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HOORAY FOR THE OTHER GUYS 
(Phil 1:15-18 May 27, 2001) 

 
Robert Cleaver Chapman became the pastor of Ebenezer Chapel in Barnstaple 
England in 1832. Traditionally the church had been a Particular Baptist church. When 
Chapman arrived it was so messed up it didn’t know what it was. 
 
Robert Chapman began to preach and to love his people. And the church began to 
grow in numbers and Christlikeness. 
 
However, in 1834 a division arose. This church had traditionally held to closed 
membership and closed communion for those not baptised as believers. This meant 
that if you were not baptised as a believer you could neither become a member nor 
partake of communion. While Chapman certainly held to the doctrine of believer’s 
baptism – he could not find Scriptural evidence to limit participation in the church only 
to those who held to believer’s baptism. 
 
Most of the church agreed with him. But a handful vehemently disagreed. In fact they 
clung so firmly to this point that they banded together and withdrew from fellowship. 
Worse was to follow. This small group demanded that Chapman and the rest of the 
church move out of the building. They believed that they were the true followers of 
those who had founded the Chapel. 
 
What would you have counselled Robert Chapman? Almost all of the church agreed 
with him. The faction who withdrew had no legal right over the building. What is the 
right thing to do? 
 
Almost everyone said – ignore them. But Robert Chapman called the church together. 
He told them that the other group were brothers in Christ. They deserved to be shown 
the love of Christ in this matter. That it was wrong to have division among the body of 
Christ. That it was the duty of Christians to sacrifice for the unity of the body. So 
Chapman and the rest of the church moved out into rented accommodation. 
 
In the late 1830’s an ideal property to renovate into a church came for sale. The church 
had the funds and applied to purchase the property. The documents to finalise the 
transfer had been lodged when the local Anglican church approached Chapman. 
 
They told him that their church now wanted to build a new building on that lot. 
 
What should they do? The documents were lodged – they had a perfect right to pay 
the purchase price and claim the property. 
 
Once again the church met. They prayed and Robert Chapman preached on 
Philippians 4:5: 
 

Let your gentle spirit be known to all men. 
 
Again Chapman argued that this church while a high Anglican church and quite 
different doctrinally was still composed of brothers and sisters in the Lord proclaiming 



 2 

the gospel of Jesus Christ. He wanted no animosity among the saints in Barnstaple. 
So the church withdrew its offer and allowed the Anglican church to purchase the 
property. 
 
This church in Barnstaple willingly gave up its own church building to a discontented 
faction. It willingly gave up its right on a choice property to a church of a very different 
stripe. All in the name of unity among the saints. 
 
I wonder if we would do the same? I wonder what lengths we would go to, what rights 
we would surrender for the sake of unity among those who preach Christ? 
 
If the Tarragindi home group decided to withdraw from fellowship over some seemingly 
minor point and then asked for the church property and our assets – what would we 
do? And whether we gave up the building or not – what would the relationship between 
the two groups be? Would we harbour any grudge or resentment? 
 
Perhaps more importantly. Would Christ be honoured? Would unbelievers see the love 
of Christ? Would we pray for this group that the Lord would bless their ministry? 
 
Chapman made it one his life’s goals to work humbly with other true believers – 
regardless of their doctrinal and practical differences. 
 
And for this he won the respect of one and all. Robert Chapman did not spurn the little 
group that remained in Ebenezer Chapel. He helped them in any way he could. He 
prayed for them and encouraged them. And from divisive beginnings that small group 
grew into a strong evangelistic church that worked closely with Robert Chapman. Near 
the end of his life, one of those from the church that had splintered wrote of him: 
 

For holy living, weight of character, and self-sacrifice, few can equal him. 
 
There was no acrimony or ill feeling between the churches. The love of Christ, the 
breadth of spirit and the desire for the kingdom saw unity where humanly speaking 
there should only be division. 
 
Contrast this with what happened about the same time sixty miles away in Plymouth. 
There the largest and most influential church in the Plymouth Brethren movement was 
located – Eberington Street Assembly. For twenty years the Plymouth Brethren had 
been a model of unity and evangelism. Churches were planted around the world. 
 
The two main leaders of the Eberington Street Assembly were Benjamin Newton and 
John Nelson Darby. 
 
Darby disagreed with Newton on a few doctrinal issues – how a church should be led 
and especially over the issue of the events associated with the return of Christ. This 
led to tensions between the two men and finally Darby initiated a split. 
 
