FaT - narian now in South America B

‘ ;5“

i3 ze!ephone cails. made 10 the sa-mlled

outside world. -We gave ber this priv-

S ,.degebmeskewcsourlmderand
B "*she was protecting us,” said a

o member of the New York-based New

" Testament . Missionary Fe!lowshtp

-headed by -Hannah Lowe, an octoge-
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W “‘We were forced o sign vows that

any children we had would become the

property of the commune and that if -
- ple of ‘the well-known Chinese Bible
‘Yeacher ‘Watchman Nee. Lee’s Local
"'Church congregations .use fear and in-
_ timidation .to control their members,

we ever left, they would get the chil-

~dren,”* reports a former member of

Faith Tabernacle in southern Califor-
nia, led by Mrs. Elaanor Daries. This

bizarre group, reflecting fundamen-

talist, charismatic, and communal

-elements, has been accused of unbeliev-

able methods of control of its mem-

_ bers—elaborate spying, public humilia-
" tions, physical and mental torture, and
.the manipulation of marriages. @

"B “The oracte of God on earth today,”
«:gccording to The Local Church move-
sment, is Witness Lee, an aberrant disci-

according to Max Rapoport, a former

- heir-apparent to the leadership. *‘Prac-
~tically all the people I've seen wko have

left. . .live in morbid fear that some-
‘thing will happen to them.”' %

iy

. Each of these examples would be called

- “evangelical” by the press and. éach

~shave’ members ‘in their ranks that

=i #follow Christ and the Bible witha dedi-

* ‘cation that matches the more tradmon-

. al cohgregations. Many of the people in

thse groups are graduates of fecog-

. nized Christian colleges; a few are grad-

: nates or former students of recogmzed
evangehal seminaries. - -/-

o powerful leader. Like the ‘People’s
-the “‘culture of narcissism.” The ex- -

Temple of Jim Jones, most of these
goups are imle known outsnde thcxr

Thse groups, hke many mhexs, have '

concern for authomanamsm in
American church life,

“Throughout history, peopie have re-
peatedly used and abused religious or

spiritual authority to further their own

selfish ends. Elmer Gantry types such
as Marjoe Gortner and Rev. Ike are
good exampiles. This tendency can also
be seen in the current proliferation of

-self-awareness and consciousness _
‘movements which - psychologist Paul
Vitz correctly terms *‘the cult of self- .

~worship” and which social critic Chris-
-topher Lasch feels are an indicator of

‘ploitation of religious/ spiritual activity -
by self-seeking individuals is more dra-

_:.manally and more destructively evi- ©
" deniced in the recent upsurge of extrem- -
'_xstcults including the widely publicized ~and;
- - People’s Temple. The leaders of such .. ] S
: ;@'oups mayverywdlte drwen“bya'

rewards that abound in the messiah

- Jbusiness today. More significant, how-

ever, is the motivation based on the de-
'sire to control others, o exercise powcr
over people.

-‘While this desire to influence and
-comrol people is characteristic of cuitic
{eadership, it is by no means restricted
'to such extreme expressions. Various
forms of charisma control and authori-
tarianism can be seen'in more conven-
.tional religious circles, including evan-
_gelicalism and its fringe elements. Even

Gloser to-home, we -would probably

~agree that fascination with power and
the temptation’ of power isa very com-
mon ‘human experience. We may exer-
ase powerat home as parent or spouse,
or,w: may seek :o mcrase our power




;_'“ﬂPOn as a saviot ieavesmbf s’ m.‘.

bexng in-
word, thesc groups ‘offer secunty For

tre! of the situation. *1;1 a -~that: &emnimﬁmrymmheT'

Jhethmsmlmmﬂmavmentm

ounneraxﬁkes the sameabsei'v'a" people who have lacked positive struc- - . North America is related to the confu-

.jrmrdmg others in the “helping mmﬂwhvs,whohavedlfﬁmkym ~siofi“and comtroversy Jurounding ‘the

mfessaons—socxal workers, psycholo- making ‘decisions -or resolving . ‘conflicts - iuzhly authoritarian, “*!shepherding”’
m mmstcrs—-‘a!l need to ‘beaware

d:strssandcon&monxstophyanezo—
satisfying . ‘and : powerful srole. “It “in-
swgvitably involves an element” of domi- *

; " sciously recomzzed to increase one’s .
Mown power ‘As” Tournier concludes,
p _,.,!:thcre is in us, especially in those
.~ whose intentions are of the purest, an
-.~-excessive and destructive will to power
which eludes even the most sincere and
hon& self-examination.” h
“"Whether it is a physician, pastor, or
ncw-age prophet on the pedestal, -
. chances are the public is largely respon-

