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e Great Self-Esteem

“Low sdlf-esteem” istaking theblamefor practically al theillsof
our society today. Everything from criminality to poor performancein
school isblamed on low self-esteem. Itisrunning rampantly through-
out society and the church though battal-

ions of therapists have written countless
books on the subject. The problem seems
immune to all efforts to eradicate it and, in
fact, seemsto be worsening.

Just why our collective self-image is
getting worse as time goes by isamystery
to me. In times and ages past, children’s
psycheswere not protected from emotional
bumps and bruises as they are today. Yet
today, they are considered so fragile.
Maybe people need tofacealittleemotional
hardship to grow. Infact, the Apostle James
said:

“Consider it pure joy, my broth-
ers, whenever you facetrialsof many
kinds, because you know that the
testing of your faith develops perse-
verance. Perseverancemust finish its

(Hsl

this country. The very things today’s popular wisdom tells us

leads inexorably to failure are what prepared Lincoln to
stand firm against all the vicious attacks mounted
against him in the dark days of the Civil
War. The Apostle Paul, likewise, had to
deal with trials in his life; trials that re-
quired incredible perseverance — perse-
verance that was created by those trials
that came before. Paul suffered beatings,
shipwrecks, scourging, dangers, hard-
ships, and if those “little” problems were
not trouble enough, he was compared un-
favorably to false teachers — so called
“super apostles.” What a put-down! Imag-
ine the blow to Paul’s ego! Here he was,
appointed by God to be the “apostle to
the gentiles” rejected in favor of a First-
Century Benny Hinn! Yet, Paul did not turn
to alife of crime, but steadfastly contin-
ued on in the work he had been called to
do, and put his concern for the Corinthian
ingrates ahead of his interests and pride

work so that you may be matureand
complete, not lacking anything”
(James 1:2-4,NIV).

Boy, was he out of touch! Imagine
thinking life'strials and hardships are used
to develop character! He must've been a
nasty conservative.

Yet, we can seetrials and hardships have built great people
for centuries. Winston Churchill, arguably one of the great |ead-
ers of the Twentieth Century, had an incredibly difficult early
life and was often told he wouldn’t amount to anything.
Abraham Lincoln was told he looked funny (one critic said
Abe resembled a baboon), didn’t speak well, and lost most of
the elections heran in. Yet somehow, this miserable failure went
on to become one of the greatest presidents in the history of

[ am the fairest of them all!

(2 Cor. 11:16-27).

How different isthe conventional wis-
dom that holds Klebold and Harris (the Col -
umbine killers) suffered from “bad self-im-
age” because they had allegedly been “put
down” by their classmates. Gang bangers who make our cities un-
livable, likewise, are said to suffer from “low self-esteem.” Accord-
ing to our culture, the answer to the great self-esteem crisisis for
cheerleading teachers, parents, and counselors to inculcate ever-
increasing self-love and prideinto our young with no consegquences
for bad behavior or poor performance. Asisthe case with so many
popular solutions to societal problems, these admittedly well-in-
tentioned folks are hitting the wrong nail with the wrong hammer,
(Continued on next page)
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“Crisis” (Continued from page 1)

and are guaranteed to exacerbate the prob-
lem, and create even more Klebold/Harris-
types to plague society.

Actually, studies indicate criminals
have very high— not low — self-esteem.
Common sense tells us the same thing.
Why do thieves steal? They want what
you have—they love themselves—they
don’t love you—so they take what you
have and generally feel completely justi-
fiedindoing so. After all, isn’t self-gratifi-
cation our highest cultural ideal? Why do
people kill? Let’s take the example of
Klebold and Harris; it is laughable to as-
sume they hated themselves. They loved
themselves so much that they were willing
to murder innocent people to avenge their
injured feelings and, whilethey were at it,
make abig namefor themselves. Unbridled
self-love can be a dangerous thing.

Looking Out For Number One
A recent study by Rutger University’s
National Marriage Project found today’s
young adults, unlike past generations, aren’t
seeking marriage or even romantic love, but
are dating for sexud sdlf-gratification more
than to find a life partner. The study “Sex
Without Strings, Relationships Without
Rings’ concluded that the young fear di-
vorce and believe sex is just for fun. Asa
result, they reject theideaof lasting relation-
ships in favor of focusing on themselves,
their desires, and needs of the moment. Is
thisany wonder? We have taught them they
arethe center of theuniverse, and their “ hap-
piness’ is paramount in all situations!

And why should “twenty-some-
things’ believethereisany valueinraising
children? No matter how much our politi-
cians declare their fondness for “the chil-
dren,” they can see, by society’s account-
ing, human offspring have no inherent value
at al. Literally millionsof their generation
were murdered before they were even born.

It's an amazing thing to me that the
same people who constantly focus on “the
children” and their “self-esteem” are the
samefolkswho areall for killing “inconve-
nient” pre-born children by the millions!
And the same people who understand
name-calling on the playground is abhor-
rent, hold that no killing method istoo bar-
baric to use on the unborn. (We would not
execute the worst criminals in the heinous
fashion used to snuff out littlelives.) What
about the self-esteem of the child in the

person’s self-esteem and welfare leave off
where my self-interest begins. Dothe“cry-
baby boomers,” who got this whole “no-
fault, free-sex, me-first” ball ralling, realize
they have set the table for their own de-
struction when they become old, inconve-
nient, and costly?

Are You Proud Of Your Pride?

Self-esteem used to be called PRIDE,
and it was generally thought of as a bad
thing. Now, however, Black Pride, White
Pride, Gay Pride, “everyone-born-on-a-
Monday” pride, PRIDE— of all kinds—is
in vogue these days. But God doesn't like
pride — He never did — and He till
doesn't. Prideworksagaingt gratitude. Pride
goes before afall. Pride invariably causes
folksto put other folksin an inferior posi-
tion. Is pride an acceptable antidote to op-
pression?lsit okay to beprideful if wedeem
ourselves or our little group to have been
ill-used by someone in the past? No, two
wrongsdo not makearight just aswewere
taught as children. And, even from a prac-
tical standpoint, isethnic pride making our
world abetter placefor al of us? NOT AT
ALL! Itisjust setting every racial and eth-
nic group against the others. Pride divides.
Christians ought to reject such thinking.

I’'m not speaking against having pride
in accomplishment, or gaining satisfaction
from ajob well done. The Apostle Paul said
“each one should test his own actions’ so
that he or she can “take pride in himsdf,
without comparing himself to somebody
s’ (Gdatians 6:4). That'sthekey — not to
puff ourselves up with regard to others. In-
stead, we should enjoy our gifts— and those
of others— given to us by God.

A Lose/Lose Proposition
What pride doesto our cultureinterms
of disharmony and strife, it does to indi-
vidualson asmaller scale. Oneman’'spride
isoften the cause of another man’sbelittle-
ment. It is never awin/win situation when
we are primarily looking out for number-
one. The Bible though, does offer awin/
win situation concerning these issues. It
tellsusto havethe attitude of Christ, Who
put our interests above His own.
“Do nothing out of selfish
ambition or vain conceit, but
in humility consider others
better than yourselves. Each
of you should look not only to
your own interests, but also to

and make this ministry possible. womb?What about their self-interest? The the interests of others”
way our society sees it, | guess the other (Philippians 2:3).
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Humility then, is to treat others as if they were better than
ourselves. Notice it does not say they ARE better, but we are to
treat them asif they were. If everyone wereto treat othersas more
valuable than themselves, everyone would win! If I'm concerned
for your benefit, and you are concerned for mine, everyone's ben-
efitislooked after.

Sign Of The Times
The Bible states the time would come when self-love and
pridewould characterize the popul ace and dominate culture. 2 Timo-
thy 3:1-4 states:
“There will be terrible times in the last days.
People will be lovers of themselves, lovers of money,
boastful, proud, abusive, disobedient to their parents,
ungrateful, without self-control, brutal, not lovers of
thegood, treacherous, rash, conceited, loversof plea-
suresrather than loversof God ...”
| think we are already there, friends. We have been soindoctri-
nated with the self-loveissue, that it ispractically asacrilegefor me
even to write an article such asthis (disagreeing with the premise).
But | believethat out-of-control self-love and self-interest has de-
livered amortal wound to society and isthe cause of much division
in the church. It bears repeating—pride divides.

