets or believers who investigate and ask questions, who are determinate to go 
against the flow of the main stream church or who research the wet church of the New 
Testament.  

In this fourth article, we will consider those brothers who are excluded or marginalized in the 
true church either because they have a disability or because they are not married or because they 
have put their missionary responsibility before their family. The believers who have made that 
sacrifice are those who have not transformed egoism into a virtue.  

FORGETTING THE REAL HERESIES 
 

There is the tendency to speak about many heresies, even about invented heresy as the one of the 
moderate consumption of wine, and to forget other real more important ones.  
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Among those forgotten heresies or ignored ones, there are also the heresies of egoism, infidelity, 
lust, waste, pollution, nationalism, racism, paternalism, favouritism, sectarianism, discrimination 
of persons with disabilities, exclusion of certain believers because they are single or because they 
do not have their adult children in the church. There is also the forgotten heresy of domineering 
elders who think to be in charge for life.   
 
There is a strong relation between egoism, infidelity, lust, waste, pollution, nationalism and 
racism; people commit these sins when they put themselves at the center of the universe.  
 
We become nationalists also when we think to be a chosen nation and confuse the spiritual call 
with the nationality, the kingdom of God with a particular political administration.  
 
It is exactly the same about racism, paternalism, favouritism, sectarianism and many forms of 
discrimination, also those which are very subtle. That wrong attitude opens the door to many 
mistakes and makes us to look down at other people.   
 

THE DISCRIMINATION OF BELIEVERS WITH DISABILITIES  
  
The coming of Jesus was to revolutionise the society. In the synagogue, Jesus read the scroll of 
Isaiah and made this comment, “The Spirit of the Lord is on me, because he has anointed me to 
preach good news to the poor. He has sent me to proclaim freedom for the prisoners and 
recovery of sight for the blind, to realised the oppressed, to proclaim the year of the Lord’s 
favour” (Lk 4:18-19).  
 
The coming of Jesus was supposed to introduce a big change in the society, more justice and 
fairness, but unfortunately, still now, even in the true church, often those who have a disability 
are discriminated. It is happening also to their parents who have to go through a very difficult 
experience. It is not that they are not accepted and respected as members, but that, among certain 
congregations it is very hard to see a full time preacher or an elder or a deacon or even a class 
teacher who is in a wheelchair or is blind and walks with a cane.   
 
Even though the United States is one of the best countries for making the cities accessible, and 
have adapted a very respectful human approach terminology, in the church, preachers and 
teachers still talk about cripples, invalids deaf and dumb. There is a strong work to do also in the 
modern translations of the New Testament to improve that kind of language.  
 
I know personally a good elder who was not allowed to preach and even to teach a class just 
because he slightly stutters. In some occasions, I have been guest in his house, speaking with 
him, for hours, without realizing that he had that problem.  
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If God is looking for the eloquence of words, he would have not chosen Moses who was 
circumcised of lips or was speaking with faltering lips (Ex 6:12). The Lord would have not 
chosen even Paul who recognized his limits (1 Co 2:1. 2 Co 11:6) and who was blamed by the 
Corinthians for the way he was speaking (2 Co 10:10) 
 
If in the Catholic Church, the emphasis is put too much in paintings and the plastic art; in the true 
church the emphasis is put too much in the oratorical art. In both of them there is the tendency to 
lose the substance.   
 
Unfortunately, in the true church, not only the believers with a disability are discriminated, but 
also the older believers, especially the elderly preachers, all those over sixty, who for reason of 
experience have become veterans in the field of God and certain of them should be considered 
doctors. 
 
When I speak about discrimination in the churches, I do not mean that those people are 
mistreated, but that their skills are not taken into the proper consideration and that there is a big 
waste of unused talents.   
 

THE DISCRIMINATION OF THE SINGLE BELIEVERS 
 
Even though it is not good for man to be alone (Ge 2:18), we should accept the fact that we are 
not all equals even about the relations.  Among the great singles in the Bible there were John the 
Baptist and Jesus, but their status has not diminished the value of their ministries.  
 
Answering to a question from the apostles, who found the rule about the marriage too restrictive, 
Jesus took the occasion to speak about those who have the gift of celibacy, “Not everybody can 
accept this word, but only those to whom it has been given. For some are eunuchs because they 
were born that way; others were made that way by men; and others have renounced marriage 
because of the kingdom of heaven. The one who can accept this should accept it” (Mt 19:11-12).   
 
