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Wings
“Those who wait on the Lord shall renew their strength;

they shall mount up with wings like eagles.” 
Isaiah 40:31
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The Name of the Church  
The church of the New Testament had no formal name. Today, departures from that model

take one of two opposing directions. Either way, the result is not healthy for the religion of Christ.         

– David King

“And the disciples were first called
Christians in Antioch” (Ac. 11:26).
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In the New Testament, the church
that Jesus built wore no formal name.
Several descriptive terms were used
(“church of God,” Ac. 20:28; “church of
the firstborn,” Heb. 12:23; or simply
“the church,” Eph. 1:22), but none stood
out as the universally recognized brand.
Likewise, local congregations were ref-
erenced by a variety of terms (“churches
of Christ,” Rom. 16:16; “churches of
God,” 1 Cor. 11:16). These were simple
labels that highlighted the connection
between the Savior and the saved. 

As Christianity has evolved over the
centuries—and especially since the rise
of the Protestant Reformation—two
errors have come to dominate our use of
names to describe God’s people.

The first mistake is the assumption
that church names simply don’t matter.
We can use whatever catchy name we
can dream up to identify ourselves, and
God doesn’t care. Browse through Frank
Mead’s Handbook of Denominations
and you’ll find some real doozies. 

The word “denomination” means
“division by name,” a practice that Paul
specifically condemned (1 Cor. 1:12-
13). When believers divide themselves
into factions using humanly devised
labels based on personalities, nationali-
ties, isolated doctrinal positions, or other
artificial barriers, they make a mockery
of Jesus’ prayer for unity (Jn. 17:20-23).

The second mistake is the opposite
of the first, namely, the belief that the
name of the church is the primary indi-
cator of Scriptural identity. This is intel-
lectual laziness that gauges soundness
by nothing more than the “scriptural
name.” So if the building has “Church of
Christ” above the door, that’s good
enough. As a result, thousands of local
churches can drift carelessly into aposta-
sy, and their members drift right along
with them, blinded by the assurance that
they are in the “right” church—based
solely on the name.  

In the Old Testament, when the ten
tribes rebelled against the House of
David and rejected the true worship in
Jerusalem, they kept the name (Israel).
But that name could not save them when

judgment came. Wearing a name is not a
substitute for living the life. In fact, the
emergence of a single scriptural desig-
nation—“Church of Christ”—to the
exclusion of all others has been a detri-
ment to our work. It has served to rein-
force in the minds of many our identity
as one denomination among many—the
very opposite of the “just Christians”
message we’re trying to promote.

In recent years, I’ve seen evidence
that many people are waking up to these
errors in thinking. Many churches have
dropped their denominational names in
favor of more generic branding. The
new names may not be Biblical, but at
least it’s a step in the right direction.
And a number of churches of Christ
have taken to advertising themselves by
more generic labels, such as “Christians
meet here” or “Christians at [place].”  

The only formal name that the New
Testament recognizes to describe God’s
people is “Christian” (Ac. 11:26; 1 Pet.
4:16)—and it describes individual
believers, not the collective. That name
places the emphasis where it belongs, on
the bond between a believer and Christ. 