Whatever the rights and wrongs of the doctrine, Darby handled the matter very poorly 
and a bitter split was the result. When he heard of the division, Robert Chapman tried 
to intervene and quell the dispute – to no avail. 
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It got worse in 1848. Down in Bristol there was the famous orphanage begun by 
George Muller and Henry Craik – more famous brethren leaders. They also pastored 
Bethesda chapel. 
 
Two men who were friends of Benjamin Newton applied to receive communion at 
Bethesda Chapel when they were in town on a Sunday. 
 
They were examined and no reason was found to deny them fellowship. But Darby 
was incensed. He personally insisted that Muller, Craik and Bethesda Chapel be 
disfellowshipped from the Brethren movement. Why? Because men from one church 
that split over a doctrinal issue wanted to fellowship at another church that had nothing 
to do with the issue. 
 
The result was a disaster. The Brethren churches around the world split into what 
became known as the closed and open Brethren. And that was just the start of it. Both 
of these groups have split and split over the most minor issues. The tree of which 
Brethren split off where is amazing. 
 
Dr. Griffith Thomas a well known teacher of the Word once wryly observed, “The 
Brethren are remarkable people for rightly dividing the Word of Truth and wrongly 
dividing themselves!” 
 
I did a search on the internet on the word Brethren. To this day there are many 
websites devoted to arguing who was right – Darby or Muller. The division, the 
acrimony, the hatred is still there a hundred and fifty years later. But the amazing thing 
is that doctrinally, there still remains little difference between many of these groups. 
Many of them still preach the same Christ and Him crucified but will never fellowship 
with others who belong to a different branch. 
 
The Brethren churches have been mightily used of God. My point is this – with less 
pride and more love in some of the early leaders – imagine the instrument it could 
have been. What if more men had acted like Robert Chapman? 
 
So how are Christians to act towards brothers and sisters with whom they differ? What 
is to be our attitude? In the passage we will look at today, Paul gives us some very 
clear instructions. Turn with me if you will to Philippians 1. 
 
Remember the situation. Paul is in prison in Rome. He is writing back to his beloved 
brethren in Philippi. He is writing to a church that is very concerned about him. 
 
He began by allaying one fear. In verse 12 he said: 
 

Now I want you to know, brethren, that my circumstances have turned out for 
the greater progress of the gospel. 

 
Look God is in control. He wanted me here because in this way I get to preach to those 
inside the prison and I get to encourage the believers in Rome. 
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But there was another problem that the Philippians would have heard about. Paul not 
only faced opposition from the Roman government – sad to say – he also faced 
opposition from some leaders in the church of Rome. 
 
Paul did not found the church in Rome. But he had long cared for that church. He 
wrote the letter of Romans to this church. In his letter to the Romans, it becomes clear 
that there were some tensions in this church. The Jews and Gentiles were struggling 
to unite. The strong Christians were having difficulty with the weak Christians. It was 
a church that was on the edge. 
 
Paul wanted to visit the Christians in Rome and encourage them. Finally, he did make 
it to Rome – but he came in chains. And Acts 28 tells us that when he arrived, Paul 
began sharing Christ. 
 
You can imagine the impact in the church. Paul – the great Apostle to the Gentiles had 
come. Everyone would have heard of Paul. Many would have wanted to hear from 
Paul. And as Acts also tells us Paul was imprisoned for most of the time in rented 
quarters with a member of the Praetorian guard to oversee him. There he could receive 
members of the church. 
 
You might think that all the leaders of the church would have been pleased to have 
Paul there. Not so. As you read through the New Testament we find that Paul was 
often opposed and usually by leaders in the church. 
 
Men are creatures of envy and jealousy. Unfortunately, this is also true among 
Christians who should know better. It seems that Paul’s arrival in Rome upset a few 
applecarts. Some became jealous. Perhaps some who had looked to them for 
leadership, now looked to Paul. And a few toes would have been trodden on. 
 
Imagine that one of the greatest preachers alive today – a Swindoll or a Piper or a 
MacArthur – decided that the Lord wanted them to move and begin a church in 
Brisbane. People would flock to this new church. I would imagine a number of you 
might go. And there might be some envy felt. 
 
It seems this was the way in Rome. A little Apostle-envy. 
 
And you can imagine the whispers: 
 

Don’t pay too much heed to Paul. He may be an Apostle – but he is in prison. 
What a great testimony! He must have some kind of problem. He is always in 
prison. Maybe it is the way the Lord is trying to warn him and he won’t listen. 
But you should pay heed to my words. 
 