Jesus was right saying that, “Not everybody can accept this word, but only those to whom it has 
been given”, but He was true in two ways: first, because few people can accept marriage as a 
permanent bond and because certain church leaders cannot accept that a believer could have the 
gift of celibacy and that he is not inferior to those who are married.  
 

ANOTHER SINGLE 
 
Among the great singles in the Bible there was also Paul who wrote, “Now for the matters you 
wrote about: It is good for a man not to marry. But since there is so much immorality, each man 
should have his own wife and each woman her own husband” (1 Co 7:1-2). 
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Paul wrote again, “I wish that all men were as I am (single). But each man has his own gift from 
God; one has his gift, another has that. Now to the unmarried and the widows I say: It is good for 
them to stay unmarried, as I am. But if they cannot control themselves, they should marry, for it 
is better to marry than to burn with passion” (1 Co 7:7-9).  
 
Paul wrote more about the subject, “I would like you be free from concern (about the marriage 
obligations). An unmarried man is concerned about the Lord’s affaires – how he can please the 
Lord (because he is completed dedicated). But a married man is concerned about the affairs of 
this world – how he can please his wife – and his interests are divided. An unmarried woman or 
virgin is concerned about the Lord’s affairs: Her aim is to be devoted to the Lord in both body 
and spirit. But a married woman is concerned about the affairs of this world – how she can 
please her husband. I am saying this for your own good, not to restrict you, but that you may live 
in a right way in undivided devotion to the Lord” (1 Co 7:32-35). 
 
Considering that certain people feel better living alone or not marring, while others marry, 
divorce and remarry many times and still end up remaining alone, we should recognize that we 
are different. We should accept that we do not have the same gifts or we have different gifts, the 
one of celibacy or the one of marriage. We should try to be ourselves without going against our 
nature, the one we have received from God. Some people however, remain alone just because 
they are too egoist or selfish to be able to keep a stable relationship or to remain with the same 
spouse for their whole life, while some others are very zealous and make themselves eunuchs 
from the kingdom of God (Mt 19:11-12).  
       
In this particular case of Corinth, it is evident that for Paul the gift of marriage is not superior to 
the gift of celibacy (1 Co 7:32-35), but it is just a concession for those who are weaker and 
cannot resist to the temptation of remaining single (1 Co 7:1-7). Therefore, there is not a Gospel 
reason for a married person to have more authority in the church of the one who is single; there 
could be different roles to play in the church (Ro 12:6-8) but no one is more important than the 
other just because of the status or the role given in the church; there should be other important 
reasons or qualities otherwise we should reject also Jesus and Paul, who were not married. .     

 
JUST FOR WHAT A PERSON IS 

 
Looking at those examples, we can say that celibacy takes nothing out from the faith of those 
who practice it to serve better the Lord, and it should not diminish either their authority in the 
church, as it did not with Jesus and in Paul. A believer should not be judged in rapport of his 
status or in rapport of his marriage or of his grown up children.  
  
When a person is right quoting the Gospel or presenting some appropriate examples, he/she 
should be taken into consideration in the church, not less than those who are married or who are 
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appointed elders. A person should be judged for what he/she is, not for his/her status or ancestors 
or offspring.  In fact, there is not a teaching in the Gospel about the superiority of those who are 
married over those who are single and the subject deserve to be studied with more attention 
because it has been ignored for too long time.  
 

WAS IT JUST A TEMPORARY TEACHING? 
 
It seems that in this letter, Paul was even discouraging the marriage because of the imminent 
persecution, “Because of the present crisis, I think that it is good for you to remain as you are. 
Are you married? Do not seek divorce. Are you unmarried? Do not look for a wife. But if you do 
marry, you have not sinned; and if a virgin marries, she has not sinned. But those who marry will 
face many troubles in this life, and I want to spare you this” (1 Co 7:26-27).  
 
It seems also that Paul was expecting the end as something imminent, “What I mean, brothers, is 
that the time is short. From now on those who have wives should live as if they had none; those 
who mourn, as they did not; those who are happy, as if they were not; those who buy something, 
as if they were not theirs to keep; those who the things of the world, as if not engrossed in them. 
For this world in its present form is passing” (1 Co 7:29-31).  
 
