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Introduction 
This article is motivated entirely out of a long term frustration. Perhaps the thing that frustrates me the most about the 
church today is an extreme reluctance from many to encourage and embrace what should be recognized as a great 
inheritance of the Christian church. Concepts of convenience appear to be accepted more readily today than they were 
last century. The great wealth of Christian debate that flows through all the good (and of course expensive) reference 
books of theology seems to be increasingly being ignored for recycled sermons off the internet and the random 
downloading of subject matter that just happens to be on the right topic (but who knows if it is correct). All this is of 
course done to save time, and time is in short supply these days. The big problem is that the less time spent on real 
quality study and meditation, the lower the standard we serve up to the congregation and the more speculative it is. 
Unfortunately fatty convenience food of the mind has the same effect as convenience food on the body. It makes us fat 
and lazy and clogs the pathways! A bit of intellectual exercise is an essential part of any diet; it’s very good for you 
even if you are not good at it. Since we are living longer these days we should be making some attempt to give our 
mind a bit of balance diet and a few regular challenges. 

 

Paul and Greek Reason 
One of the things that separates Christianity from most of the worlds religions is the fact that from the very start it was 
willing to embrace the benefits of Greek philosophical thought, that is, it was acceptable to base theology on reason as 
long as there was a solid Scriptural base.  

 

Paul was a driving force in this movement, his letter to the Romans stands out as prime example of faith that 
incorporates accurate reasoning and a life of study. Paul used his powers of reason (and the leading of the Holy Spirit) 
to prevent faith from developing a convenient life of its own. Accurate interpretation of Scripture was not just a matter of 
blind or convenient belief and accepting what others said. Paul would have been appalled by the number of people that 
blindly accept what church leaders say. For him, hearing was never enough, he wanted to know why, and he wanted to 
read it for himself too! Paul was a Pharisee so he came to Christianity with many years of Scriptural learning, but it 
becomes obvious through his writing that an understanding of the law is no longer enough for him. Even though he had 
previously denied a Christian reality of Christ in Scripture, when he had been confronted face to face with Christ 
through a day time vision and the scales had come off his eyes he was eager to uncover the truth of this Christ that 
heals and saves. To do this he applied all the benefits of Greek reasoning, not as means of entering into endless 
debate (as often happened and still does) but as a means of uncovering the richness of truth about Christ in the Old 
Testament writings. 

 

Also Paul encouraged all to follow his example:  
 To study the Scriptures (1 Tim 4:13, 2 Tim 3:16) 
 To not be deceived (Gal 6:7) 
 To make the word of God fully known, (Col 1:26) 
 To avoid falling prey to philosophy and empty deceit, according to human tradition (Col 2:8) 
 To prove yourself worthy (2 Th 1:5, 1:11) 
 etc.  

Others clearly agreed with him, the classic quote for this from Hebrews (5:12) to the effect that "by now you should all 
be teachers and not need to be bottle fed the basics," bears witness to this! 
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Today the battleground has not changed. The temptation to either let someone else do the study and just accept what 
they say, or allow personal preference and cultural belief/pressure to adjust our study of Scripture is just as great.  

 

Anselm 
Anselm’s writings mark him as one of the founders of scholasticism. He was a strict Augustinian, which means he 
operated from the formula ‘fides quaerens intellectum’ (faith seeking understanding), he believed in an essential 
harmony between revelation and reason. He was the first to incorporate elements of rational Aristotelian dialectics into 
theology. He combined rational thought techniques and spiritual insight gained from Scripture to create works of 
permanent value such as Cur Deus Homo? (1094–98, on the atonement).  

 

“For if I say anything that plainly opposes Holy Scripture, I'm sure that it is false; and if I become aware of it, I will alter 
my theology accordingly. But if it is a matter where opposite opinions may be held without any difficulty… then the soul 
is not in danger…” (Ch18, Cur Deus Homo) 

 

Some of Today’s Popular Options 
Blinkered Thinking 
Says there is only one way to move forward, and often thinks there is only one right answer, even if this not spoken. 

The concept of only one answer tends to ignores the lessons of the past in the rush to move on. 

Encourages selective and sometimes even extreme theology because it does not accept there may be a more 
reasonable and correct alternative. The fact there is usually more than one theological approach to any issue is 
certainly not accepted. 