Self-Love In The Church

Of course, | am swimming against thetide onthisonesincemany
very prominent and popular Christian leaders espouse the self-es-
teem/self-love concept. But, popular acceptance of an idea does not
makeit trueor Biblical. Last year, | heard aChristian speaker say toa
huge group of Christian women that Christ commanded us to love
ourselves! Did Christ really think we needed to be encouraged tolove
ourselves? | don't think so. Those who wish to promote self-love/
sdlf-esteem interpret Mark 12:31, where Christ said to “ Love your
neighbor asyoursef,” asteaching we cannot love others unlesswe
first loveourselves. | don't get that interpretation from this Scripture.
The passage assumes self-love— we do love ourselves — and uses
that natural sdlf-love asastandard of how much weareto love others.
And love of God isto come beforedll.

Insecurity’s False Label: Low Self-Esteem

What about people who have alow view of themselves—who
think they are fat, dumb, or unattractive? Aren't they suffering
fromlow self-esteem? No. If they did not esteem themselves, such
folkswould not careif they were perceived by others or perceived
themselves to be fat, dumb, or unattractive. We al struggle with
such feelings at times, but it is because we love ourselves we react
with such sadness when others reject us for our appearance, sta-
tus, or what-have-you.

Thefeeling of not-measuring-up— popularly called “low self-
esteem” — is readlly insecurity. Insecurity is defined as having
doubtsand fears, and as | have already said, we all have them. We
doubt we will be able to succeed in our endeavors, and we fear
failure and regjection. Neither one of these has onething to do with
true self-loathing. Again, we do not worry about the well being of
those we loathe. We would be highly unconcerned by therejection
of an object of our hatred. No, we care for ourselves. As Scripture
makes abundantly clear,

“... noone ever hated his own body, but he feeds
and caresfor it” (Ephesians 5:29).

Moses’ Self-Esteem Crisis

A good biblical example of insecurity isfound in the story of
Moses when God appeared to him in the burning bush. God in-
formed Moses he was to go to Egypt where his brethren were
enslaved and tell Pharaoh to let them go. Now, Pharaoh was the
most powerful man in the world at the time; and M oses reacted, |
think, like most of uswould.

“Whoaml, that | should goto Pharaoh and bring
thelsraelitesout of Egypt?” (Exodus 3:11).

You're kidding me, right, LORD? Do you know who you are
talking to? Look again. I'mjust aguy, doin’ the best | can. An old
guy, at that — way past retirement age. I’ m not up to afight with a
man like Pharaoh. And not to nit-pick, but you said YOU were
going to rescue your people — remember when you said that three
versesago??? Of course, | believewith all my heart you candoit—
cause you're doin’ the bush thing there, but you don’'t need my
help for that, do you? I’ Il wait here. Okay, LORD??? What did God
answer to reassure Moses? He simply said,

“I will bewith you.” (Exodus 3:12).

Now, when you read the text, you see (from Moses' point of
view) that answer was not the one he wanted to hear. Oooookaaay,
let's see if | have this straight. You are going to be with me, but
nobody even knowswhoY OU are— much lesswho | am. Besides,
| really don't talk very well either, and | just know that NO ONE is
goingto believe I’ m there on amission from God. No, | really don’t
think thisisagood idea. | like the bush, though. Keep my number
— and if you ever need someoneto take care of sheep for you, I'm
your man.

God didn’t buy it. He insisted M oses was just the man for
the job, although He graciously granted Moses permission to
take baby brother Aaron along with him to do the talking. But
God told Moses he could trust Him to make it a successful
venture! God uses ordinary peopleto accomplish extraordinary
things.

Thefirst time Don and | were interviewed on aradio show, |

was very insecure and had knots in my stomach. | informed my

(Continued on page 8)

Midwest Christian Outreach, Inc. workswith several other min-
istries that operate help lines. The information on these lines is
changed on aweekly basis. Individuals can call anonymously and
simply listen, or they can request additional information. If they
desire to speak to someone immediately, they are referred to our
LIVEline.

The phone numbers for the pre-recorded and live lines are:

FORJEHOVAH'S
WITNESSES

% (630) 556-4551
® (312) 774-8187
& (270) 927-9374

FORMORMONS
= (630) 736-8365

LIVELINE:
= (630) 627-9028

In Spanish
®(773) 283-6861
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‘t all started when Bill Gothard* began to get Christians ex-
cited about “courtship” rather than dating. This came at a
time when numbers of Christian young people and their parents
wereready for something completely new when it cameto romantic
relationships — something that would serve as an antidote to the
trends of the world.

So courtship made acomeback. In reality, however, the move-
ment that began was something very different from the oneinthe
days when the custom of “courting” was regularly practiced.
Subtlety, and sometimes imperceptibly, “courtship” beganto bea
tool for an authoritarian pattern of relationships. Young adultswere
beginning to be asked, not only to alow their parents a say in
whom they married but, in some cases, to completely abdicate that
decision into their parent’s hands. A myriad of teachers and an
endless array of websites have been promoting such ideasin vary-
ing degrees of severity. This has led to the development of a sub-
culture, made up largely out of the American home-schooling com-
munity, in which such practices are becoming accepted and nor-
mdl.

Inthisarticle, | would liketo examine one of the many teachers
within this subculture, Jonathan Lindvall. Jonathan and | have
known each other since | wasasmall boy, as he used to stay at my
parents’ house whenever he gave seminarsin our town. Nothing |
haveto say inthisarticleismeant to be apersonal attack onLindvall.
Rather, it isaheartfelt pleafor him to re-examine histeachingsin
the light of Scripture and common sense.

Thosewho follow the teachings of Bill Gothard will be aware
that in the beginning of Gothard's booklet, Establishing Biblical
Foundations of Courtship, there is a one page article by Jonathan
Lindvall. Also, Gothard refersto Lindvall in his seminars, though
not by name.

At firgt, Lindvall shared Gothard's idea of courtship, which
Lindvall definesas:

“... a relationship between a guy and a girl that
both of them understand the purpose to be, to seri-
ously look to a permanent relationship. That they are
very serious about the expectation or hope of getting
married.™

Now, however, Lindvall has concluded courtship has
unscriptural flaws because “it does not go far enough.” This is
because there is still the opportunity for either person to back out
if they find they are not emotionally compatible. Lindvall suggests
this sounds “vaguely similar to the rationale for a couple living

kil

together for a time before marriage — to find out if they are com-
patible ..."”

Lindvall concludesthe only answer iswhat he calls“betrothal,”
where the decision of whomto marry is:

“... based entirely on God’s will confirmed by our
authorities, with a confidence that God would bring
romance to us as a blessing of our obedience ...

“... God wants young people to honor their parents
.. by voluntarily submitting their choice of a marriage
partner to them.”

Thebetrothal period Lindvall advocates differsfrom the usual
idea of engagement in that, while one may break an engagement, a
betrothal isirrevocable. Although consummation has not occurred,
Lindvall saysit should still bejust asbinding asaregular marriage.

Lindvall believes that no romance should occur until this pe-
riod of betrothal has started. When romance does occur, it iswhat
Lindvall calls“authorized romance.” For, argues Lindvall:

“Just as we teach our young people to reserve them-
selves physically for marriage, | believe the scriptures
call us to train them to reserve their romantic emo-
tions for the betrothal period immediately preceding
marriage, having enjoyed the benefit of God-ordained
protectors (parents) in helping them seek and find
His will for their lifelong companion.”™

“In the Biblical model of ‘betrothal,” the decision to
marry is made based on God’s will, confirmed by par-
ents and other authorities, rather than emotional and
hormonal impulses. The betrothal period is provided
for the emotions to catch up to the irrevocable deci-
sion made prayerfully and rationally. Our emotions are
not to lead us, but to follow us.”®

Notice here how Lindvall makes the alternative to betrothal
one in which the marriage is based solely on “emotional and hor-
monal impulses.” The idea of marriage being based on love is not
worthy for Lindvall to even mention as an option here! Elsewhere
Lindvall does address this to say:

“God never intended for people to marry simply
because they love each other. Love is not the basis for
marriage. Love should proceed from the commitment
to marriage. The Bible doesn't say, ‘Marry the one you
love.’ It says, ‘Love the one you marry.” And there’s a
vast difference between the two. Today people marry
because they love each other.”

Theway Lindvall arrivesat this conclusionisthrough arather
convoluted form of reasoning. He proposes an idea | have called

Page4
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“retroactive matrimony” sinceit impliesmarriage works backwards.
Behavior that currently would beinappropriatefor Lindvall’swife
to exhibit toward other men (i.e., going out with them, having a
romantic relationship, etc.), would be equally wrong before she
ever married Lindvall. Lindvall maintainsthat whether apersonis
actually already married or actually singleisirrelevant tothefact it
iswrong to have romantic emotions toward them unless you know
for sure (through specific Divine revelation) this person will one
day be your spouse. Thus, to an imaginary young man going out
on a date, Jonathan says:
“So tonight you're taking out a girl that probably will
not be your wife, and in fact, someday she’ll probably
be someone else’s wife. So you're taking out some-
body else’s wife tonight ...”®
That isavery big leap! Just because awoman someday might
be someone el se’swife does not mean to take her out isthe same as
taking out somebody else's wife, for the very obvious reason the
marriage has not yet occurred!
Inthe Old Testament, the sin of
adultery was considered more seri-

they are engaged to their future spouse.