I have never been in prison. I am free to preach Christ while he is restrained. 
The church flourishes under my leadership. Paul didn’t plant this church, nor 
has he been its pastor. 

 
Then on the other hand, others might cry: 
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Paul is God’s man. The risen Christ Himself appointed him. There is no one 
else alive who has the authority of Paul over this church. 
 
We need to love and support this man – our Apostle. 

 
Two factions. Both factions are for Christ. But one faction favours Paul, one is against 
Him. 
 
This is the perfect breeding ground for division. It would take little prompting for that 
church to split. I am for Paul. I am for the church leaders. 
 
Paul must have been hurt when some of the leaders used his chains to hurt him. But 
Paul knew that one iota of pride and the cause of Christ might be irreparably harmed. 
 
Robert Chapman put it this way: 
 

The ruin of a kingdom is a little thing in God’s sight, in comparison with division 
among a handful of sinners redeemed by the blood of Christ.1 

 
Paul knew that whatever the cost, he must not be a cause of any division among the 
saints redeemed by the blood of Christ to preach the gospel of Christ. 
 
So look at what he actually did. Philippians 1:15: 
 

Some, to be sure, are preaching Christ even from envy and strife, but some 
also from good will; the latter do it out of love, knowing that I am appointed for 
the defence of the gospel; the former proclaim Christ out of selfish ambition 
rather than from pure motives, thinking to cause me distress in my 
imprisonment. What then? Only that in every way, whether in pretence or in 
truth, Christ is proclaimed; and in this I rejoice. Yes, and I will rejoice. 

 
Paul had one criteria by which he judged those who went out in the name of Christ. 
 
It was not – Do they support Paul? It was not do they have every jot and tittle of doctrine 
right? It was not do they preach with the right motives? 
 
The question Paul asked was this – do they preach the true Jesus? 
 
If the answer was yes – then Paul would declare – whether in pretence or in truth, if 
Christ is proclaimed; then in this I will rejoice. 
 
If the answer was no – then Paul would declare – But even if we, or an angel from 
heaven, should preach to you a gospel contrary to what we have preached to you, he 
is to be accursed! 
 
This was the situation in Galatia. Listen to Paul in Galatians 1:6-9: 
 

                                                
1 Cited in Robert L. Peterson and Alexander Strauch, Agape Leadership (Littleton: Lewis and Roth Publishers, 
1991, p. 33. 
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I am amazed that you are so quickly deserting Him who called you by the grace 
of Christ, for a different gospel; which is really not another; only there are some 
who are disturbing you and want to distort the gospel of Christ. But even if we, 
or an angel from heaven, should preach to you a gospel contrary to what we 
have preached to you, he is to be accursed! As we have said before, so I say 
again now, if any man is preaching to you a gospel contrary to what you 
received, he is to be accursed! 

 
Don’t miss the point here. Paul would never ever countenance supporting a gospel 
which is false. Paul is not saying peace at any cost. Paul wanted to know – what Jesus 
do they preach? 
 
Is it the Mormon Jesus? Is it the liberal, naturalistic Jesus? Is it the health and wealth 
Jesus? Is it the works salvation Jesus? 
 
Any Jesus but the true Jesus and we must shout from the rooftops – heresy! Your 
gospel is accursed and will lead men to hell. I oppose you in the name of the true 
Jesus. 
 
There is a balance here. Paul is not saying peace at all costs. He is saying peace at 
all costs except at the cost of the true gospel. 
 
J.C. Ryle addressed this issue when he wrote: 
 

Divisions and separations are most objectionable in religion. They weaken the 
cause of true Christianity … But before we blame people for them, we must be 
careful that we lay the blame where it is deserved. False doctrine and heresy 
are even worse than schism. If people separate themselves from teaching 
which is positively false and unscriptural, they ought to be praised rather than 
reproved. In such cases separation is a virtue and not a sin … The old saying 
must never be forgotten, ‘He is the schismatic who causes the schism’ … 
Controversy in religion is a hateful thing … But there is one thing even worse 
than controversy, and that is false doctrine, allowed and permitted without 
protest or molestation.2 

 
So understand that Paul is not promoting ecumenicalism at all costs. These men who 
opposed Paul were not heretics. They preached Christ. 
 
But Christians are men – subject to pride and envy and jealousy. But they were still 
Christians and still preaching Christ and Him crucified. 
 