 

Controlled Thinking  
This can be applied as mild mannered limited control, all the way up to aggressive control. I have known many pastors 
and of course business leaders (etc) that tried to apply mind control. 

Mind control can be applied through emotional, spiritual or physical controlling tactics or combinations of these. Though 
I have seen a number of pastors and leaders use control methods, unfortunately I have never seen one that was able 
to “repent” and change the way they operated. If challenged about the effects these actions were having on people, 
there was normally an inevitable accusation or reaction that tells you they thought you were just trying to undermine 
their authority. This insecurity response seems to go hand in hand with the controlling behavior itself and appears to be 
a hallmark of a controller. They also tend to respond to any challenge with even more control, though sometimes it can 
becomes a more subtle form control.  

 

I have even known a minister that managed to say all the right things and conceal his controlling tendencies for the first 
few months, but the end result was a church that went from 500 plus people down to a fraction of that size, it totally 
changed losing most of its unique character before he eventually left. Conversations revealed that this was an 
extremely deliberate controlling technique over many years. His agenda was to change the whole character of the 
church. Why anyone would want to totally change the character of a successful church is a complete mystery. 
Inevitably he failed to create anything meaningful in its place, and left it a mere shadow of its former self. In this case 
has taken others 15 years of hard work to heal some of the rifts, and once again create something of beauty in that 
place. 

 

If you are in a controlling situation, it is likely that you are receiving biased teaching that is probably inaccurate as well. 
Controller types only use teaching that will achieve their objectives, and tend to ignore everything else. The concept of 
a balanced spiritual diet is not one they can sustain for long. So on all counts there are only two real options, to move 
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church or continue to suffer! (And from someone that has been there a few times in work and church environments you 
have my sympathies).  The good news is that most controller types cannot combine control with charisma, so they 
don’t tend to have large churches. Unfortunately there are always some few exceptions to that rule. 

 

Absentee/Formula Thinking 
You may think I am referring to people that are not very smart, that is not the case. To me an absentee thinker is 
someone that substitutes a formula approach to almost everything. For instance, an absentee thinker may create a 
sermon out of a downloaded sermon, a few quotes, this weeks joke off the net, and a comment about the football. No 
meditation is required, just a bit of experience on what works. I once knew someone that did repeated David Pawson 
Gospel sermons for half the year. Unfortunately he even made David Pawson’s material sound boring, he was good at 
administration, but administration skills alone are not enough to qualify someone as a pastor. This is really a case of 
good people being appointed to the wrong job ahead of others that may actually be well suited to the task. 

An absentee thinker is simply not flexible enough to think creatively, so formulas are invented or adopted to take the 
strain. Unfortunately I have also known business people that were exactly like this, and they have tended to criticize 
those that could freely think out of the square precisely because they could achieve a good result without following the 
formula. No criticism of these people is intended here, in fact none is needed, most management that is not flexible will 
ultimately fall by its own hand in the end.  

I imagine that the absentee thinker is doing their best, but the real issue is not, are doing their best; the real issue is 
what spiritual atmosphere are they creating by pastoring in the church? 

 

2+2 makes 5 Thinking 
Unfortunately there are a number of parishioners and pastors in this category. They may be charismatic, enthusiastic 
and be great company but if we make a habit of jumping to conclusions before we have done our theological 
homework we will end fooling some with logic that is actually flawed For example, the very useful habit of writing 
sermon ideas before you study the Scripture in depth is a helpful tool that should be encouraged, because it allows a 
great deal of creativity to flow. However you should never allow any of these creative ideas to pass as correct (or 
preach them) without checking they are actually correct! 

 

Reverse Thinking 
A variation of the previous point is where we allow our meditation to greatly influence the make up of theology. Clearly 
this is putting the cart before the horse. Normally our subconscious does this in small incremental steps. It is rarely one 
subconscious mistake that leaves us standing at the end of a limb; it is of course a succession of steps made by 
relying on the same flawed process. With this option many will end up convincing themselves that the Scripture means 
many things it does not actually mean and was never intended to allow, while ignoring some of the possible 
interpretations that it does allow. Much new age theology is plagued by this type of error, allowing it to progressively 
reinterpret and develop things in irrational directions. 
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