“I have concluded that God'’s best for me is to teach
my children not to allow themselves to cultivate ro-
mantic inclinations toward anyone until they know God
has shown them this person is to be their lifelong
mate ... ldeally, they don’t even allow themselves to
dream about romantic relationships.”?

Lindvall seesthisasthe emotional corollary to physical purity.
Thus, he says:

“God wants us to guard our hearts. Not only are we
to be physically pure, but we need to be emotionally
pure in our hearts.”?

Lindvall appeals to the example of Adam on this point.
When, through naming the various animals, Adam realized that
he, alone among all the beasts, had no partner, God put him to
sleep. Likewise, argues Lindvall, when we get to the age when
our interest in the opposite sex is stirred up, God asks usto “go
to sleep emotionally!"**

Lindvall explains his attempt to impose this system on his

daughter:

ous than that of fornication and in-
curred a greater penalty (see
Lev. 20:10, Ex. 22:16). Thereasonfor
this is adultery is a transgression
against an existing marriage cov-
enant — onethat doesnot exist until
it is ratified. Yet, Lindvall’s state-
ments seem to imply the marriage
covenant commitment extends not
only into the future but retroactively
into the past as well. Thus he ar-
gues, the same standards which ap-
ply to relationships between married
people apply equally to relation-
ships between unmarried young
people. He asks:
“What kind of relationship
is proper for me to have with

each other . . .

... Part of Lindvall's motivation
for doing this with his children is
that he and his wife “bear deep
regrets” from the fact that they
each had romantic relationships
with others before they married

“At age twelve, | took
Bethany out to dinner one
evening and presented her
with a golden necklace with a
heart-shaped pendant
formed like a padlock. There
was a small keyhole and an
accompanying key. | pre-
sented the pendant and neck-
lace to her and asked her to
‘Give me your heart’
(Prov.23:26). | explained that |
wanted to keep the gold key
as a symbol of her trusting me
with her emotions. | specifi-
cally asked her to not enter-
tain romantic thoughts toward
any young man until she and
her mother and | together
conclude that he is God’s
choice to be her husband.

your wife and for you to have

with your wife and for my son
to have with your daughter?"®

This idea of “retroactive matrimony” first originated with
Lindvall’'smentor, Bill Gothard, whowrites:

“Being a ‘one-woman man’ or a ‘one-man woman’
means that we have accepted the lifelong commit-
ment of marriage. The wisdom of Proverbs praises
the one who does the partner good all the days of his
life (including before marriage). (See Proverbs 31:12.)

“We do this by remaining morally pure in our
thoughts and actions for the one we will one day marry.
Because this commitment to reserve ourselves for
one individual, every person is like a ‘strange-man’ or
a ‘strange woman'’ to us except the one God directs to
marry through the confirmation of parental authority
and the love He places in our own hearts."?

If congstently applied, thisideaof “ retroactive matrimony” would
giveriseto all sorts of absurd and unnatura situations. One of these
isthesuggestion by Lindvall that Paul’swordsin 1 Timothy 3:12 and
Titus 1:6 mean that achurch leader literally should bea* one-woman
man” might bereferring to premarital emotionsaswell!*

Lindvall carries his theory to its consistent conclusion: no
young person should have any romantic feglings for anyone until

(There is scriptural precedent
for the young people involved
to be consulted and consent to a marriage arrange-
ment.) | explained that at the beginning of her marital
engagement | would give the gold key to her betrothed,
and that although she might not yet love him, she
would then be free to aim her heart toward him.
Bethany unreservedly entrusted the symbolic gold key
into my care, and with it, her heart.”
“Some young man is going to come to me and say,
‘| believe God wants me to marry your daughter.” And
I'll pray about it. And if God shows me the same thing,
I’'m going to give him that key, and I'm going to say,
‘You are authorized, and I'm going to help you woo my
daughter, as she will be your help mate forever.’ “6
Part of Lindvall’smotivation for doing thiswith hischildrenis
that he and his wife “bear deep regrets” from the fact that they
each had romantic relationships with others before they married
each other. Even now, though heisin hisfifties, Jonathan says:
“I sometimes ponder wistfully what a wonderful
thing it would be if | were the first man she had knitted
her heart with. She wishes the same about me, but
with pain | recognize that | didn’t save my heart for her.
(Continued on page 10)
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Examining The God Chasers by Tommy Tenney

by Pastor Bill Randles

minister who bills himself (and any member of hisgrowing
following) as a “God Chaser.” He is the author of a best-
selling book entitled The God Chasers. He has served as a pastor for
ten years and has spent another 17 years as a “revivalist.” Accord-
ing to the blurb on the back cover of his recent book, he has been
used to both “spark and fuel the fires of revival.” It also states that
although “He has experienced the miraculous ... more importantly
he knows the value of intimacy with and humility before God.”

The God Chasersisacall to those who consider themselvesto
be hungry for the “manifest presence of God.” It begins with a
narrative, which should strike a chord with those radicalized by ex-
perience-based religion ala Toronto and Pensacola. In the chapter
entitled “The Day | AlImost Caught Him” (“Him” referring to God),
Tenney describes a service he held in Houston, Texas. Upon the
reading of 2 Chronicles 7:14 and an exhortation by the host pastor to
“seek God's face rather than just His hand,” a loud thunderclap
sounded and split the pulpit into two pieces! From there, the usual
“River” manifestations exploded across the sanctuary — slayingsin
the Spirit, profuse cryings, and even the bodies of businessmen
stacked up like cordwood! (p.8)

“Businessmen tore their ties off, and they were liter-
ally stacked on top of one another, in the most horribly
harmonious sound of repentance you ever heard.” (p.8)

By his own confession, Tenney merely had been a professional
revivalist up to that point.

“We've talked preached and taught about revival until
the church is sick of hearing about it. That's what | did
for a living, | preached revivals, or so | thought. Then
God broke out of His box and ruined everything when
He showed up.” (p.12)

Tenney echoes an earlier prophecy of the late John Wimber by
saying, “God is coming back to repossess His church.” (p.12) But
his premise is that the only thing that hinders God from “coming
back to repossess His church” isthelack of spiritual hunger. Tenney
(and others) seem to interpret this as a hunger for the “manifest
presence of God.” Thus, The God Chasers aims at those who are:

“... tired of trying to pass out tracts, knock on doors,
and make things happen ... we've been trying to make

7-/ ommy Tenney is a third-generation United Pentecostal

things happen for a long time. Now he wants to make
it happen!” (p.12)

Part of the problem, according to Tenney, comesdown to his
predictable assertion that too many of us have been “camped
out on some dusty Truth known to everyone.” (p.12)

There's the problem — “dusty Truth!” So of course, Tenney
would teach us and guide usinto his aternative to “dusty Truth”
— what he calls“revelation.”

“The difference between the Truth of God and
revelation is very simple. Truth is where God has
been. Revelation is where God is. Truth is God’s
tracks. It is His trail, His path, but it leads to what? It
leads to Him. Perhaps the masses of people are
happy to know where God’s been, but true God Chas-
ers are not content to study God’s trail, His truths,
they want to know Him. They want to know where He
is and what He is doing right now ... There is a vast
difference between present Truth and past Truth. |
am afraid that most of what the church has studied
is past Truth, and very little of what we know is present
Truth.” (Introduction)

Tenney’scall for an abandonment of “past Truth” in favor of
hismore relevant “present Truth” isfar from original. Thisisthe
same claim made by the Watchtower Bibleand Tract Society (ak.a
Jehovah's Witnesses) and other cults and false religious move-
ments. He is only the latest in along line of teachers who have
tapped into the discontentment many have in this entertainment
age. By subtly denigrating the sound teaching of the Word of
God, they promote the latest expression of experience-based reli-
gion and capitalize on false teaching. Just like the children of
Israel who tired of mannain their day, the modern children of God
“...will notenduresounddoctrine...” (2 Tim. 4:3) either. Tenney,
like many othersthese days, isadept at ridiculing Bible study and
teaching as though they were as irrelevant as a game of Trivial

Pursuit.
“It is simply not enough to know about God. We
have churches filled with people who can win Bible
trivia contests but who don’t know Him.” (p.3)

So much for those Christians who are into “dusty Truth” and
are enamored by “God's tracks.” What about the New Agers and
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occultists? Tenney is sure they have the purest of motives:
“You can't tell me they’re not hungry for God when

they wear crystals around their necks, lay down hun-
dreds of dollars a day to listen to Guru's, and call
psychics to the tune of billions of dollars a year.” (p.2)

Of course, these pure-hearted seekers are hindered by only
one obstacle in their search for God: the church! | was under the
impression that it is the fact “... there is none that seeketh after
God”’ (Rom. 3:11). Rather than seeking God, witches, occultists,
and those who seek fortune tellers are in rebellion to God
(1 Sam. 15:23); but then again, that is“ dusty Truth.”