The reality is that if we really preach the Gospel disturbing the political and religious 
establishment, as Jesus, Peter, Paul and Barnabas did, we will be always persecuted, not only in 
the Muslim countries but even in North America. Furthermore, we should always live as Jesus 
was coming soon, because the Gospel has been written in a way that each generation should 
think to be the last one. Consequently, we should very careful in saying that what Paul wrote in 
Corinthians chapter seven is only for the first century. 
 
If that is true, also the structure of the elders for the church would have been only for the first 
century because it was based on the Jewish culture, and so also for other teachings....We should 
instead put together the two teachings, trying to harmonize them to get the vision of the whole.        
 

THE CENTRAL POINT 
 
Beyond all the theories, the central point is that a person should not be judged for his status, but 
just for what he is, his seriousness and dedication to the Lord, but if he is married, as long as the 
children depend from him, he has the responsibility to keep them submitted to his authority.      
 
The Catholic Church has emphasized too much this statement of Paul (1 Co 7:32-35) with the 
purpose of justifying the imposition of celibacy for all priests; those believers who are married 
are completely excluded from the hierarchy and cannot exercise the priesthood or any other 
ministry as bishop, cardinal and Pope.     
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On the contrary, in the true church this teaching of Paul (1 Co 7:32-35) has been completely 
ignored, limited only to the first century; it is not seen as something that we have to put in 
practice today or that we should approve those who want to serve the Lord through the celibacy.  
 
In the true church we should avoid those extremisms. Unfortunately, often the believers who are 
single are not taken into consideration to be sent to a missionary field, except for young student 
from dry Christian University because everyone expect the would marry soon; sometime they do 
even before the period of training is over.  
 
However, the adult believers who have chosen to remain single for the kingdom of God usually 
are not seen favourably in the true church and in some cases they are even looked with suspicion. 
There some cases of good believers who would have become qualified missionaries who have 
been refused just because they do not have a wife or sisters who have been refused as 
missionaries just because they do not have a husband.   
 
It is evident that both positions are extremists and they are both wrong. I also heard of a situation 
where an elder, whose wife had died, was under pressure to quit his position because he had lost 
one of the requisites, but it does make sense because he has already been chosen because of his 
experience and he does not need to marry again to serve as elder.   
 
Unfortunately, certain elders are strongly against those believers who are no more young, and 
still remain singles; certain of those elders would not support even the Apostle Paul because he 
was old and not married. In reality, a missionary is never too old and he should never marry to 
preach the Gospel of Jesus if he does not feel the need.         

 
THE DISCRIMINATION OF THOSE WHO PUT THE KINGDOM FIRST 

 
The message of Jesus was overwhelming and passionate; therefore the first disciples left 
everything, even their family, to follow Him, “Peter answered to Him (Jesus), We have left 
everything to follow you! What then will there be for us? Jesus said to them, I tell you the truth, 
at the renewal of all things, when the Son of Man sits on his glorious throne, you who have 
followed me will also sit on the twelve thrones, judging the twelve tribes of Israel. And everyone 
(not only the apostles) who has left house or brother or CHILDREN or fields for my sake will 
receive a hundred times as much and will inherit eternal life. But many who are first will be last, 
and many who are last will be first” (Mt 19:27-30).  
 
This passage does not mean necessarily that the apostles had definitely abandoned their wife and 
children because that would be a sin, as Paul wrote, “If anyone does not provide for his relatives, 
and especially for his family, he has denied the faith and is worse than an unbeliever” (1 Ti 5:8). 
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At that time there was an enlarged family and when one member was temporally missing, the 
others were used to replace him. People were not used to pay for the rent of the apartment or the 
mortgage for the house, the bill for the heating and telephone, as we do today in the developed 
countries.    
 
Maybe the community took care of the family of those who were in mission with Jesus, but still 
it is a reality that those who went with Jesus neglected their family for the kingdom of God. They 
did it because they wanted to hear more from Jesus and because they wanted to give to other 
people the same opportunity to know the Gospel that they have been given to their family.    
 

THOSE WHO HAVE NOT NEGLECTED THE MISSIONARY WORK  
 
Taken by the enthusiasm for the kingdom of God, the first disciples left everything to follow 
Jesus. That is recommendable because they have not neglected or sacrificed the missionary work 
to take care of their family and all the rest.    
 
