Should the Church Support Orphan and Retirementd46Gm

Introduction
a. Gal. 6:10 — We are to do good to all men
b. James 1:27 — Especially those who are in the typestress that orphans
and widows face
c. Some would suggest that we should fulfill our oatigns to the fatherless
and widows by supporting an orphan or retirememiéérom the treasury
of the church
i. With any suggestion of what the church should doveed to ask
two questions?
1. Is it lawful? Is it authorized by the New Testament
2. Isit expedient? Is it effective and reasonable in
accomplishing its stated goal?
il. The answer to both these questions is no:
1. Church support of orphan homes is not authorizethéy
NT
2. Church support of orphan homes is not an expesiagtof
caring for orphans
iii. We will speak primarily of orphan care, but the sagiiscussion
could be had with regard to elder care in instiosi
Key Thought: We will examine four arguments advahioe the church
support orphan homes, four negative effects ofahaupport of orphan
homes, and discuss the responsibilities are o¥iddal Christians towards
orphans and widows.
Four Arguments for the support of Orphan Homes BErath
a. The church can do any good work that its membersagaee to do
i. But, this would authorize church-supported:
Athletic centers
Dining halls
Hospitals
Ski resorts
Underwater basketweaving classes
. Nearly anything else
ii. We are not on that basis with God — 1 Cor 4:6; 2;Jbt. 4:2;
Heb. 8:5
b. The church is commanded to do this work — Jameés 1:2
i. ButJames 1:27 is explicitly address to individualst churches
(“himself/oneself”)
ii. Moreover, the command is to care for needy orpladswvidows,
not needy orphanages and needy retirement homes
c. The church is not commanded to do this work, bdiMduals are (James
1:27; Gal. 6:10), and anything an individual Chaistcan do himself, the
church can do collectively
i. Butindividuals clearly must do things that the idtucollectively
must not do (1 Tim. 5:16)
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d. The church is not commanded to do this, but theyaathorized to help
Christian household in need (1 Cor. 16:1-3; Act2&430), and an
orphanage or retirement home is equivalent to @&@m household in
need

i. Aid to Christian households were intended to take of
emergency, temporary problems that arose. Cdgeggmanent
need were to be handled by relatives unless none available or
willing (1 Tim. 5:16). In case of a Christian drild with a
permanent need and no relatives to help, the chaaxchshould
and must provide for their support, either direatlghe home of
one or more members of the congregation, or byraotg with
some care provider, or some combination.

ii. But an orphan or widow home is NOT a Christian letnadd, for
the following reasons

1. Itis not Christian — it may hire or be run by Ghians,
whose activities may promote Christian values,itistnot
Christian; the only truly Christian institutionseathe
church and the home, whose structure and operaten
defined by the New Testament (Eph. 4:11-16; 5:28;6:
not by articles of incorporation or bylaws.

2. Itis not a home — a home is a family living in grlace
that is bound together by blood, marriage or adopt a
widow or orphan home is a dwelling for the resideartd a
workplace for the staff and volunteers, but itaé a home.

3. ltreplaces a Christian home — every widow and angh a
institution cannot be kept in a Christian home Iithey are
released from the care of the institution; the best
institutions (both religious and secular) recogrizae and
are eager to facilitate the transferring of thesidents into
good homes; the worst see this as a threat to their
occupancy level and payroll

V. Four Negative Effects of Church Support of Orphamigs

a. Church (or individual) contributions to the gendtaid of the institution,
rather than contracting for the care of a orphawidow in need converts
the church’s responsibility for an individual inagkinto a church’s
responsibility for an institution in need

i. Responsibility and support are detached from thiel oin widow
and placed in the institution

ii. The church (or individual) becomes involved in taee of every
person in the institution, whether they are theregbod or
scriptural reasons or not

b. It also results in the institution, rather than dmeirch, being responsible
for key decisions that the church should be making

i. Compliance with 1 Tim 5:16

ii. Determining when and where to release a child dowito
another situation
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c. It places the institution in the position of botiisiting for the support of
a charitable need and soliciting for opportuniteegncrease that need.

Send us your orphans and widows and we will caréhiem (i.e.
please increase our need)

Send us money to care for these orphans and widoeise they
will go without (i.e. please reduce our need)

These conflicting interests are immediately restl¥¢he church
contracts with the home to care for their chilovow

This is exactly how households contract with areatient home to
care for an elderly person who cannot be caredtfbome. It is
not charity, it is a contractual agreement.

d. It tends to replace and supplant the Christiangakibn to visit widows
and orphans in their distress

V.