“They’re hungry to hear from something that’s be-
yond themselves, something they are not hearing in
the church of today. The bottom line is that people are
sick of the church because the church has been some-
what less than the book has advertised.” (p.3)

“Naomi and her family have something in common
with the people who leave or totally avoid churches to-
day-they left ‘that’ place and went somewhere else to
find bread. | can tell you why people are flocking to the
bars, the clubs, and the Psychics by the millions. They
are just trying to get by, they are just trying to survive
because the church has failed them. They looked, or
their parents and friends looked and reported, and the
spiritual cupboard was bare.” (pp.19-20)

The churchisthe oneforcing those who are earnestly search-
ing for God out into the bars and clubs? What ever happenedto“...
they arewithout excuse: Becausethat, when they knew God, they
glorified him not as God, neither were thankful; ...” (Rom. 1:20-
21)?Not so according to Tenney. These good-hearted witches and
occultists actually went to church but found nothing they wanted;
therefore, they had no choice but to delveinto the occult! Thiskind
of accusation will dwaysfind aready audiencein our modern “ seeker
sensitive” world. Discontented and casting about for any scape-
goat for their sense of restlessness, they claim the church is at
fault!

Between the various personal experiencesrecounted by Tenney
and his attempts at whetting the spiritual appetites for which his
book calls, glimpses of the author’s theology can be seen. Aswe
have aready pointed out, Tenney holds to a curious view of the
Word of God as being “God'’s Tracks,” “where God's been,” and
“past Truth.” This may be interesting, but it's not enough for The
God Chasers. Tenney further denigrates the Word of God (and
those who would insist on measuring all things by it) in a very
unusual and creative way. He callsthe Scriptures “old love letters”
— paying some homageto them; yet at the sametime, herendersa
present application of Scripture asbeing irrelevant.

“I'm afraid we have satiated our hunger for Him by
reading old love letters from him to the churches in
the epistles of the New Testament. These are good,
holy and necessary, but we never have intimacy with
Him ...” (p.15)

Tenney generously concedes the Scriptures are “good, holy
and necessary, but ..."” (and there is a world of meaning in that
“but”). By assigning Scripture the status of “old love letters,” he
rendersthem inadequate for present intimacy with God! Picturethe
Apostle Paul relegating Scripture to the status of “old love letters!”
Jesus never contrasted “intimacy and power” with God as opposed
to Scripture; Heequated them! “...yedo err, not knowing the scrip-
tures, nor the power of God” (Matt. 22:29). Knowing and loving
Scriptureisthe only way to begin to have intimacy with God, not
the obstacletoit! Of course, there could be a problem with people

being “... hearers only ...” and not “... doers of the word,”
(James 1:22). But, the answer is not to compare Scripture to “old
love letters” or, worse yet, to relegate knowledge of Scripture to
being able to “win Bible trivia contests.”

What is Tenney promoting? Perhaps, the answer to thiscan be
found in the oft-cited nugget of Charismatic wisdom:

“... Aman with experience is never at the mercy of a
man with only an argument ... If we can lead people
into the manifest presence of God, all false theologi-
cal houses of cards will tumble down.” (p.20)

Thissaying (or somevariation of it) isthe underlying assump-
tion of the entire “River” reviva — experience supersedes “doc-
tring” and the Word aone is insufficient for a relationship with
God!

Did the Apostles believe this way? Did they ever “split pul-
pits?’ Did they constantly contrast truth and intimacy? The Apostle
Peter had the ultimate sensual religious encounter — He saw the
transfigured Jesus! Rather than contrast hisexperience onthe Holy
Mountain with those who were still “stuck in some dusty Truth,”
Peter commended the“... more sureword of prophecy, whereunto
ye do well that ye take heed, ...” (2 Pet. 1:19). Peter never held a
laughing revival, nor did the Apostle Paul ever refer to Himself as
God’s bartender. The Apostle James never wrote about the need to
put loaves of bread on the atar so that they could soak up the
anointing.

Nor did the Apostles ever conduct the kind of “spiritual war-
fare” Tenney and othersproclaimin the name of “taking their cities
for God.”

“l am after cities ... Once while preaching at a con-
ference ... in Portland, Oregon, | heard him [Frank
Dimazio] mention something that caught my atten-
tion. He said that a number of pastors in the Portland
area had united together to drive some stakes in the
ground at strategic places around the parameter [sic]
of their region and the city and at every major intersec-
tion. The process took them hours because they also
prayed over those stakes, as they were physical sym-
bols marking a spiritual declaration and demarcation
line. | felt the stirring of the Holy Spirit so | said, ‘Frank,
if you'll provide the stakes, then I'll go to the cities | feel
called to and help the pastors stake out that territory
for God.” (pp.102-103)

Is this another Toronto or Pensacola? | think Tenney and |
would probably disagree. | would say this“intimacy” being sought
isof the same nature asthe “presence” that pilgrimsto Toronto and
Pensacola have sought — supernatura encounterswith something,
but not based upon the revealed Word of God in the “dusty Truth.”
Tenney seemsto alludeto these earlier revivals as being somewhat
less than what he is promoting:

“People don’'t sense God’s presence at our gath-
erings because it is just not there sufficiently to regis-
ter on our gauges ... when people get just a little touch
of God mixed with a lot of something that is not God, it
inoculates them against the real thing. Once they've
been inoculated by a crumb of God’s presence then
when they say, ‘God is really here ,’ they say, ‘No, I've
been there, done that. | bought the T-shirt, and | didn’t
find Him, it really didn't work for me.” The problem
was that God was there alright [sic], but not enough of
Him. There was no experience of meeting Him at the
Damascus road. There was no undeniable, over-

(Continued on page 15)
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Our young people are the future leaders of the church.
Training is not an option — it's a necessity!!!
Will they be trained by the church .. . or the culture?
Contact Midwest Christian Outreach, Inc. for information on setting up a Young
Defenders Boot Camp in your area.
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“Crisis” (Continued from page 3)

husband he was going to haveto do all thetalking; but | needed to
learn the same | esson M oses| earned — that God would bewith me.
At thestudio, after we prayed, | just took adeep breath and jumped
in and, lo and behold, He was there to help me. Don teased me

afterwardsthat | never let him get aword in edgewise!

Trust In God, Not Self
Like Moses, wewill havetimes of self-doubt and insecurities.
And like Moses, God is the one we must learn to trust, not our-
selves. Thefact God iswith us carries more weight than whatever it
isthat we bring along. The Apostle Paul’s perspective was that he
was
“well content with weakness, with insults, with dis-
tresses, with persecutions, with difficulties, for Christ’s
sake; for when | am weak, then | am strong”
(2 Cor. 12:10, NASB).

Humility vs. False Humility

I’m not advocating that people go and join convents or mon-
asteries in order to adequately deny themselves or show proper
humility. It is quite possible to go off-the-track in the other direc-
tion and seek to humble oneself artificially through extreme self-
denial or self-condemnation. But, self-flagellationisno morerigh-
teous than unseemly self-promotion. Paul comments on false hu-
mility in Colossians 2:23. Apparently, peoplethen, as now, thought
God would be pleased with their “humility” if they were self-abu-
sive. Self-abuse doesn’t have to be physical, either. Many people

abuse themselves emotionally and think they are being quite
humble, but it is actually false humility. God doesn’'t want us to
wallow in feelings of worthlessnessin order to convince Him of our
worthinesstojointhe“Humility Hall of Fame.” Itisunnecessary, a
waste of time, and certainly does not make Christianity attractiveto
outsiders.

Have you ever read David Copperfield by Charles Dickens?
Uriah Heep was amemorabl e and nasty character who was out-
wardly avery lowly man — chock full of humility. He was al-
ways putting himself down to others, but all the while Heep
harbored terrible resentments agai nst people hefelt treated him
with disrespect. So all the disrespect he showed for himself was
merely aruse. Try this on yourself the next time you get dis-
gusted with yourself and are tempted to wallow in your sup-
posed worthlessness. |magine someone agreeing with your self-
deprecating comments. Would you defend yourself and, per-
haps, get angry at the jerk who would say such athing to you?
| think most of us would.

