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We are all very familiar with one of the hottest topics in Washington these days.  This is especially true if you are at or creeping up on retirement age.  I'm speaking of course of the debate over Social Security.  We are being told that Social Security will not be solvent and able to pay out benefits within the next ten to twenty years.


Our President has made it clear that one of the main things on the agenda for his second term is the "reforming" of Social Security.  All sorts of things have been suggested as to how to "reform" Social Security.  There have been suggestions of raising the retirement age, raising taxes (yuk!!), or allowing younger workers the freedom to invest part of their return now in stocks under federal guidelines.  Many are suggesting, however, that these "reforms" will not fix the situation but simply delay the solvency issue.


If "reforming" Social Security will not fix the situation then what will?  Very simply…."restoration."  You see, the problem with Social Security, is that far too many Americans have and are depending on Social Security as their sole source of retirement income.  Therefore, there is constant political pressure on representatives to increase benefits to seniors.
The problem is that the original purpose of Social Security was a "safety net" not a "nest egg."  All anyone has to do is check out history and they will find that Franklin Roosevelt made this very clear when the program was instituted.


So what needs to happen today is the "restoration" of the idea that Social Security is a "safety net."  The acceptance of this premise should cause more to invest in savings.  Right now 
Americans save less than any previous generation.  Americans need to take more personal responsibility for their own investments and future incomes rather than depending upon the government to look out for them.


However, I'm convinced, "restoration" of the original intent of Social Security will never happen.  Why?  Because there are few, if any, politicians willing to sacrifice their careers and legacy over this political hot potato.  Until there are politicians content to be one term office holders there will never be any who are courageous enough to take the heat from the demagoguery of the Social Security issue.

On my desk lays a prime example of what I'm talking about.  It's a newspaper with a quarter page ad put out by the N.E.A.  In the ad they are demanding that more benefits be paid out "before we consider any major overhaul of the Social Security System."
  Now who wants to buck the N.E.A., the largest teacher's union in America?  Few if any politicians.


So, what do Social Security and the Restoration Movement have in common?  Simply, they both need to be "restored" not "reformed."


Make no mistake about it, the Restoration movement is not dead, but it is sickly.  In the past few years it has been more akin to Martin Luther and "reformation" than it has to Campbell, Scott, Smith, et. al., and "restoration."  More and more we are being asked to 
"reform" our stance on baptism as a condition of salvation.  We are told we need to "reform" it to be an act of following the example of Jesus or an act that demonstrates our acceptance of 
Christ.  A growing number of voices are even putting forth the "reform" that it is not necessary at all.

We are being asked to "reform" our view of the Lord's Supper from the Scriptural precedent of weekly observance as a main component of worship.  Rather we are being told, so as not to offend the non-churched, we should take it out of the worship service and relegate it to a less offensive place.


We are being asked to "reform" our view of leadership that has Evangelists and Elders working together in the body of Christ to edify and build up the saints.  Rather we are being asked to "pastorize" the Preacher.


"Reform" is also taking place in our Bible Colleges.  No longer is Gareth Reese's commentary on the book of Acts standard reading.  It is dismissed as being too sectarian and divisive.  For the sake of academic peer acceptance, curriculum is being "reformed" to look more like a university schedule rather than the schedule of men preparing to preach the Word.

And what of the students whom our colleges are putting out?  With little question, for the most part, they are being taught to be "reformers" not "restorers."  They are not being challenged to "restore" the church of the New Testament.  They are being taught to "reform" the church of today so it looks like Willow Creek or Saddleback.  The Book of Numbers is replaced with an emphasis on numbers.


For me, one of the most inspiring things I ever read about Alexander Campbell was when he threw his token on the communion table at the Seceder Presbyterian Church in Glasgow.  
Tokens were given to individuals who were found worthy to partake of communion by the clergy.  Campbell's throwing of the token on the table and walking away without partaking was 
a pure act of courage.  He felt that no man had the right to determine an individual's worthiness in regards to the partaking of communion.  This act of courage was the point in his life where he determined to be a "restorer" and not a "reformer."  This act cost him dearly in regards to his relationship with the Presbyterian Church.

I ask you, where are the men today who are willing to throw their token on the table?  Where are the men willing to give up prestige and popularity among their preacher peers because they happen to run against the grain of the ecclesiastical hand counts?  Where are the men who are willing to sacrifice position and finances instead of going along just to keep their jobs?  Where are the men who will challenge the "tolerance" manifested in our churches in order to keep residence in the parsonage?

Make no mistake about it.  They are out there.  They are good men with good hearts and sound teaching.  However, their voices are often squashed by the "reformers" who do not want their "reformation" agendas for the churches challenged.  Therefore, we need many, many more voices of restoration.

The fact is the "restoration" movement needs to be "restored."  We need men with not only the courage to say that, but the willingness to preach the tenets of restoration.  We need men who will preach the inerrancy of Scripture, the New Testament church as the only model for the church of our day, the beauty and simplicity of the Restoration plea, the wisdom of God 
demonstrated in the local church, and finally, teaching to its central importance in the church (as opposed to some peripheral activity after the pep-rally worship service).

Social Security and the Restoration movement need to be restored not reformed.  Both will require courageous leaders to get the job done.  I’m doubtful whether there are any 
politicians with enough spine to stand up to the special interest groups and do the right thing.  Some days I have my doubts as to whether or not there are any preachers anymore with the spine to stand up to the "reformers" and proclaim the need for restoration among our churches.  

However, that's simply my pessimism rearing its ugly head.  Ultimately, God is in charge.  On a regular basis God has raised up men to challenge the status quo and call people back to Him.  There is no doubt He will continue to do that.


Let's pray that God will give us the courage to be "token throwers" even as we pray for Him to raise up more men who will do the same.
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