Praising those believers who put the kingdom of God first, I do not intend to provide a 
justification for certain irresponsible believers who behave in such a way that their wife and 
children cannot stay with them, and after they play the role of victims to justify themselves. 
There are also those who say of having left their wife because she was bringing them to hell. 
That wrong attitude has nothing to do with the example of the first disciples who have put their 
missionary responsibility before their family. We should never confuse duty with selfishness.  
 
In one of previous article I have presented the example of some missionaries who have 
abandoned the missionary work in Europe or in other countries to bring their children back in 
America because they were afraid that they, influenced by other cultures, would have left the 
church. I said that I have never committed that crime.    
 
It is evident that for the believers in the first century, the spiritual ties were more important than 
the flesh ones and the salvation was the essential part of their reason to be. At that time, the idea 
that a worker in the field of God would abandon the missionary work to go back home to save 
his children, was inconceivable, but that is happening often today in the missionary field. In the 
first century, it was supposed that the believers gave everything for Jesus. 
 

IN SOME WAY THEY NEGLECTED THEIR FAMILY 
 
We can imagine that those disciples, of the first century, who gave up to everything to follow 
Jesus, in some way they neglected their family and their children must have suffered because of 
it. Maybe when adult, some of those children did not stay within the church. However, there is 
not an example of one of those disciples who has been blamed because of the personal beliefs of 
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his grown up children. We should restore that kind of spirit of comprehension in order that in the 
church nobody blames some good Christian parents for their adult children choice of life.  
 
One of the best parts of Genesis is when Abraham was ready to sacrifice his son Isaac to obey to 
God (Ge 22:9-16). The Golden verse of the Gospel is, “For God so loved the world that he gave 
his one and only Son” (Jn 3:16).  It implies that we should be ready to give up something that we 
love the most for the progress of the kingdom of God.    
 
On the contrary, certain modern Christian parents think first about their children, and are ready 
to put aside somebody else’s children to put just their ones up in front. Some do that and after 
they show off in the church meetings what they have been able to do with their children. That is 
happening because certain parents have made of egoism a Christian virtue.    

 
VERY FEW MISSIONARY COUPLES REMAIN ABROAD 

 
We have been sent to be the light in the darkness (Mt 5:16) and it is supposed that we be a light. 
If we neglect our responsibility abroad, who will be the light in our place?  
 
The risk of losing the children abroad, because of the cultural differences is real; that is the 
principal reason that fewer missionaries now move abroad to preach the Gospel, otherwise they 
will lose the respect of many brothers and they will never become elders.  
 
Presently, almost only students go abroad in short programmes, usually organized by Bible 
Schools or Christian Universities. When young couples go abroad, as their children grow, they 
go back to the States to “save” them, otherwise they run the risk to lose them and after they will 
be blamed in the true church as irresponsible parents and they will no more be taken into 
consideration for the missionary work.   
 

WHAT IS KILLING THE MISSIONARY WORK 
 
We have to say that those believers abroad, who have given everything for the Lord, as the first 
Christians did, should be more respected in the true church. Maybe there is something terribly 
wrong in our concept of leadership in the church and in the interpretation of qualifications for the 
candidate elder (1 Ti 3:1-7. Ti 1-5-9). In few words, our elitist concept of eldership is slowly 
killing the missionary work.        
 
Considering that there is a strong possibility for our members abroad to lose the children, without 
all the American Christian Institutions and the Christian environment, how much more should 
we appreciate the Christians parents abroad who are keeping their engagement for the Lord even 
though, sometimes, they are aware that they run the risk of losing their children. 
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It is a terrible thing when it happens, but still today certain parents abroad are experimenting 
what Jesus prophesied, “Do not suppose that I have come to bring peace to the earth. I did not 
come to bring peace, but sword. For I have come to turn a man against his father (a Christian 
father), a daughter against her mother (a Christian mother) a daughter-in-law against her mother-
in-law – a man’s enemies will be the members of his own household” (Mt 10:34-36).   
 
We should have a lot of comprehension for those members abroad, but unfortunately, what 
usually is happening is exactly the contrary; they are often blamed by certain teetotal American 
inexpert church leaders because their adult children are not attending the church meetings. 
 