What is Biblical Humility?

Biblical humility isto see yourself as God sees you. It is not
thinking more of yourself than you ought to think.

“For bythegracegiven to me, | sayto every one of
you: Do not think of yourself more highly than you
ought, but rather think of yourself with sober judg-
ment, in accordancewith thefaith God hasgiven you.
Just aseach of ushas one body with many members,
and these membersdo not all havethe samefunction,
so in Christ we who are many form one body, and
each member belongsto all the others. We have dif-
ferent gifts, according tothegracegiven us... honor
one another above yourselves ... do not be proud ...
donot beconceited” (Romans12:3-6,10,16).

Itisabalance— you' re not abug nor are you the best thing to
come down the pike. You have strengths and weaknesses, and you
should have a good grasp of both. If you do not evaluate your
strengths, you will waste the gifts God has given you; and if you
do not recognize your weaknesses, you will be derailed by them. At
the same time, you evaluate, appreciate, and honor the strengths
and gifts of otherswithout jealousy. We were all given our giftsto
share them with the group, not for the sake of our pride!

Please note that in this passage, Paul tells us not to think
more highly of ourselves than we ought, and he doesn’t seem
toworry that we will think too little of ourselves. Itisnatural to
think of ourselves first; it is spiritual to put others above our-
selves.

Does It Work?

On the practical side, does self-esteem chasing work? Does it
make people happy? That is, after all, what all of us supposedly
need high self-esteem for? Oprah Winfrey, arguably one of the
primo self-esteem mogulsof our time, tellsusshelooksinthemirror
every day and says, “You are a beautiful woman!” Thisis a self-
esteem exercise she recommendsto her groupies.

What, though, about the person who is not beautiful by the
world's current exacting standards? Will the mirror trick work for
them? Mirror, mirror on the wall — I'm the fairest of them all? It
didn't work for Snow White' sevil stepmother, and it won't work for
thevast majority of us, for the same reason. Mirrorsare notoriously
honest and can be quite unkind. And doesn't it just reinforce
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society’s shallow standards when we tie our worth to our 100Kks,
talents, and/or possessions? A “bad self-image” isoften arealistic
appraisal of the fact we do not measure up to the fickle societal
ideal we are measured against, and indeed, one we often unfairly
measure others against.

Takeatypical childhood self-esteem problem. An 11-year-old,
sixth-grade girl is dying to be accepted by the clique of “popular
girls’ but has as much of a chance of being accepted by them as|
have of being the new king of Syria. Now understand, there is
nothing quite so torturous as being rejected by your peersin sixth
grade; and there are no more exquisite tormentors on the planet
thanthe“ popular girls’ insixth grade. Vlad, theimpaler, waskinder
to his victims than these sharks are to some poor girl they have
decided to disdain.

Can we pump up her self-esteem to the point where she can
copewiththesituation?| don't really think we can. We cantell her
she'sheautiful until we are blue-in-the-face, but we'll be unableto
convince her that THEY (the“in-crowd”) find her acceptable, and
their approval iswhat shethinks she needs. Our job, as| seeit, isto
convince her, over time and with kind patience, torgject theworldly
standard by which sheisbeing judged! We must endeavor to teach
her weare NOT the sum total of what we own, what welook likeand
how popular we are.

Onething | know for sure, though, the problem isnot the “low
self-esteem” of the tormented child, but rather the extraordinarily
inflated self-esteem of her tormentors!

Is Oprah Happy?

Oprah constantly preaches the gospel of self-love and self-
esteem, and she has al so chased sel f-esteem relentlessly. But isshe
happy? Oprah appears on the cover of USWeekly, (June 12, 2000,
issue 278) with the question, “Is Oprah Happy?' By golly, she
should be! If the self-esteem gospel istrue, Oprah hasevery reason
for extreme happinessand “ personal fulfillment” evenwithout talk-
ing back to her mirror. Sheisextremely rich, quite beautiful, power-
fully influential, and beloved of millions. Yet, thearticle pointsout:

“She (Oprah) tends to talk about self-esteem is-
sues as having been a thing of the past; at other times,
the past seems awfully recent. ‘Oprah is still strug-
gling with the same things as her viewers,’ says one
of her ex-producers. ‘She’s not perfect, but she wants
to be.””

Do | begrudge Oprah her pursuit for happiness? No, not at all.
In our land, the pursuit of happiness is an absolute right and a
favorite pastime! But | can say with certainty, if shehasn’t found it
yet, sheneedstolook for it in adifferent place. And maybe * happi-
ness’ isn’t the best thing to look for, sinceit isso elusive. Security,
love, and acceptance are what we need, but they can only be found
in God — specifically, the God of the Bible. Sadly, Oprah’sgodisin
her mind. She seeks god within, and like looking for acatfishin a
closet, she's bound to be disappointed.

Now, for themillion-dollar question: If Oprahisstill struggling
with “low self-esteem” considering al she has going for her, what
hope for the rest of us? Thewhole self-esteem ventureisacracked
pot — by thetime you carry your fragileimage acrosstheroom in
it, all the* good feelings about yourself” you have carefully hoarded
will have leaked out all over the floor! Where there is physica
beauty, it will fade; where there are possessions, they will not sat-
isfy. The old adage, “you can never betoo rich or too thin” implies
aconstant struggle to achieve what is ultimately unattainable. It's

What'smoreimportant, by convincing peopletheissue of first
importanceisto measure up to theworld's standard of success, we
set them up for failurein God’s Kingdom. God's standard of great-
ness is pretty much the opposite of the world's standard. God is
not going to judge us by our skin color, our ethnicity, our gender,
our money, or looks. We will be judged by our character, not our
demographic.

A person who isbusily chasing theillusory targets of worldly
beauty and achievement will not be ableto succeed in the race that
matters for eternity. That race cannot be run by looking in the
mirror. It can only be won by keeping our eyes on God.

The message of the Christian faith isthat we are born sinners,
and none of us has any real reason for arrogance. Jesusisthe only
person who has good reason to be proud and haughty — being
God Almighty. Nonetheless, out of love He humbled Himself to be
born asaman so He could diefor us, and pay the pricefor our sins,
including our pride and selfishness. Yet, many people suffer from
aninflated self-imagethat will not allow them to admit their need for
salvation. They aretoo proud to accept the gift of forgiveness and
eternal life that Jesus offers to those who know they cannot save
themselves and call upon Him. Friends, that's the real self-esteem

crisis.

Lovetoall,

All Bible quotes are from the Holy Bible, New International Version (NIV)
unless otherwise noted.

Don’t Let Your Next Issue

Be Your Last!

The Midwest Christian Outreach, Inc. Journal is now in
its sixth year. During these six years, it has been the
heartfelt desire of our staff to provide this publication
free of charge to anyone who requested it.
Unfortunately, we have had to re-evaluate this policy as
the financial burden of printing and mailing the Journal
has been too great. Therefore, beginning with the
Winter, 2001 issue of the Journal, subscriptions will be
given as a “thank you” gift to financial supporters of the
ministry. If you are already a regular financial supporter
of Midwest Christian Outreach, Inc., we thank you, and
you will continue to receive quarterly issues of the
Journal. If you wish to continue receiving the Journal,
but have not supported the ministry financially, please
consider sending a tax-deductible donation in ANY
amount to ensure that you do not miss out on a single
issue of the Journal. We realize not everyone will be able
to do this, and we apologize. Please remember we are
working on getting most of our articles up on our
website (www.midwestoutreach.org),
and these will be available for download free of charge

Thank you for your understanding in this matter.
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“Game” (Continued from page 5)
It is my intention to spare my own children the regrets
| bear."’

In histaped lecturetitled, “ Youthful Romance: The Dangers
of Dating,” Lindvall suggestsno young man would want thewoman
he one day will marry to date or to have romantic feelings for
anyone other than himself. Building on that, Lindvall suggests
that, in keeping to the Golden Rule of doing to othersaswewould
havethem doto us(Matt. 7:12), we ought to restrain any romantic
feelingsuntil we know for certain whom wewill marry. A woman,
he says, is the property of her future husband, and therefore, we
should think in terms of property and ownership when it comesto
romantic relationships. When awoman is“given in marriage” by
the father to the groom, this symbolizes a transfer of ownership.
But to have a romance with a woman before her ownership has
been formally transferred is for that man to “defraud his brother”
(1 Thess. 4:6) since heis stealing something that properly belongs
only to the woman'’s future husband.