-sible for putting him or her there. What

%" it ‘about ‘people, including eva.ngeh-
#:cals, that explains this apparent’ need

" “for authority ﬁgurcs" There are ob-

" wousiy many individuals in our socxety
who are looking for some kind of au-
thority to co-sign for their lives. As
David G'Il noted in Radix magazine,
-.--*We want heroes! We want reassur-
ance that someone knows what is going
anmtlusmadworld We want a father

: .- or a mother to lean on. We want revo-
e .Juuonary folk heroes who will tell us
: whattodounn!mcmp:ure “We
massageﬂnqosofthacdanagogus
.*.~-and canonize their every -opinion.  We
gmpt wnhoutawhxmpcrlhe:rranon-

+ salizations of thexr errors :nddevxa—

-ase cults, and supcrpastors says 'S
. numbcrofﬂungsaboutonrsoaetyas
" Twell as mk-and-ﬁlc evangelicalism.
. First, there ‘are many people in’ pur
“mpnd!y “changing and often confusing -
whohavermldmdaxyneeds

,orwhoareyustplamuncerwnabomxhg

future thse movements/ churcha/

- of dependency, spirituslly and other.

and - *discipling”*.-emphasis “in_certain

ot

chammmcv "" circles. 'éI'ber:neWﬂhas

The uders ofmany éfﬁ&e,gmups; A

w:se.byfocxmnzonthcmesofsubm:s i

‘ sion and ‘bedience to those in aiithori-

"-nauon and 2 -desire, perhaps not con-~ *ty They crute lheunpressmn that peo-
" ple just aren’t going to ‘find their way
zhroughhfesmmmthomaimof’
o ‘body %of **Christ ~and unanticipated
"“bondage to-individual behevers Jtisa

-firm directives from those at the top.
“Apostle” -John ‘Robert ‘Stevens,

founder “and leader of an aberrant’

Christian group known as The Church

" of the Living Word (or “The Walk’")

puts it succinctly: “‘People are not go-
mgtomakextunlasthcyhaveaman
like Moses to intercede for them.”

- Secondly, an obvious need in today’s

socxetyandtodayschurchxsasenscof :
" belonging and an experience of com-

_ munity. Our highly mobile, disjointed
world creates a strong demand for fel-
lowship. Some peopie find their need
for ‘communion met in coaventional
contexts such as church support
‘groups, “fratemal organizations, -and
friendship cliques. Others found it, or
hoped they would find it, in Jones-

town. AsNormanDePuyobserved’

*The people in Guyana did not aban-

" don their self-control, their-judgment

orthexrcompeutxvemsnnctssomuch
astheymdedthemoffforlove,pme
community, and security.” -

- Another characteristic of the current
seenexsaacnmnespmmalhungermth
.toots. People who get into cults are in-
volved in a spiritual search not ‘unlike
‘those who find Christ at '~ Billy -

Grahnmmmdeorﬂ:mughthemnns—.
ry of Christian broadcasting. In both
casa,‘wcmnthn;abompwpkwho

’Thc so-called shcphcrdmg movement
N cxemphf ies how well-intentioned Chris-
tian Mders ‘can bnng dxsumty to the

“demonstration “of “how a perfectly
biblical concept ‘like authority can go
awry. At the heart of the shepherding-
- discipleship-submission controversy is
the idea of ‘‘delegated authority™ or
**spiritual authority’’.aas it is exercised
by .a “personal shepherd.” In their
critique of the discipleship movement,
,Kennedy and Lewis state, ‘A -person
who is a ‘delegated authority’ is one
who has been appointed to give per-
.sonal direction and care to Christians
.placed under him. This person has the
responsxbnhty of overseeing and direct-
ing the lives of these individuals as they
_request his direction.”’

‘When a ‘‘delegated authority”" pro-
vides counsel to those under him, he
spmks with God’s authority. As Derek
?—mce. a leader in the discipleship
‘movement, puts it: ‘“Whenever his
1Gods] :delegated - authomy ouches
“-our lives, he requires us to acknowledge
~“and ‘submit to’ it, just as we would to
 himi'4n - person.” Or, ‘as John Robert

Stevens “of *“The Walk” “destribes it,

~#f the authority over you is submissive

+10 ' God,5then you are to be submxssxve
mhnnmzhyonrvcryhfe"w' B
#A :practice ‘common to both cumc
:and. certain Christian groups is to seek
10 conttol the private lives'of followers.
ﬁnsuans»nud%to hcware oT “fhose




g évery man’s consc:énce‘m thesxght of
“%oa"r(ﬂ' {

r in a group of ‘elders, or even in an.
. apostolic authority of the status of Paul_
is never called for in Scripture. -The loy- .