Paul would never promote any type of division in the churches unless the cost is the 
gospel. The fact they opposed him was irrelevant. It is Christ and His gospel that 
matters. Unity on the gospel was what mattered. 
 
If only we understood this. Churches have long practiced separation and secondary 
separation and tertiary separation over the most minor of grievances. 
 

                                                
2 Cited in Ian H. Murray, Evangelicalism Divided, (Edinburgh: The Banner of Truth Trust, 2000) p. 141. 
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Robert Chapman expressed the problem well: 
 

Pride nourishes the remembrance of injuries: humility forgets as well as forgives 
them.3 

 
We say the issue is doctrine. The truth is that the issue is pride. 
 
Paul will have no thought of such a practice. Here is a man who practiced the prayer 
George Whitefield often prayed: 
 

Oh this self-love, this self-will! Lord Jesus, may Thy blessed Spirit purge it out 
of all our hearts! 

 
There were two groups among the Christians of Rome. The first group preached Christ 
from envy and strife. They proclaimed Christ out of selfish ambition rather than from 
pure motives, thinking to cause Paul distress in his imprisonment. 
 
Then there is the other group. They preached Christ from good will; out of love, 
knowing that Paul was appointed for the defence of the gospel. 
 
I don’t care who you are – this has got to hurt. Paul gave his life for Christ. He did 
everything for the sake of the gospel. He cheerfully accepted beatings and 
imprisonment and deprivation for the sake of Christ. And now some petty minded men 
are jealous of him. They are hurting him in his chains. 
 
They were not selected by the risen Christ. They hadn’t been imprisoned for the 
gospel. They hadn’t suffered as he suffered. They didn’t have the respect of churches 
across the empire. 
 
Paul had a number of choices. 
 
He could summon these men and lay down the law. He was an Apostle appointed by 
Christ. The authority lay with Him. It was within the right of Paul to censure these men 
and set them straight. 
 
Or he could have called in the group that loved him. He could have fostered dissent 
towards the non-Paul party. 
 
But have no doubt that any move like these would have caused a terrible schism in 
the believers of Rome. 
 
This was not Paul’s way. When Paul wrote to this very church in Rome he gave them 
advice about how to deal with divisions. In Romans 14:19 he had said: 
 

So then let us pursue the things which make for peace and the building up of 
one another. 

 

                                                
3 Cited in Robert L. Peterson and Alexander Strauch, Agape Leadership (Littleton: Lewis and Roth Publishers, 
1991, p. 38. 
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And in Romans 15:1-3: 
 

Now we who are strong ought to bear the weaknesses of those without strength 
and not just please ourselves. Each of us is to please his neighbour for his 
good, to his edification. For even Christ did not please Himself; but as it is 
written, “The reproaches of those who reproached You fell on Me.” 

 
When it is not the gospel that is the issue – do whatever it takes to make peace and 
build up the saints. If it means you suffer. If it means you make the sacrifices – do it 
for the gospel. 
 
For Paul, the road ahead was simple. They were preaching Christ. So Paul urged in 
verse 18: 
 

What then? Only that in every way, whether in pretence or in truth, Christ is 
proclaimed; and in this I rejoice. Yes, and I will rejoice. 

 
These are the words of a humble, godly man. A servant of Christ. Imagine if the 
churches throughout the Christian era had practiced such an attitude. Our world would 
be a very different place. 
 
In pretence or in truth – whatever the motives – whether envy or love – whether they 
twist the truth about Paul or speak the truth about Paul – the important thing is that the 
gospel is proclaimed. 
 
The point is that despite their jealousy. Despite their feelings toward Paul. Despite the 
fact that they sought to cause him distress in his imprisonment. The reality is that they 
preached the same Christ that Paul did. 
 
They proclaimed the gospel that saves. Men and women would enter the kingdom 
through their preaching. 
 
I am sure that Paul would have preferred truth and love to be the motive. But often it 
is better to say nothing than to try and straighten things out. 
 
Christ did not proclaim His innocence. He replied to the reproaches of men with the 
words – Father forgive them. 
 
Listen to this wise counsel from Robert Chapman: 
 

Do we meet with unkindness from brethren? Instead of shooting our bitter 
words at them, let us judge ourselves; and endeavour, in love and wisdom, to 
overcome evil with good.4 

 
It doesn’t matter how right you think you are, it is next to impossible to argue those 
opposed to you around to your way of thinking. All you do is create further tension. 
Better to say nothing. 