“God intends for them to marry,” saysLindvall, “but
God wants them to experience authorized romance.
Authorization, not only for the physical but for the emo-
tional ownership of one an-
other.”®

marriage (Gen. 24:15, 29:10; cf. 1 Sam. 18:20)."°

Itistruethat, in the Jewish culture, marriage mates were often
selected by the father or arepresentative of the father. This custom
wasn't unique to the Jews, however, but was practiced by the sur-
rounding culturesat large and is still practiced in many parts of the
East today. The bride had to be “bought,” if you will, by the
bridegroom’sfather (either by money or serviceoffered) in exchange
for the bride's father being willing to part with her. The bride re-
ceived no dowry. It was not uncommon for the bride and bride-
groom to be unconsulted regarding amatch while sometimesbeing
expected to marry someone they had never even met! In such cul-
tures, marriage could be treated morelike acontract than arelation-
ship, and a husband could have many wives just as he would have
many heads of cattle. If ahusband grew tired of hiswife, he could
write her acertificate of divorcefor an offenseastrivial as cooking
ameal inthewrong way!

While much more could be said about these cultural traditions,
thepoaintisitisfutilefor peoplelike Lindvall to pick just one aspect
out of thisentire cultural context! Hethen arguesfor itsapplication
today, without appreciating the over-all mindset by which these
people operated, which involved far morethan that towhich Lindvall

would have us return.

What seems most unbeliev-
ableisthat Lindvall extendsthese
ideas to situations where the par-
ents are ungodly. Indeed, in his
seminar Lindvall suggests that no
matter how wicked one or both sets
of parents may be, you must not
marry without their consent. This
isadirect violationtothevery first
Psalm in which we are instructed
to “walk not in the counsel of the
ungodly.”

| would like to consider this
teaching in light of anumber of dif-
ferent aspects. | believetheseideas
do not merely affect how oneviews
relationships before marriage, but
how one understands the very es-
sence of the marriage relationship

we will marry:. ..

... Lindvall suggests no young man
would want the woman he one day
will marry to date or to have romantic
feelings for anyone other than himself.
Building on that, Lindvall suggests that
... We ought to restrain any romantic
feelings until we know for certain whom

Whiletheentireframework by
which that culture understood cer-
tain things|eft much to be desired,
the Lord gave commands to show
His people how to operate within
that context.

Itisagainst thiscultural back-
drop that we must understand
verses such as Exodus 22:16-17
wherethe Lord commandsthat if a
man has premarital relationswith a
virgin, thefather may refuseto give
his daughter to him in marriage
even though the young man must
still pay the bride price. Some have
argued from this Scripture, and
Lindvall would no doubt agreewith
such an interpretation:

“If the father has the au-

thority to say no when there

itself. To start with, however, itis
necessary to see where Lindvall
goeswrong in hisinterpretation of the Bible.
Faulty Interpretation of the Bible
Lindvall's frequent use of the phrase “the Biblical model of
betrothal” ismideading. Lindvall hastaken thisterm from Scripture
and given to it ameaning that corresponds with his views on mar-
riage. Hethen reads certain verseswheretheword isusedin light of
this nuance at the expense of historic and linguistic accuracy.
“Betrothal” in the Jewish culture simply meant a halfway
house between engagement and marriage. It wasjust asbinding as
marriage, even though the marriage hadn’t been consummated. It
had nothing to do with Lindvall’sidea of afather receiving direct
revelation as to whom his child would marry, and it certainly had
nothing to do with denying all romantic feelings until this period!
On the contrary, Hasting's Bible Dictionary tells us:
“... in ancient Israel the association of the sexes
was comparatively unrestrained, and naturally led to
personal attachments which sought satisfaction in

is an existing sexual rela-
tionship, then how much more does the father have
the authority to say no when there is nothing more
than mild emotional or sexual interest?"?

Although | understand the line of reasoning, one might ques-
tion whether it islogical. To say that if afather has the authority to
exercise veto power when it comesto his daughter marrying aman
who enticed her — and whois, therefore, probably aman of doubt-
ful intention — then how much more should he have veto power in
an ordinary situation. If welook closely at Exodus 22:17, we seeit
merely saysif her father utterly refusesto give her to him, then the
man must pay the bride price. It does not necessarily imply it is
God’swill for this contingent condition to exist. Similarly, the fact
Deut. 21:15-17 gives laws to govern situations where a husband
has two wives in no way gives God's stamp of approval on men
taking multiplewives. Thewhole point of the Exodus passageisnot
what to do in marriage at all, but the fact thereis aresponsibility a
man acquireswhen he s egpswith avirgin— he must pay the bride
price evenif they do not marry.
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Ancient historic sources, such as The Code of Hammurabi from
Babylon, will confirmthe cultural practicesin Isradl, at thetime God
gave Moses the laws, were more or less universal. The fact God
gave Moses laws to show people how to behave in an aready
existing culture with its own traditions and practices does not,
thereby, mean those traditionsand practices acquire aDivine prece-
dent. Those who argue otherwise are bound to do so only selec-
tively and refrain from strictly applying laws or customsthat would
beabsurd in our culture— such customsas polygamy, savery, etc.,
and laws such as the Year of Jubilee.

To properly understand marriage, we must look to the New
Testament. The principleslaid down by Paul are clearly relevant for
today’s culture. In this regard it is noteworthy, while Paul goes to
great lengths to discuss the subject, he nowhere mentions any-
thing even bordering on practices such as betrothal, arranged mar-
riages, etc.. While the Apostle does not specifically repudiate such
practices, the entire spirit of hiswords are clearly in opposition to
the ethos behind the recent advocacy of courtship and betrothal.

Lindvall would be quick to disagree, however, based on his
interpretation of 1 Tim. 5:2. In this

right for each other. The sort that produces feelings but is more
than feelings; and whichismaintained by thewill, but ismorethan
an act of thewill. C. S. Lewis compares natural lovesto agarden
full of flowerswhich would soon go to weedsif left alone. What is
needed for its maintenance is agapélove. A manwho falsinlove
with awoman quite effortlessly will find the love destroyed if he
constantly acts selfishly and does not choose to act charitably
towards her. Thus, in marriage, although the special kind of love
that makes intimacy possibleis not caused by an act of the will, it
iseither maintained or destroyed by the choices madein the arena
of life (agapélove). Thisspecia kind of intimacy isnot the sort of
thing two people can simply decide to experience toward one an-
other as soon as it has been “authorized.” Neither does Lindvall
explain how itispossiblefor two people (who would otherwise be
in love with each other) to push a button to not be in love until it
has been “authorized.” Human beings are not robots.

Any Christian husband and wife, if they are mature enough,
can choose to practice agapé |ove towards one another. But isthis
all that isneeded for an intimate and happy marriage? If so, then it

does not matter whom you marry

verse, Paul instructed Timothy to

as long as the person practices

treat the young women as if they
were sisters and the ol der women as
if they were mothers. If Lindvall is
prepared to apply Paul’sparallel be-
tween young women and sisters so
literally that one must not have ro-
mance with awoman before engage-
ment (because one does not have
romancewith one'ssister), thenwhy
just stop there. Why not exclude
engagement itself on the same prin-
ciple?Indeed, if Paul’swordsexclude
the possibility of two people mov-
ing into aromantic relationship be-
fore engagement (since no man
would be romantic toward hissister),
then no man ever should actually get
married at all (since no man would

...Any Christian husband and wife,
If they are mature enough, can prac-
tice agapé love towards one an-
other. But is this all that is needed
for an intimate and happy mar-
riage? If so, then it does not mat-
ter whom you marry as long as
the person practices agapé love. . .

agapé love. Marriage thus con-
ceived more resembles a business
partnership than the joyful and in-
timate union God designed it to be.

Lindvall continually portrays
scenarioswhere recreational dating
is practiced in a way most mature
Christians would find objection-
able, and then juxtaposes this with
his method of betrothal. Likewise,
hedescribesa“love’ based merely
on emotion and passion and then
juxtaposesthiswith hisideaof mar-
riage. Thus, he reaches his conclu-
sion using falsedilemmas. When he
portrays these as the only options
from which we must choose, weare
hardly left with much of a choice!

marry his sister)! Any analogy can
be pressed to a degree (either pro or
con) which can become absurd.
Surely what Paul was saying to Timothy was for him to show
appropriate respect toward these women asonewould toward one's
sister or mother. He was saying not to mess around or flirt because
the bottom linein all relationships must be agapé love. If Paul had
somehow been trying to say romance was wrong and most of the
entire human race had been deceived by the romantic inclination,
then why didn’t he simply come right out and say so?
The Meaning of Love
Lindvall assumes romantic love is all feelings and, therefore,
may leavejust aseasily asit arrives. Youfall intoit, and you fall out
of it. Therefore, asksLindvall:
“If a couple marries based on love, what happens
when the passion of romance settles down and they
get used to each other — less distracted by their emo-
tions?"2!
Lindvall’sanswer isthat marriage should be based entirely on
agapé** love. He completely overlooksthe sort of lovethat isnot a
feeling or a choice but a state or condition of two people who are

By employing thesefa sedilemmas,
along with an emotional appeal to high standards, Lindvall isable
to target that segment of young Christians who most sincerely
desire God’s will but are unable to recognize the logical fallacies
inherent in his reasoning.