- most loya.lty to the received Word of

«-et-as Christians is not blind loyalty. .
~:»@Or IS it an unthinking loyalty.”

- herd. In the Bible he is called the Chief
*.{Shepherd. His is an example of servant- -

w wiuwrites, ““Be shepherds of God's flock
. ©r i that is under your care. .. not lording it |

““examples to the flock” (1 Pet. 5:2,3).
v‘fThe good shcphcrd lcads but dos not

“One of the major figures in thc shep-
“herding movement is the Argentinian,
lJuan Carlos Ortiz. In his influential
- book, Call to Discipleship, he speaks of

He describes a disciple as “one who
obcys commands.” . Critics of such a -
mwcontendthatonlyGodhasthe
tight to command people. David Breese
makes the point that only Jesus Christ
deserves disciples. The book of :Acts
awarns of those who will come seeking -
followers: “Even from your own num-.
-+ - ber men will arise and distort the truth -
vmurdertodrawawaydlsapls aftcr
them”: (Acts 20:30).

mmw»wm

- out that the New Tstament obm:ept of

any human authonty, be it in apjastbr.“

alty we are called to is first and fore-. .| «

g -fGod. The loyaity we have to one anoth- -
-“Christ should be our model Shcp— ;

- hood. Peter exhorts Christian keaders to |
= 7" imitate the supreme role model when he -

"~ -over those entrusted to you, but béing

the need to “control your disciples.” -

“How do you distinguish these
mﬂucnea'on your life from the

ﬁnnkersexmmmﬂuenceﬂmxs

~-or psychological. In contrast, the
mhgxous autocrat takes pleasure in
tequmng obedience and subordina-

+ tion. Hxsstyleofladcrshxpcanbe
. «described as narcissistic. His message
is so intertwined with his own
_* personality (and his fear of being
‘weak) that he easily concludes that

8 not loyal to him—is in ccnson with
,the ‘Adversary.

pms God’s mouthplecs, the mter-
.-preters of his will—to begin with for
ourselves but very soon, before we real-
sze it, for other people too, especially
since-they- -insist on requiring it of us.

,Vﬂy -500N, 100, we.-find ourselves
tbinldng that when they follow our ad- :
:-vice -they -are -obeying God and .that

whmtheyfcs:stusmcy arera.ﬂy
:rmsungGod i

- tian public cultivates chansma control

“ahd sets the stage for authomanamsm '
“Christians: unconsciously invite dema- -
;MTmmmeWm ~gogies. ‘They demand hmhxca!pat—

tcns mer ‘than ceﬂegxal forms,»they

' meepmuyémyem

“‘anyone who disagrees with hun—who'

- Another way of approachmg the -

.group, The Church of the L
~ Word, are stuck with apostles whi

followership.

“more moral and spiritual than physu:al Christians in ieidetstup must. striv

to exemplify the qualities of our Lor
- Jesus Christ, “‘that great Shepherd o
the sheep.”’ Christians in followershi
. ‘roles must acknowledge the biblical
admonition: *“Obey your leaders and
submit to their authority” (Heb.
-13:17). Such a relationship of dynam

- mutuality can allow God to ““work i

_.us what is pleasing to him, through

" Jesus Christ, to whom be glory fores

“and ever” (Heb. 13:21). -
: : ~—R. M.

they like it or not. Their apostle, .

Robert Stevens, who left Pentec
-:fundamentalism years ago to star

~own version of *‘the Lord’s Remna

~ells “his - congregations, ‘“Ypu’ll
~taught by the Spirit -what is invc

in. . .apostleship or ‘you’ll. be lef

: "‘?Babylon. There’s mo halfway p
Note Tommer’s ouervauon that the

peqple“ms:st on requiring it of us.” -
Thedlsqmeungtruﬂusthatthec'hns- i

1‘-The rmly altcrnanve ycau have

......

How does éﬂe recogmzc an ap(
S;cven s group" By some vaguel;
ﬁned orm “of - "revelauon "o




gﬁecccupmon with power and authori-
o in so many segments of fundameg;f
- ~tafism -and evangelicalism today? As

duser examination, it becoms obv:ous
that those who “¢heck”.and “baiance’’

. =was noted earlier, the *‘discipleship i

- .earthquake,” as Michael Harper de- %

- scribed it, was the most disruptive con-
“_troversy to hit the charismatic renewal
-smovement in its short history. The issue

-caused angry exchanges in which
scharismatics publicly denounced each
-.-other. In March 1976, various leaders
..of ‘the charismatic movement met in

o “Oklahoma City in an effort to achieve

-reconciliation and healing. Leaders of
Christian Growth Ministries of Ft.
Lauderdale, Florida, who were the

