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Why do churches in the Christ Fellowship network prefer to meet 
in homes? 
 
Everyone would expect a new church to begin by meeting in a home. A group consisting of 
only ten or twenty people would not need a larger meeting place, and the costs involved in 
buying or renting any sort of building would be prohibitive. So when we say that we are 
meeting in homes, most of our friends in other churches understand. But when they learn 
that it is our intention to continue meeting in homes no matter how large we get, curious 
eyebrows often begin to raise. 
 
The idea of a church meeting in a home does not easily fit into the paradigm of American 
evangelicalism. For hundreds of years now, the idea of the church has been almost universally 
associated with a central meeting place—a church building. Even though the biblically 
informed Christian knows that the church is people, not a building, it remains almost 
impossible for some to escape the association between a particular local church and the 
building in which that church gathers. 
 
We understand that when a society has grown up with an idea—a tradition that has been 
passed down from generation to generation—a departure from that tradition can seem 
strange or even wrong. We do not fault those who question our practice, or those who are 
not convinced of its benefits, nor do we condemn the longstanding tradition of churches 
meeting in large central buildings. Too many examples of excellence within that tradition, 
both historically and currently, could be brought forth in its defense. Our intent is simply to 
offer several reasons why we want to continue using homes as our primary context for 
meetings, and to demonstrate that our practice is valid and biblically sound. 
 

 The First Christians Met in Homes: The New Testament (Acts 2:46; 5:42; 12:12; 
Romans 16:5, 23; 1 Corinthians 16:19; Colossians 4:15; Philemon 1-2…) and early 
church history affirm that homes were the predominant setting for the gatherings of 
the church.  These facts do not constitute a mandate for Christians to meet exclusively 
in homes, but they do establish a solid precedent.  Certainly every group of Christians 
is free to gather in whatever setting they choose.  But it is hard to imagine improving 
upon the model God used for the birth of His church and the spread of the Gospel to 
all the known world (Acts 17:6; 24:5; Colossians 1:5-6). 
 

 A Natural Setting for Family/Body Life: As the New Testament writers painted a 
picture of the church, more often than not they used the concept of family and family 



 

 

relationships (brothers, sisters, household of God…).  We find that coming together in 
a home environment continues to reinforce the family identity.  This type of church life 
certainly can take place in a sanctuary setting.  But in the home it is natural – it is built 
in – it is virtually guaranteed!  And think of this: Even as we grow large in numbers, we 
will never lose the familiarity and intimacy that we have experienced in our beginnings.  
Instead, we will be forming new churches – teaching others how to experience this 
same kind of rich, familial body life. 
 

 The Design for New Testament Instructions: The New Testament is filled with 
instructions for the life and health of the church. It takes no profound reasoning to 
conclude that when the New Testament authors gave written instructions to the 
church, they were writing in light of what they knew the church to be—smaller groups 
of people who primarily met in homes. Now think about this: If the church were later 
transformed into something that had never been seen or anticipated by the authors of 
the New Testament, the instructions they gave to the early church might not be as 
readily applicable to the new form. 

As an example, consider this principle in light of all of the "one another’s" in the 
New Testament—the commands to know, love, guard, and care for our brothers and 
sisters in Christ (i.e. John 13:34-35; Romans 12:10; Galatians 6:1,10; Colossians 3:12-16; 
1 John 3:16-17). Certainly these are faithfully kept in many larger assemblies, but it 
seems impossible to overlook the fact that increased size usually means increased 
difficulty in keeping them consistently—the increased potential that at least some will 
fall through the cracks. And it also seems evident that in order to keep these 
commands to love and care for one another, larger bodies need added structures and 
programs which in turn necessitate additional burdens of administration.  

We could multiply examples. But suffice it to say that in at least this one case, the 
instructions are much easier to follow consistently in smaller groups. We would even 
suggest that these instructions were designed for small gatherings of believers. 

 

 A Well-Tended Church:  Pastors have the God-given responsibility to diligently feed, 

guard, and care for whatever flock has been entrusted to them (Acts 20:28; 1 Peter 
5:2-3). They are also informed that they will one day give an account of their care to 
the Chief Shepherd (Hebrews 13:17; James 3:1; 1 Peter 5:4). Any pastor who takes this 
responsibility and accountability seriously should shudder at the thought of giving an 
account for two hundred, let alone two thousand or more. 

Our home congregations are led individually by men who are biblically qualified 
as elders/pastors (1 Timothy 3; Titus 1). This means that each elder is responsible for 
the care of as few as ten or fifteen, and as many as thirty-five or forty people. And as 
the Lord provides, home congregations will have more than one elder, thus enhancing 
the care for the members. By having multiple home congregations with multiple elders, 



 

 

we will be establishing an extremely broad leadership base. All of this should result in a 
well-tended flock. 

 

 A Proven Pattern for Expansion: The multiplication of House Churches can facilitate 
expansion while at the same time maintaining an ideal setting for discipleship.  
Consider again the rapid growth of the early church. Between Pentecost and 70 AD the 
church experienced the most phenomenal growth in its history, spreading from a mere 
handful of believers in Judea, all throughout the Mediterranean world—even as far as 
Ethiopia and Spain! And most scholars agree that all of this was accomplished using 
private homes as the primary gathering place. So what kind of "church growth plan" 
did the early church use? Consider the following theoretical mathematical potential for 
a church structure such as ours. 

Beginning with a single house church with an ongoing average membership of 
only twelve people, allow for that group to reproduce itself in the form of a second 
group after eighteen months. Then allow for each of those groups to reproduce during 
the next eighteen months—and so on. Allowing for growth and loss within each group, 
but maintaining the yearly group average of only twelve members (a very conservative 
estimate of group size), after 6 years, the church would have 192 members. After 12 
years, it would be approaching mega-church range with 3,072 members. After 15 years, 
it would definitely be creating a stir among church-growth analysts with 12,288 
members. After 18 years, the numbers would be getting ridiculous with 49,152 
members. And after 21 years, the overall membership of the church would be 196,608!   

As you can see, our philosophy of expansion has potential equal to, if not greater 
than any other. In addition, we believe it is difficult to find a church planting 
movement (CPM = A rapid and multiplicative increase of indigenous churches planting 
churches within a given people group or population segment.) in the history of the 
Church that did not play out primarily through this type of paradigm.  

 

 A Wise Use of Resources: Under this structure we can maximize our financial 
resources for benevolence, elder support (normally bi-vocational in nature), local and 
global missions/church planting, rather than building expenses and facility 
administration (Acts 2:44-45; 11:29-30; 2 Corinthians 9:6-9; Philippians 4:15-19; 1 
Timothy 5:17-18).  We certainly have financial needs, but they are minimal when 
compared to the expenses necessary for the maintenance, and particularly the growth, 
of a traditional church model. 
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