Impossibility
By “emotional purity” Lindvall does not merely mean young
people should reserve the expression of romantic feelings until
after betrothal, but also those romantic emotions and thoughts
must be stifled prior to parental authorization. When lamenting his
inner-experienceswith agirlfriend before meeting hiswife, Lindvall
contructsit asacase of “allowing” hisemotionsto focuson her as
if an act of volition preceedsall emotional affection. What Lindvall
apparently fails to realize is that the romantic feelings, crushes,
and infatuations young people experience are things that, to a
large extent, cannot be controlled by the will. What can be con-
trolled is how the person responds to these feelings which can
come and go like the wind. To try to tamper with the emotions
themselves, however, is bound to be unproductive. The only way
(Continued on next page)
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“Game” (Continued from page 11)

to prevent such “unauthorized” emotions from happening would
surely be to build monasteries and nunneries to house our youth.
When it's time for the wedding vows — the vows can directly
follow the introductions!

Let us consider what happens when a child reaches puberty.
As the whole person struggles to adjust to the hormonal changes
that are happening, it is natural for the child to be bombarded with
an array of feelings, thoughts, and sensations connected with their
sexuality. The body’s emotions and sexuality typically experience
an influx of random sensations, the inhibition of which isnot sub-
ject to the same volitional control we acquire later in life. Asthe
body develops, things gradually settle down. In the case of our
sexuality, thismay not occur for many years.

If achild'sfirst awakenings to the world of sexuality are ac-
companied by an atmosphere of guilt and negativity, this may af-
fect how that child respondsto hisor her sexuality later in life. If,
however, the child can be helped to view their sexual awakening
and intense inner experiences objectively and in an atmosphere of
understanding, it may help not only to prevent the child from de-
veloping an unnecessary guilt complex but also to deter him or her
from thinking these sensations demand an outlet for gratification
and expression. Although children should be helped to seeit isnot
wiseto voluntarily entertain unhealthy sexual fantasies, thisneeds
to be donein such away that this does not become more seriousin
thechild’'smindthanit really is.

Of course, Lindvall would totally disagree. | suspect hewould
say the sexual thoughts and feelings | (and others) believe are
natural and largely uncontrollable for a child past puberty are on
the same level of seriousness as a married person having adulter-
ous thoughts (because the child is allegedly sinning against his or
her future spouse). Thiswould seem to bethelogical conseguence
of astrict application of the principle of “retroactive matrimony.”
Deep-Regrets in Marriage

One of Lindvall’s central arguments is based on the need he
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feelsto spare hisown children the deep regrets he and hiswife bare
as aresult of each other’s former boyfriends and girlfriends. | get
the impression Lindvall’s entire teaching on this subject springs
out of this personal aspect.

Obviously, | cannot argue against Lindvall’s personal experi-
ence (nor would | want to), though | cannot relateto it personally.
Throughout my adolescence, | had numerous crushes on all sorts
of girls; and yet, my wife does not feel jeal ous because she knows
sheisthefulfillment of all my earlier romantic dreams and aspira-
tions. | feel the same way about her. If, however, | had truly and
intimately loved another woman before marrying my wife (a“knit-
ting of heart” asLindvall describes hisregrettable experiencewith a
former girlfriend), then it would be understandableif my wife might
feel jealous. But where loveistrue, unconditional, strong, and ex-
clusivein marriage, it would eventually swallow up any feelings of
jealousy over past relationships through the solid reassurance it
provides.

Where it is possible to have past relationships permanently
harm a present marriage, the problem is probably not in the past
relationships but within the marriageitself. Whileit isonly natural
for a husband to want to be the only man with whom his wife has
ever faleninlove, and visaversa, weliveintherea world and this
usually will not bethe case. Doesthis mean the marriage will auto-
matically suffer — that the husband and wife will not be able to
love each other as much as they otherwise might have been able,
that they will belessableto discover God’sbest, that their relation-
ship will be less enriching, less fulfilling? Absolutely not! Now
there are certainly going to beinsecuritiesin just about every mar-
riage and each partner will need to have their spouse’s love reas-
sured. Such insecurities may result in anything from the thought of
past rel ationships (which especially can be a problem when one or
both have been married before) to one'sinability to believe oneself
lovable because of abuse as a child. In each case, these are things
ahusband and wife can work through and be drawn closer together
asaresult. Thisis not accomplished by having afatalistic attitude
that says, “this has happened in my past, therefore, my marriageis
going to be less good than it otherwise could have been.” It is
accomplished by saying instead, “we love each other so dearly
that our loveis strong enough to cover over and heal whatever has
happened in the past.”

Couldit bethereason Lindvall and hiswifearestill sojealous
of each other’spast girlfriendsand boyfriendsisbecause, asLindvall
hasfreely admitted:

“... my marriage to Connie ... is not based on love"??

Perhaps, if Lindvall came to understand the true meaning of
marriage, he would be able to understand better what should hap-
pen before marriage.

Individual Responsibility vs. Ungodly Control

Lindvall sayswe must achieve certainty someone will be our
future spouse before we alow ourselves to fall in love. Such a
statement failsto recognize it may be precisely falling in love that
givesusthiscertainty (although final, absol ute certainty can never
beachieved for fallen humans). Lindvall assumesthis certainty can
be achieved through God's direct revelation to the parents before
thereisasignificant relationship established. Now, of course, God
could choose to do this, but my contention is with Lindvall’s as-
sumption this hasto be God's only way. Lindvall hasput Godina
box andisdictating how God must alwayswork — leaving no room
for deviation.

Page 12
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It all soundsvery good saying the father will pray about it and
then God will reveal to him whether thisor that personisthe onefor
his child to marry. Nonetheless, it is difficult to disengage one's
own desires and preferences from what one believes the Lord is
revealing — no matter how honest and upright the father may be.
Furthermore, when afather assumesa“ God-told-me-so” stance, it
very likely will makethe young person feel that to disagreewith the
parent istantamount to disagreeing with God. When this happens,
onemovesout of the arenaof counsel and communication and into
the arena of control and manipulation.

Even in situations where the parents are very wise and dis-
cerning, it would still be counterproductive for a marriage to be
based on a parent’s decision. When a young man, thus married,
grows out of the dependent relationship with his parents, he may
find himself dissatisfied. If amarriage getsrough and troubles arise,
acouple must always be ableto look back on the fact the decision
to marry was based on their own desireto be married (not someone
else's desire). This includes their
lovefor oneanother, and the mutual

Those who advocate “ courtship” reason similarly. Let us con-
sider this whole issue of “Broken Heart Syndrome.”

For every young person, theintensity of emotionsis, perhaps,
the hardest thing through which to work. The spectrum and inten-
sity of emotions young people experience can seem unbearable as
feelings create the sensation that life is unbearably happy one
minute and unbearably sad the next. In retrospect, we may conde-
scendingly smile onyouth from our stable emotional vantage point
of adulthood. Or, as is so often the case, we may have forgotten
how real and meaningful our feelings were to us back then. That
leaves uswith little or no understanding and sympathy to offer our
children.

Jonathan Lindvall and the courtship pioneers have taken it
one stage further by questioning whether this stage of passion and
intensity isreally necessary. Isit asort of appendageto which, due
to lack of true perception together with cultural pressures, it makes
us subject?

It must be realized this sort of
broken heart (that has a teenager

belief it was God’s will for them to
marry — abelief that was not taken
on the authority of someone el se but
reached directly by the two people
as they individually sought the
Lord'swill.

Thisideaof eachindividual be-
ing personally responsible before
the Lord for his or her own actions
is the antithesis of Lindvall’s more
general teaching on the subject of
authority. In order to understand
anything about Lindvall, we must re-
alize his basic misunderstanding of
authority (together with thetwin ten-
dency of legalism). This permeates
histhought like a continuousthread
and forms afoundation from which
al his other ideas have root. In his
teaching on authority, Lindvall goes
to the extreme — even beyond that

... Lindvall goes to the extreme
— even beyond that of Gothard.
One example of this is in his “Bold
Parenting Seminar.” Linavall stresses
the need for children to pass on the
tenets of their father's teachings to
future generations even when they
believe such tenets to be lacking in
scriptural precedent!

sobbing into his or her pillow one
day and healing into hope the next)
isabasicpart of life. Asadolescents,
we need help to learn how to cope
with this. We do not need the cen-
sor and subsequent guilt of being
told we have done wrong or have
been too weak. It is in getting
through and learning to cope that
we grow and not in becoming so
emotionally contrived that we be-
come hard and cold.