. -focus -of -much of the controversy,

issued a formal statement to the con-
. ference indicating their regret for the
problems that had arisen and asking
“forgiveness from our fellow believers
whom we have offended.” -
~The touchy issues of authority and
submission are far from being fully re-
. solved ‘in evangelical circles, however.
‘A well-known charismatic American
Baptist church in Chula Vista, Califor-
nia, for example, continues in a swirl of
controversy over the alleged authoritar-
ianisrn of its leadership, especially the
pastor, Ken Pagard. The church, many
of whose members live in communal
- households, has also been criticized for
'certain aspects of its *‘inner healing”
ministry. Some ex-members have
claimed that spanking of unsubmissive
wives was not unknown and that any
criticism of the pastor (occasionally re-
ferred to as ‘‘our apostle’’) and elders
was ‘interpreted as a ‘“spirit of
rebellion” and hence, the work of
Satan. Many have left the communal
difestyle claiming that heads of house-
- holds are “on a power trip.”’ One dis-
- gruntled former member commented,
*#They will not let peopie mature; they
~want to keep people dependent on the
“head ‘of household.” Others have left
“‘because of the strain on their marriages
=3t has been suggested that 3 system of
.. checks and balances is needed to pre-
~sent the abuse of authority by Chris-
m in leadership. Someoft.hevuym—

: rmatiom,

tioning and mterriﬂ criticism. A j:ower

,ﬁdhdenswaryofscnmnyandthreat

ened by anyone who ‘‘makes waves.’

In " Christian and pseudo-Christian
groups which emphasize a strong cen-
tral leader, dissent is discouraged and
defined as un-Christian. In response to
some -internal murmuring, Apostle
Stevens of “The Walk’" advised, **This
is .certainly not a day for throwing
rocks. Anyone who feels qualified t0
throw a rock at someone should be
rebuked for his self-righteousness.”

-In strongly authoritarian movemnents
or churches, those who persist in rais-
ing uncomfortable questions, especially
after they have left the group, are la-
beled ‘‘reprobates’ or worse .yet,
“‘agents of Satan.”” The weak and the
meek who have legitimate concerns and
questions do not dare to share those
sometimes because of
group pressure, sometimes because
they have been subjected to control
mechanisms of fear, guilt, and spiritual
intimidation.

A preoccupation with Satan and his
work is another characteristic of spirit-
ually authoritarian groups. Members of
The Church of the Living Word are led
to believe that Satan is concentrating
his efforts against that group. ‘‘Satan
hits at our acceptance of the authority
that has been committed to us. . be-
cause that is the only thing that is going
to upset his plan.”” Authoritarian lead-

ers are often paranoid and typically re- -

spond to criticism by telling their -fol-
lowers that this kind of *‘persecution”
is only further evidence that Satan is at-
tempting to sabotage God’s work.

~Finally, -authoritarian movements
are often anti-intellectual and inhibit

,theapoamofmemba'stoaltm

tnd/ or tapes of their favorite teachers.

-/An ‘acquaintance of ‘mine ‘was in ‘the i
“mme”fromthesamemrrowly&ﬁned Mofnmmlstﬁwho:sad;sapkof

rt Thieme, Houston, Texas. The

~3ustobs=rvedt.hatthcrewerelessthan

& dozen books on the pasior’s book
shelf. The pastor commented, “T bave
,.reﬁhcedtheboobmmyhbrarymm :
thg “tapes of Robert Thieme.” He
- cigiraed to spend upwards of forty
hmrsawek ‘studying’’ the tapes. .

‘4 the face of increasing dependence
on strong leadership .in Christian cir- -
‘cles, evangelicals who value their spirit-
ual autonomy yet recognize the legiti-
mate role of biblical submission and
headship, must reaffirm the freedom
which characterizes the new life in
Christ. We .must _resist any teaching
that brings into question Christ’s role
as the sole mediator (go-between) be-
tween God and man. We must reassert
that no Christian is ever called upon to
give unguestioning obedience to any-
one. We ultimately must accept only
the lordship of Christ.

Jn our homes, in our churchs,
our programs of Christian education,

.!"We must reassert that

no Christian is ever
called upon to give
unquestioning obedience
to anyone. We ultimately
must accept only the
lordship of Christ.”’

]

we must cultivate critical, ‘discerning
minds. As David Gill has written, “‘No
one is completely right ail the time, not
-3acques Ellul, not Bill Gothard, ‘not
Billy Graham, not Sojowrners maga-
Zine, not Elisabeth Elliot. ...~ Not only
-should not permit any of these people
{or-others) to be unaware of their falli-
bility. They need our criticism.” Weall
‘need 30 be like the diligent Bereans who
Aexamined the Scriptures every day to

,aeexmmmmm”m
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