About that wrong attitude it has been said, “We are killing our wounded”.  I have seen abroad 
many wounded Christians or exhausted believers who have been killed by the ignorance of 
certain brothers who pretend to have understood everything about missionary work.  
 
There is this wrong perception because there is the idea that the church should always triumph in 
this world and some people judge for things they do not know, while Paul wrote, “Therefore 
judge nothing before the appointed time; wait until the Lord comes. He will bring to light what is 
hidden in darkness and will expose the motives of men’s heart. At that time each will receive his 
praised from God” (1 Co 4:5). 
     

THE UPSIDE-DOWN OF CERTAIN VALUES 

Those who have abandoned the missionary work to go back in America to save their children 
should not misjudge those who have remained in the missionary field even though they could 
have lost their children. Those who have given everything to the Lord and even their children for 
the spread of the Gospel should be more honoured than those egoists who have sacrificed many 
souls abroad just to bring their children in heaven.  

That principle is especially true for those parents who have never put a finger outside of the U.S. 
or who went abroad only for few days in vacation and now are astonished when they hear that 
many children of Christian families abroad are not attending the church meetings.  

Today there are too many American Christian parents who are very proud of what they have 
been able to do with their children; sometime even brainwashing to keep them in the church, but 
the appearance could deceive us. Jesus said, “Stop judging by mere appearances, and make a 
right judgement” (Jn 7:24). Furthermore, “But many who are first will be last, and many who are 
last will be first” (Mt 19:30).  
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In the Catholic Church, the example of the apostles who left everything (Mt 19:27-30) is used to 
justify the celibacy of the priests and that they do not own anything as singles, but they are very 
rich together, as a religious order. Instead, in the true church, this passage is completely ignored 
or it is regarded as something transitory that was only for the first century, but also that 
interpretation is terribly wrong. Both lack the vision of the whole. 
 

A DISCRIMINATORY POSITION 
 
Unfortunately, today, even in the true church the parents who are zealous for the kingdom of 
God could be blamed just because their grown up children have left the church.  
 
For certain teetotal ultra conservative believers, only those who have their family in the church 
should be taken into consideration. For them, the family is so important to prove what a believer 
really is. In some of them there is the idea that if someone does not have his children with him, 
then the church does not have future with him. They move that kind of accusation just because 
they do not have anymore the spirit of the prophets and think just to their family. 
 
Those elders would refuse any authority even the one of the apostle Paul, just because he did not 
have his family in the church and they would not see any future for the church with him. 
 

THE PARADISE FOR THE CHILDREN OF MISSIONARIES 
 
According to Paul, if one of the members of the family is a believer, husband or wife, he/she 
sanctifies also the other members of the family (1 Co 7:14-16), we can imagine if a member of 
the family is a missionary who has given everything? For sure the Lord has a special program for 
him and his family.     
 
Some say that there is a god of the thieves and a paradise for the thieves, I do not believe in that, 
but because we do not have to judge anything before the time, (Ro 10:6-8. 1 Co 4:5) and God is 
grateful even for a glass of water we give (Mt 10:42), I believe that there is a paradise or a place 
in paradise also for the children of the missionaries, who went through more difficult ordeals 
than the children of those who have given just the superfluous and have made of egoism a virtue. 
 
The same principle applies also for those believers abroad who are persecuted or are often 
mocked by people of their country because of Christ, but they do not give up even though 
sometimes they lose their children. 
 
When Jesus said, “Blessed are you who are poor, for you will be satisfied” (Lk 6:20), He meant 
those who are indigents, who are not leaving in a quiet Christian environment, where there are 
not Christian schools and other wealthy Christian institutions or golden cages, who do not have 
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rights and not credits for their expertise. Those who go through that extreme condition usually 
understand better the Gospel; therefore those who are privileged should not look at them with 
suspicion but should attentively listen to them.     
 

THE ORIGIN OF DICTATORSHIP 
 

It is symptomatic that if a politician remains in charge more than four or five years without 
calling the public election, immediately many citizens, especially the opponents, would consider 
him a dictator, but the Pope is in charge for life without being called a dictator. In religion, it is 
easy to fool certain people, especially the simple believers, and this is just an example among 
many others.   
 