Crushes, fantasies, dreams,
and feelings, which were very rea
to usat thetime, eventually fade as
we grow to see things more objec-
tively. But, if at the time, scorn or
ridicule had been met out to usdur-
ing our period of vulnerability, we
may have felt such pain and hurt
that we, in fact, had closed up to

of Gothard. One exampleof thisisin

his “Bold Parenting Seminar.”

Lindvall stressesthe need for children to pass on thetenets of their
father's teachings to future generations even when they believe
such tenetsto belacking in scriptural precedent! Thisisregarding
not only the decision whom to marry but regarding any decision.
Lindvall arguesthat a man or woman is required to abdicate their
conscience, reason, personal responsibility, and in some cases,
even their interpretation of Scripture over totheir father’scontrol .23
Broken Heart Syndrome

Finaly, | would liketo consider what Lindvall callsthe“Broken
Heart Syndrome.” Without quoting Lindvall directly, | smply shall
summarize hisargument.

1. Itiswrong and unnecessary for young peopleto experience
broken hearts and, therefore, it should be prevented if possible.

2. Itispossibleto prevent broken hearts by not allowing young
people to have any private (individual) relationship with members
of the opposite sex before betrothal .

3. Therefore, no young person should have any private (indi-
vidual) relationship with members of the opposite sex beforebetrothal .

everyone and kept closed our heart,
thoughts, and feelings. If we had been brought up to feel therewas
something wrong with these experiences— something our parents
disapproved of — then we might have hardened ourselves emo-
tionally and formed a crust around our heart out of adesperation to
be*“correct.” Others, unableto do this, may livein aperpetua guilt-
ridden state — too ashamed to share their “sinful feelings’ with
anyone.

If ayoung person’sfeelingsare not seen in proper perspective
by the parents/adults who should be helping them through the
most difficult years, then thisnormal emotional intensity hasadded
tothem the parent’sunrealistic notion of life. Thingswhich, intime,
would die a natural death are given an extended life of prolonged
guilt. Itisall very counterproductive.

Parents who have this mentality will not only prevent guilt-
proneyouthsfromfallingintothe“sin” of having acrush on some-
one (or of admitting it if they do), but they will prevent that child
from the natural healing of that broken heart. The parent who is

trying totie up their youth’semotionsisnot at the sametimeableto
(Continued on Next Page)
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“Game” (Continued from page 13)
help that youth come to terms with those feelings — to face them,
accept them, grow from them, and grow out of them.

A broken heart, indeed, may be part of the Lord’s plan in a
person’s life to help mature that person, to teach them valuable
lessons about themselves and others, and to draw that person
closer toHisheart. If, however, parentssimply assume broken hearts
must be prevented at all costs, and that it is aways contrary to
God’s will when a person goes through atragic relationship, then
they are in danger of standing in the way of God's plan for that
young person’s life.

| am not saying having abroken heart isan inherently good thing
because we can grow from it, or that we should try to get our hearts
brokeninorder tolearnlessons. | am smply saying what istrue of any
kind of suffering. Although it is not something we should go out of
our way to try to experience, neither does God want us going out of
our way totry to prevent suffering. Trying to experiencepain or trying
to avoid it never helped anyone to grow. Creating a plan for life that
will safeguard us from pain, from our emotions, and those of others,
likewise, does not help us grow. Nobody likes pain, nobody wants a
relationship to end in tears; but if that does happen, does that mean
wewere sinning? Doesthat mean we should make surewe protect our
children from such an experience by attempting to exercisetight con-
trol over their emotions?

Itisthe job of aparent to help growth and not to dictateit, to
help young people grow from their suffering and broken heartsand
not to try to artificially create situations to prevent any possibility
of broken hearts. The only way to prevent the potential of ayoung
person getting a broken heart is to prevent that child from ever
feeling love. That is the most tragic thing a parent could do to a
child. It isnot sensitive and caring when Lindvall talks about want-
ing to spare hischildren the suffering of abroken heart. If you want
aheart that cannot be broken, what you need is a heart that cannot
love. CS. Lewisputsthiswell, with words that make afitting con-
clusiontothisarticle:

“I believe that the most lawless and inordinate loves
are less contrary to God's will than a self-invited and
self-protective lovelessness ... We shall draw nearer
to God, not be trying to avoid the sufferings inherent in
all loves, but by accepting them and offering them to
Him; throwing away all defensive armor. If our hearts
need to be broken, and if He chooses this as the way
in which they should break, so be it.”*

*See MCO Journals vol. 3, no. 4; vol. 3, no. 5; vol. 4, no. 1; vol. 4, no. 4
(Sept./Oct.); vol. 6, no. 1 for more on Bill Gothard and his teachings.

** Agapé (Gr.) love is the kind of unconditional love God exhibits toward us —
an entirely unselfish love that seeks what is best for the other person.

Midwest Christian Outreach, Inc. would like to thank Robin Phillips for this
article for the Journal. Robin is 25-years old and lives in a country cottage in
Lincolnshire, England, with his wife, Esther, and their three children —
Joseph, Miriam and Matthew. He is a self-employed author of various biblical,
theological, and philosophical topics. He has an interest in cults and has
written a testimony (which can be read at http://www.fwselijah.com/
phillips.ntm) about his experience in a denomination that used to be a cult. He
performs locally on the classical accordion and is part of a local music trio.
His wife home-schools their children. His hobbies include taking walks with
his family, reading and listening to music with his family, and composing and
arranging music.
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“God Chasers” (Continued from page 7)

whelming sense of His manifested presence.” (p.21)

Tenney may well have made a point without realizing it. He
acknowledgesthat the experience-based revival s of our day (sen-
suous encounters with the “presence”) eventually tend toward a
“been-there, done-that” attitude as repeated mystical experiences
lead to a kind of spiritual “Law of Diminishing Returns.” The
answer, according to Tenney, is more of “IT.” Toronto and
Pensacolawere only crumbs. There' smoreof “it” inapurer form.
To those who were weary of “dead religion,” Rodney Howard
Browne* held forth a fresh touch of God — adrink of the “new
wine.” Toronto came along and offered an opportunity to “ soak
in” the manifested anointing of God. Pensacola (in spite of deni-
alstothe contrary) isdirectly descended from the Toronto Bless-
ing. (Steve Hill, brought “IT" back with him from Holy Trinity
Brompton Church, the Toronto Church of England.) Pensacola
offered apurer touch revival than Toronto (giving moreemphasis
on repentance).

To Tenney, those were just crumbs. What does he offer?
More of God — using al the same claims, the same clichés, the
samecriticismsof doctrine, and in many cases, the samedenigra-
tionsof the Word. | predict that, asin the other “waves,” thisalso
will leave many people even more empty than they were before
they started. Unfortunately, this will only open them up to the
next excursion into mystical, experience-based religion.

Orthodox Christianity has held that atrue hunger for God is
valid and can be satisfied by seeking Him through His Word,
fasting, praying, renewing our obedienceto Him, and going back
to wherever it was that we left Him. Signs and wonders are not
God, nor do they satisfy. Even fantastic signs such as splitting
pulpits, slaying whole crowds in the spirit, businessmen laying
around like cordwood — none of these necessarily has anything
to do with atrue hunger for God.

Finally, is The God Chasersreally about the kind of hunger
for God written of by David?

“1 seek you with all my heart; do not let me stray
from your commands. | have hidden your word in
my heart that | might not sin against you ... teach
meyour decrees. .. | recount thelaws... | rgjoicein
following your statutes ... | meditate on your pre-
cepts.... | delight in your decrees, | will not neglect
your word.” (Psalm 119:10-16, NIV)

What about the hunger for God written about by Tozer,
Spurgeon, Wesley and the other giants of the faith of days gone
by? You be the judge. But, lest there be any doubt that some
other kind of hunger is at work here, consider the content of the
last page of this book published by Destiny Image — an adver-
tising page featuring the full line of The God Chasers products!
The God Chasershat isavailablefor amere $17.99, and The God
Chasersshirt isavailablein four sizesfor amere $16.99 and, for
those who truly want to attest to thisnew hunger, The God Chas-
erslicenseplateisavailablefor amere $6.99!

*See MCO Journal, val. 4, no.2, for more on Rodney Howard
Browne.

All Bible quotes are from the Holy Bible, King James Version (KJV)
unless otherwise noted.

FOOTNOTES:
Tommy Tenney, The God Chasers (Shippensburg, PA: Destiny Image
Publishers, 1998)
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