There are some who would adopt a child or takevindaw but
who may conclude that the trouble and expensetigvagh
undertaking when they can simply be sent to aritirnign

The secular government has almost entirely abartigraap
institutional living for children because they rgoie that is NOT
GOOD for the children, mostly relying on fostere&or ongoing
child-placement needs

They have discovered what God has told us all alghgome is
best for children, not an institution.

But because this is true, an orphanage askingrfanéial
assistance is asking the church to give them meaeéliey can
provide clearly substandard care (non-family-bassdience) for
an orphan.

In almost every case, the money would be bettartspgporting a
Christian family to care for the child.

Pure and Undefiled Religion
a. Individual Christians ARE responsible for caring fbose who are in
need (Gal. 6:10; James 1:27)

Do we look for opportunities to help the fatherfess
Do we look for and take advantage of opportunitielselp
widows?

b. THE FATHERLESS: Getting it right —

A Christian in CA named Dana sent out this emailieathis year
about three fatherless children who needed a home:
Brethren~

There is a family in [Bowling Green, KY] walking &xMAZING
walk of Faith!

And....

There are 3 Little Souls in [California] with equ&dith and
INSPIRING Strength and Character and ConvictiothefLord!



3 little children ages 8, 10 & 12 have been in Eo€&lare for the
past 5 years. The Foster Care family were memidagredChurch
of Christ and had taught the children the Truthe dldest little

girl had been Baptized . The Children's Birthpasdrad lost their
rights and the State was starting an Adoption fdathe children.
The children were asked what type of family theyted and they
asked to be placed in a Church of Christ home wtineréamily
was Black.

The State placed them in a home where both thefsanere
Black... but they were Not members of the churcRlofist. Upon
the First time that this new family went to "chuf¢he children
were upset by the many things unscriptural goingldwey argued
with their new "parents” about no Scriptural Auikyofor the
Instrumental Music, No communion (the oldest gidnvhome and
had her own communion with red koolaid and cragkasswell as
many many other things that they saw in error.

The new Adoptive Parents grew weary constantlyrabie
themselves and their beliefs!

At one point in time the State had thought abowirathe
children be "counseled" as to the reason that Adligions are the
Same! They soon found out that would not fly whikge 3!

The new Adoptive Parents asked the State to reri@vehildren.

Then Something Unbelievable happened and througR tlwver of
Prayer one of the State Social Workers asked rirda suitable
family, within a week!

The children were requesting a Black family , tvas Strong in
the Faith and a member of the Church of Christ.

Calls and emails have been going out night andAdlagcross the
country... but ... our Prayers have been answered!

Anthony and Angela Ross of Bowling Green, Kentubkye said
YES! We will take the children!! The Ross familyeaid the
Eastside congregation there in Bowling Green.

Now the Ross family have 4 children of their owngiamg from 3
to 18! And... were not actively pursuing Adoption.



When i called them, they did not know who i was lstened as i
told them the story of these 3 little souls.

Angela Ross had the most poignant thing to sayi tivdk Never
forget.. " | have found in my life that when GODshaplan for
you... you just best Get out of the Way and let Hée control... |
guess we are going to Get out of the Way and haisdter to
GOD, even if we dont have any money for it!"

iii. Their willing faith resulted in a tremendous outpag of prayers
and support to enable them to adopt these thrégrehiinto their
home.

1. That is an inspiring story
2. ltis representative of thousands of similar semewhich
Christian families raise innocent children who may
otherwise not have a home, much less ever hegoieel
of Christ
a. Some of you have adopted children
b. But that is not the only way to help the fatherless
i. It was the foster parents of these children
that originally taught them about Jesus and
the one church
ii. And it was hundred of individual Christians
who assisted the Ross family raise the funds
to adopt these children
iii. And there are hundreds of other ways that
you can make a difference in the lives of
fatherless children that may have an eternal
influence on their souls
iv. | encourage you to pray for and look for
those opportunities and act upon them
c. The WIDOWS
i. We have many widows among us

ii. They need to know that we have a special heararef and
concern for them

iii. Help them, encourage them, pray for them

VI. Conclusion