The fact that the Pope is in charge for life, is a typical example of how religion is often used to 
justify what is inacceptable and odious or hateful in democracy. Considering the situation, it is 
not strange that certain political dictators justify their abuse of power on the people appealing to 
the example of the Pope who is in charge for life.  
 
If it is true that the church is not like the society, but still the church should be the family of God 
(Ep 2:19) and consequently the relations among the members and with their leaders should be as 
among brothers (Mt 23:8-12). It means that the church leaders cannot take advantage of the good 
faith of the members or to remain indifferent at their wishes.  
 

A REPRESENTATIVE LEADERSHIP 
 
If in politic the leaders are accepted by the majority and they are representative of the different 
levels of society, in the church, that is the family of God, the church leaders should be accepted 
by the congregation and should be representative of the different members. It means that also the 
poor members should be represented in the leadership.  
 
We can see this principle when a collaborator for a particular mission has not been chosen by 
Paul or by the elders, but by the churches, “What is more, he was chosen by the churches 
(Greek – xeirotonetheis upo ton ekklesion”) to accompany us as we carry the offering, which we 
administer in order to honour the Lord himself and to show our eagerness to help. We want to 
avoid any criticism of the way we administer this liberal gifts. For we are taking pains to do what 
is right, not only in the eyes of the Lord, but also in the eyes of men” (2 Co 8:19-21).  
 
The Greek term “xeirotonetheis” is the participle aorist passive from the verb “xeirotonevo” and 
it means, “having been elected or chosen”. In this case the collaborator has been elected or 
chosen by the churches.  
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Considering that the church should be the light of the world (Mt 5:16), it is supposed that the 
church leaders are also an example in the way that they act, take decisions and are chosen among 
the believers. We should always remember what Paul wrote, “For we are taking pains to do what 
is right, not only in the eyes of the Lord, but also in the eyes of men” (2 Co 8:19-21).  It implies 
that the elders should not avoid giving to the members the opportunity to review their leadership. 
In each congregation there should be a moment when the members are called to renew the 
mandate of their leaders or to refuse them.  
 
Certain congregation in the States are already calling to review their mandate, and that is really 
recommendable, but unfortunately many intrusive elders still refuse to follow that example.     
 

NOT IN CHARGE FOR LIFE  
 
Unfortunately, in what is supposed to be the “true church”, often the elders remain in charge for 
many years or for life without ever consulting the congregation if their leadership is still 
approved or not. In certain congregations, if an elder is not approved by some members he 
manages in the way to make them to leave the congregation, but that is not the way to serve the 
congregation as an elder.      
 
If an elder is a businessman or a professional or one who likes to impose his ideas, it is evident 
that he wants to remain in charge for life as the Pope does. However, it is not spiritually healthy 
for a congregation to have always the same leaders or not to give also to other members the 
opportunity to become leaders.        
 
When someone pretends to be always in charge, maybe without realizing, he assumes a negative 
attitude; instead to be the light for the world, he becomes a scandal for the believers or a 
hindrance for the progress of the Kingdom. That attitude is really a scandal, not the one to drink 
a glass of wine during the meal.       
 
Those elders, who always want to be in charge, no matter that they could scandalize other 
people, should remember what Paul wrote, “For we are taking pains to do what is right, not only 
in the eyes of the Lord, but also in the eyes of men” (2 Co 8:19-21). 
 
We know that when the elders are appointed, usually they start with good intentions, but slowly, 
when they are accustomed to that position and the enthusiasm is faded, they could become 
arrogant, refuse other candidates and oppose the introduction of new programs. In this way, they 
could become a hindrance for the growth of a congregation.   
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It happens especially when the elders think to be in charge for life. Thinking to be untouchable 
by a divine right as the Pope does, some of them stop of being humble shepherds and become 
domineering elders.   
 

LET THE CONGREGATION TO DECIDE 
 
Some elders defend themselves saying, “If there were some who could replace us, we would the 
first to resign, but there is not one”. That could be probably true, but let the congregation to 
decide, every two or three years, if they still need the same elders or if they want to replace them 
or just to add new ones.  That could be also a way to open the door for the collaboration of those 
members who are physically impaired or for those who have decided to serve the Lord remaining 
singles or for those who have sacrificed their family to preach the Gospel elsewhere and for other 
workers who could have more experience than the elders.       
 