                                                
4 Cited in Robert L. Peterson and Alexander Strauch, Agape Leadership (Littleton: Lewis and Roth Publishers, 
1991, p. 41. 
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The history of the church is filled with examples of men and factions and churches 
who disagreed – not over the gospel – but over more mundane issues. And no amount 
of arguing, writing, counselling – saw one side declare that the other is right. No the 
hurt and anguish became ingrained. 
 
We have countless examples of what happened among the Plymouth Brethren. 
Division and acrimony. Even hatred among the saints. 
 
We have too few examples of Robert Chapman and the Apostle Paul who chose the 
path of giving up their rights for the sake of the gospel. 
 
In the days of Paul there were factions. 1 Corinthians 1:12: 
 

Now I mean this, that each one of you is saying, “I am of Paul,” and “I of 
Apollos,” and “I of Cephas,” and “I of Christ.” 

 
There were the divisions along Jewish and Gentile lines, rich and poor, slave and free. 
 
But we things are infinitely worse today. Because we have something that raises walls 
between the saints – denominations. 
 
Among the evangelical denominations, the gospel is proclaimed – Christ and Him 
crucified is preached. BUT – divisions arise over such things as how a church is run, 
baptism, music, separation and the like. 
 
And the result is that we tend to focus more on what divides us than what united us. 
The Baptist looks at the Anglican Church up the road that is flourishing with envy. They 
should come to him and get the truth – not bishops and liturgy and baby sprinkling. 
 
But if they preach Christ, he should rejoice that sinners hear the truth and the saints 
are built up. What unites us is far more than what divides us. 
 
Robert Chapman again: 
 

The hearts of true believers crave a fellowship which will last – a fellowship in 
the Spirit with each other, because of common fellowship with the Father, and 
with His Son Jesus Christ.5 

 
If you draw a circle of say – five miles around this church. You will find a number of 
congregations – Baptist, Presbyterian, Anglican, Uniting Church, Church of Christ, 
Pentecostal. A bunch of denominations. 
 
Now I have my own thoughts on these churches. My thoughts on their doctrines, their 
practices, their teaching. But, for those of them that preach Christ and Him crucified – 
may their tribe increase. The Spirit of God will use that to save the lost. And in that we 
should rejoice. 

                                                
5 Cited in Robert L. Peterson and Alexander Strauch, Agape Leadership (Littleton: Lewis and Roth Publishers, 
1991, p. 33. 
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Yes, there is a part of me that says – get away from bishops and liturgy and legalism 
and charismatic excess and the like. But there is a bigger part of me that says – Lord 
bless their proclamation of the gospel. 
 
Jonathan Edwards wrote in 1741: 
 

Ministers should act as fellow-helpers in their great work. It should be seen that 
they exert themselves with one heart and soul and with united strength ... and 
to that end they should often meet together and act in concert.6 

 
AMEN! We are in this together. Let’s work together. 
 
What happens when we act in concert? Iain Murray wrote this: 
 

As … in the time of Edwards, Whitefield and Davies, one mark of an outpouring 
of the Spirit of God is the presence of a stronger catholicity of spirit among 
believers. Only when churches put adherence to Christ first can the world begin 
to recognize the real identity of those who bear his name.7 

 
Revival is marked by the walls that separate us falling and what unites us rising in 
importance. 
 
In his book Revival and Revivalism, Murray documented one amazing instance of 
cross denominational unity and the results that it had. It was the revival that swept 
through Virginia in the 1780’s. The Presbyterians, Methodists and the Baptists were 
the main groups in the state. And up until this time they had internal divisions as well 
as jealousy between the denominations. 
 
But amazingly the Spirit of God led them to lay down their differences and chose to 
work together. They healed the rifts in their own churches and they healed the rifts 
between churches. 
 
Murray writes: 
 

This transformation was also attended by a new unity among the evangelical 
denominations. Some divisions and heartaches there indeed were, but, on the 
whole, Christians of different persuasions on church matters recognized that 
they were receivers in common of the abundant grace of God. Unity had now a 
higher priority. Regular and Separate Baptists settled their differences and 
became one. ‘ “United we stand, divided we fall,” overcame at that time, all 
objections,’ wrote John Leland. New relationships were forged across 
denominational boundaries. Being a Christian was seen to be more important 
than being a Baptist or a Methodist or a Presbyterian. So buildings were 
frequently shared and a common witness engaged in where such co-operation 
had been scarcely known. John Williams, observing the ‘harmony and union of 
the Spirit’ which follows a time of refreshing, noted: ‘It is no strange thing to see 

