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“We want each of you to show this same diligence to the very end,

in order to make your hope sure.” — Hebrews 6:11
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What’s In A �ame?

“For unto us a child is born, unto us a son is given: and the government
shall be upon his shoulder: and his name shall be called Wonderful,
Counsellor, The mighty God, The everlasting Father, The Prince of
Peace.” (Isaiah 9:6 KJV)

This verse alone lists five different names for Jesus. If we were to go through
the Scriptures, we would find many, many more words — or names — used
that refer to Jesus Christ. This is also true for the Church. For example:
“Unto the church of God which is at Corinth, to them that are sanctified
in Christ Jesus, called to be saints, with all that in every place call upon the
name of Jesus Christ our Lord, both theirs and ours:” (I Cor. 1:2 KJV)

“!ow therefore ye are no more strangers and foreigners, but fellow
citizens with the saints, and of the household of God.” (Eph. 2:19 KJV)

“Salute one another with an holy kiss. The churches of Christ salute
you.” (Rom. 16:16 KJV)

Some other names for the Church included in the Scriptures are “church of the
firstborn” (Heb. 12:23), “body” of Christ (Col. 1:24), “house of God” and “the
church of the living God” (1 Tim. 3:15), and “bride” of Christ (Rev. 21:2). 

So let’s keep these verses in mind now as we look at a different aspect of the
“what’s in a name?” thought. Let’s consider the “ownership” perspective of that
question. For example, we could say that the Owens household had a wonderful
holiday season. By saying “the Owens household” it is quite clear to whom we
are referring. If we were to have stated that “the Petrosky household” had a
great holiday season, the readers of this publication would have no idea to
whom we were referring. There would be no association of ownership attached
to that statement — unless we were referring to a family whose surname was
“Petrosky.” In that case — ownership would then be very clear. This is all of
course quite elementary since it would be absolutely ridiculous to say a name
other than that of the person or family to whom we were referring.

Now, let’s approach this from still another angle. Suppose you had been invited
to “the Owens’ house” for dinner. After following the directions provided, you
arrive on the correct street but have failed to obtain the specific number of the
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to identify many denominations can easily completely exclude them from being
the “household of God.” So for those individuals who are convinced that one
church is as good as another — well — isn’t it obvious that this is not so —
even if only because of a name that indicates ownership by someone other than
the One who purchased it with His blood?

So are we saying that any church that has a Scriptural name is necessarily a
Scriptural church? Absolutely not! A group of individuals might indeed refer to
themselves by any one of the names chosen by God in His Word but that isn’t
the only requirement to be the church of the New Testament. The name is only
one step in the right direction. A Scriptural name does not a Scriptural church
make. In order to be the church of the New Testament, a group of believers
must also follow the pattern that is laid out in the Scriptures for that church.
There are many churches that do indeed have a Scriptural name but fail to follow
various other directives clearly given in the Scriptures. For example, they may
include activities in their worship that can’t be found in the Bible or they may
have an organizational structure that is not in accordance with that which is
described in the Scriptures. There can be any number of things that would
exclude any given church from being the one described and established in Acts,
chapter 2. When searching for that church, we must understand that Christ is
the owner and therefore must have the first place in everything.
“And he is the head of the body, the church; he is the beginning and the
firstborn from among the dead, so that in everything he might have the
supremacy.” (Col. 1:18 !IV)

It is therefore our responsibility to be certain that we study and read the Bible
in order to know what it is that God expects of us as far as worship of Him and
also as far as the pattern He has laid out as to the way He expects His church to
function in work and in purpose. Regardless of whether or not a church has a
Scriptural name — if in practice, organization or doctrine — that church has
corrupted the Scriptural pattern specified in the Bible, then that church is not
the one established in Acts, chapter 2. Any activity, doctrine or practice that can
not be substantiated by the Scriptures is condemned by God.
“Test everything. Hold on to the good.” (I Thess. 5:21 !IV)

So if you still doubt that name is at least one very important factor to consider
when searching for the one true church (Eph. 4:4-6), try signing someone else’s
name the next time you write a check or try making an insurance claim under
the wrong name. It just won’t work. Neither will trying to worship God under
someone else’s name. What’s in a name? A lot!
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this common sensical fact alone, it would exclude and eliminate many denomi-
nations from even being considered when searching for the church established in the
New Testament — the church that was purchased, established and founded by
Jesus Christ Himself.