At this point, some readers could wonder what I mean, if I intend that those physically impaired 
or single people or those who do not have their children attending the church can become elders 
anyway. I know some believers who are physically impaired, who are married and have some 
submitted children, and I do not see anything wrong for them to become elders. 
 
Some could be extremely worried about those examples because there is the idea that if someone 
is not an elder he does not have any authority in the church, but it is hard to support that theory 
or preconception with the Gospel. 
 

EVERY TWO OR THREE YEARS 
 
To prevent certain conflicts which could deeply hurt the church, every two or three years a 
Christian assembly should have the right to revise the eldership; if it is necessary even to replace 
the elders or to add new ones who bring new blood with new ideas. It should be like that because 
as a preacher is not in charge for life also the elders should not be in charge for life. 
 
Someone could wonder why every two or three years? Well, usually the board of directors of 
most of the institutions and corporations renew their mandate every two or three years, and we 
should not be less open and democratic than they are. We should be better and more transparent 
than they are if we really want to be an example to them.  
  

WITH THE WHOLE CONGREGATION 
 
Trying to be more specific, we can say that the elders become domineering when they take 
important decisions without consulting the preacher, the deacons and other qualified brothers, 
and without asking also the opinion of the entire assembly.   
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It is interesting that in Jerusalem, even the apostles felt the need to consult the entire assembly, 
“Then the apostles and elders, WITH THE WHOLE CHURCH, decided to choose of their 
own men to send them to Antioch with Paul and Barnabas” (Ac 15:22).  
 
There is no way for an assembly to grow spiritually if the members are not regularly consulted 
by the elders about the programmes in order that all members feel part of the church work. It is 
also good for the elders to open a direct dialogue with the members to sound out the opinions of 
members about certain important issues, as trust, diversity, prejudices, discrimination, 
favouritism, paternalism, nationalism, racism, intolerance and the consumption of wine.  
 
Considering that the sisters are also part of the church and financially contribute to pay the bills, 
if whole the congregation should be consulted in all important decisions, it appears evident that 
the sisters should be included and consulted too as they were in Jerusalem. It should not be apart, 
because there is no mention about a meeting apart to inform the sisters.   
 

SOME REMARCABLE ELDERS 
 
Presenting the negative aspects of certain elders, I do not want to generalize because it is always 
wrong and I know personally some remarkable elders who are not attached to power, who have 
resigned to let their leadership be reapproved by the congregation. Those elders have spiritually 
enriched me and I will be grateful for them for all my life, but unfortunately others look like they 
are clinging more to the power than to Christ.   
 
Unfortunately, in the congregations when the elders are intrusive and jealous of their authority 
over the congregation, they discourage the brothers more qualified who will go elsewhere and 
the church will strongly suffer for that lost of talents.  
 
We should not be surprised when that kind of problems happen in the church because speaking 
about the qualifications of the elder, Paul wrote, “So that he will not fall into disgrace and into 
the Devil’s trap” (1 Ti 3:7). Paul was giving some instructions to prevent that possibility, but he 
did not exclude that it could have happened also with elders.  
 

PRAYING LIKE JESUS IN THE GETHSEMANE 
 
It happen that the Jewish elders made a plot to eliminate Jesus (Mt 26:3-4).  It could happen also 
that the Christian elders are tempted by the Devil (1 Ti 3:7) not to kill Jesus again because it is 
not possible, but to forget their mission or to take advantage of their position to crush other 
members or the preacher.  
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In the Gethsemane, Jesus invited the apostles to pray to not fall in temptation and He also prayed 
for Himself with intensity  (Mt 26:36-44); He did at the point to be in an anguish and His sweat 
was like drops of blood falling to the ground (Lk 22:44). That implies that also the church 
leaders, as elders, evangelists, doctors (if there are some as the 1st Century churches had Ac 13:1; 
1 Co 12:28-29; Eph 4:11), deacons and teachers, should constantly pray to not fall in temptation 
because the Devil is always present to try to make us fall.   
 
When the church leaders are wrong, they can hurt a lot more people than the simple members. 
Therefore, elders, preachers, doctors, deacons, teachers and doctors, should attentively watch 
themselves more than the other members not to fall in temptation, constantly praying and fasting.  
 
Silvio Caddeo   

Montréal, July 2008  

The fifth will follow soon. 
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