                                                
6 Cited in Iain H. Murray, Revival and Revivalism, (Edinburgh: Banner of Truth, 1994), p. 57. 
7 Cited in Iain H. Murray, Revival and Revivalism, (Edinburgh: Banner of Truth, 1994), pp. 87-88. 
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a Presbyterian and Baptist preacher in the same pulpit, each in turn addressing 
the congregation.’ There were Baptist commendations of Methodists (‘Their 
ministers are very constant preachers, and they exceed all societies in the state 
in spreading their books and tenets among the people’), while Methodists noted 
with thankfulness the blessing attending the gospel preaching of Baptists. As 
Francis Asbury observed in his Journal, ‘The Baptists go ahead of the 
Methodists in this settlement: if it be well done, it matters little who does it.’8 

 
Isn’t that amazing? Francis Asbury is known as the Apostle of Methodism in America. 
But he could write, ‘The Baptists go ahead of the Methodists in this settlement: if it be 
well done, it matters little who does it.’9 
 
Hey, I know that these men preach Christ and Him crucified. I praise God that they are 
in this settlement. We will go elsewhere where Christ is not proclaimed. It was Christ 
that mattered not one’s one little fiefdom. 
 
William Sprague studied the Baptists in Virginia. He noted this important characteristic 
of the Baptist preachers … their catholicity of spirit. … most of their leaders 
emphasized the great things which they had in common with all true Christians and 
not what had led them conscientiously to form churches of Baptist persuasion. … No 
one thought it strange, for instance, that Richard Furmans’s funeral sermon should be 
preached by a Presbyterian or that the epitaph of Benjamin Foster, one of the early 
pastors of the First Baptist Church of New York, should be written by another 
Presbyterian. … William Staughton (1770-1829), explained their common perspective 
in the words: ‘The points in which we differ from our Christian brethren of other 
denominations, compared with those in which we all agree, bear no greater proportion 
to each other, than does the trembling lustre of a star to the meridian blaze of the 
summer sun.’ Of all these men it could be said, as it was said of Abel Woods, they 
‘embraced in cordial fellowship all who bore the image of the meek and lowly Jesus’.10 
 
No wonder revival swept through that state. The unity of Christ was a reality in these 
men. It is only when churches put the gospel first that revival can take place. 
 
Unfortunately, this catholicity of spirit is rare. One of the saddest truths about the 
church of Jesus Christ is that either we lack for passion or our passion is in peripheral 
areas. 
 
Christ was passionate. See Him pray all night. See Him weep over Jerusalem. See 
Him plead with men for their souls. Paul was passionate. 1 Corinthians 2:2: 
 

For I determined to know nothing among you except Jesus Christ, and Him 
crucified. 

 
But often we lack for any semblance of passion. The gospel has not grasped our heart 
enough to raise our passions. Shame on us. 
 
Or if there is passion – often our passion is spent in peripheral areas. 
                                                
8 Cited in Iain H. Murray, Revival and Revivalism, (Edinburgh: Banner of Truth, 1994), pp. 87-88. 
9 Cited in Iain H. Murray, Revival and Revivalism, (Edinburgh: Banner of Truth, 1994), pp. 87-88. 
10 Cited in Iain H. Murray, Revival and Revivalism, (Edinburgh: Banner of Truth, 1994), pp. 305-306. 
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I meet Christians who are passionate – passionate about abortion, pornography, 
children’s rights, home schooling, music. But these peripheral issues suck up all of 
their time and effort. And the gospel – the proclamation of the gospel – is left with little 
time or energy. 
 
I meet Christians who are passionate – passionate about what makes them distinctive. 
What marks them as the best branch on the Christian tree. Their practice of baptism, 
the way their church is governed, the Bible version they use, the way they discipline 
their children, their view of the atonement, their worship. And the gospel – the 
proclamation of the gospel – is left with little time or energy. 
 
If we take anything away from today – it is this – the gospel of Christ and Him crucified 
is to be the heartbeat of our lives. If our pride must suffer so be it. If we must suffer so 
be it. If another gets the glory so be it. 
 
I ask you this. When Robert Chapman and John Nelson Darby reached glory – and I 
am sure they both did – who was it that would have received the praise of Christ for 
the way they handled their disputes? 
 
We must come together through what unites us and overlook what divides us and we 
must link our arms and proclaim the Christ who was slain for sinners. And in this – our 
Christ is glorified and well pleased. 