“Then Barnabas went to Tarsus to look for Saul, and when he found
him, he brought him to Antioch. So for a whole year Barnabas and Saul
met with the church and taught great numbers of people. The disciples
were called Christians first at Antioch.” (Acts 11:25-26 !IV)

Christians?? Of course they were called “christians.” They were people who
followed Christ. There was no one else with whom they should be identified.
The “body” of people to which they belonged was purchased by Christ. He was
and is the owner of that household.
“My brothers, some from Chloe’s household have informed me that
there are quarrels among you. What I mean is this: One of you says, ‘I
follow Paul’; another, ‘I follow Apollos’; another, ‘I follow Cephas’;
still another, ‘I follow Christ.’ Is Christ divided? Was Paul crucified for
you? Were you baptized into the name of Paul?” (I Cor. 1:11-13 !IV)

These words above make it very clear that there would never be a place in the
New Testament church for denominations that might call themselves “Paulists”
or “Cephodists” or “Apolloterians” or any other name that would glorify anyone
other than God or His Son.

Let us restate here that — as we read in the verses at the beginning of this article
— there is not just one exclusive name given in the Scriptures for the church.
We noted that throughout the New Testament there are several names used that
refer to the church. It is important to recognize however that those names are
all names chosen by God — they are not man made names that glorify someone
or something other than God and His Son. Using a man made name to identify
a church that is a name other than one selected and chosen by God would not
only be inappropriate but also unscriptural.

Having just celebrated the Christmas season makes this discussion seem even
more relevant because there are many individuals who attend church only a
couple of times a year — generally at Christmas and at Easter. It’s not unusual
to hear these individuals say that they don’t attend regularly because there are just
too many different churches all claiming to be “the right one” so they just avoid
the whole “church thing” and “have a personal relationship with God.” There
are also those individuals who seem to think that as long as one “goes to church”
it doesn’t matter what church — they all teach something different anyway and
since none of them can agree on what the Scriptures say — attending “the
church of your choice” is the best plan to follow. Well, we’ve just seen from
this discussion that this argument is obviously flawed. Even aside from all of
the other doctrinal issues that might be a stake, the very name itself that is used

house in which “the Owens family” resides. It’s a warm summer day so there
are several residents out in their front yards. You decide to stop and inquire as to
where “the Owens’ house” is. You of course would not even consider asking
where “the Richardson’s house” is. Why not? Well, obviously that question
would be utterly ridiculous since homes are identified by their owners — whoever
purchased it — and/or their residents. Attempting to locate “the Owens’ house”
by asking where “the Richardson’s house” is would obviously not allow you to
locate the right house.

So if all of this seems to be way too obvious to even discuss, why then do so
many individuals — who consider themselves to be “Christians” — attend
churches whose names have absolutely no identity with the owner?
“Take heed therefore unto yourselves, and to all the flock, over the
which the Holy Ghost hath made you overseers, to feed the church of
God, which he hath purchased with his own blood.” (Acts 20:28 KJV)

Yes! Christ purchased the Church with His own blood. He is the owner. If we’re
searching for that church — that body of believers — that household — the
household of God that the Scriptures clearly say is “owned” by Christ because
of purchasing it with His own blood — why would we think that the household
of God could be identified by any name other than the name of Christ — the one
who purchased it? If it’s so very obvious that it doesn’t work that way if we are
searching for “the household that belongs to the Owenses why would it not also
be obvious that it doesn’t work that way if we are searching for “the household
that belongs to Christ?” The household of Christ would naturally be identified by
a name that indicated the name of the owner — the name of that person who
purchased the house in which that particular household resides. And we just
read earlier that the church was purchased with Christ’s own blood — so it’s
Christ’s church — or the church that belongs to Christ— or the church of Christ.

By now you’re probably saying — duh! — that’s so obvious. Why go through all
of this discussion to make such an obvious point? Well apparently, it must not
be that obvious to millions of people in our world today. As we look around the
religious community, we see church after church after church that is identified
by names other than that of Christ. We see denomination after denomination
that is identified with the names of their founders, one or more of the apostles or
even a name that has nothing at all to do with the Scriptures. One would think
that even a surface search and belief in the Scriptures as the Word of God would
reveal that since the church was purchased with Christ’s blood, it would — not
only by necessity — but even by common sense, have to include the name of
the owner in it’s name. Again, why would you search for “the Owens’ house” by
any name other than “Owens”? It would make no sense at all. Yet, that is exactly
what many in the religious community today are doing when they attempt to
worship God with a group of people who are identifying themselves with a
name other than the name of the owner of the household. If one seriously considers

page 2 page 3continued on next page


