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 I applaud Moody’s decision to remove the 

requirement from next year’s mission conference. It was 

a bold step, but one I am sure is of the Lord. If they want 

to make Moody a place of serious Christian education 

where students can grow, I urge them to continue with this 

philosophy of giving students freedom to make the right 

decisions on their own. I was reading recently and came 

upon this quote:

“Learner Maturity

Education is the encouragement of a maturing process. 

Education at Moody promotes increasingly greater 

responsibility on the part of students for their learning. 

We recognize that students will not be under our 

instruction indefinitely. Therefore, a Moody education is 

designed to develop mature learners who are able to continue 

their development after graduation (Colossians 1:28-29). ” 

(emphasis added). 

This statement is from the “education mission” found on 

Moody’s website under “education distinctives.” It is labeled 

as one of the four “essential elements” of education. This 

is part of what makes Moody distinct from other schools. 

I wholeheartedly agree with the sentiment. Maturing and 

becoming responsible, as Christians, is highly important for 

students, and the school should do everything we can to 

cultivate the process. But as I look around at how things are 

done, I ask, is Moody holding true to this great goal?

 What I see is that instead of cultivating growth 

and maturity, the school is instead trying to play the role 

of parent to their students. Moody is aiming to lay the 

foundation for them while leading them by the hand. 

Moody requires students to do the right thing, instead of

 letting them make this decision on their own. My question 

is, what principle is this truly teaching our students?

 For a good example of what I am talking about, 

let us look at the classroom. With most classes, there is 

usually a big paper due towards the end of the semester. 

The students are made aware of this at the very beginning 

of class, and always have the syllabus to refer to in case 

they forget. A responsible student would see this and 

prepare, understanding that he cannot leave a paper to 

the last minute if he wants a good grade. If he did not 

prepare adequately, he will suffer the consequences, usually 

resulting in a failing grade, and will hopefully learn not 

to do procrastinate again. Because many students do not 

do this, teachers have started doing it for them, requiring 

steps like outlines, bibliographies, and rough drafts. While 

this does help the student get their particular paper done, 

it also teaches them to rely on these safety nets. This 

process coddles them, and holds back the consequences 

that would help teach them responsibility and wisdom. It 

“helps” the student for the short term, but enables them to 

continue being irresponsible. 

 If the irresponsible student was simply failed, the 

fact that he was not responsible enough for a college would 

possibly hit home, and he would finally realize the state 

he has put himself in. Only when one understands how 

deep the hole truly is, can he begin the process of digging 

himself out (coupled with the strength of God of course). 

By passing these students, the college is instead aiding this 

illusion that the irresponsible are in fact responsible. Yet we 

are surprised to see the “adolescent stage” extending to age 

twenty-five, even thirty plus. We are also surprised that
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students have to turn to graduate schools for the hope of a 

serious education. What happens if we continue down this 

path? Could this “child stage” extend even further? Perhaps 

less and less will reach maturity and become responsible.

 What about some of the rules in the infamous 

student life guide? No drinking alcohol, nor smoking 

of tobacco. No gambling or frequenting bars. What are 

these extra-biblical requirements communicating to 

the students?  What I hear is, “We do not think you are 

responsible enough, on your own, to make some of these 

decisions, so we have done it for you.” But what is this 

accomplishing, besides insulting them?

 Yes, honorable students will abstain from such 

activities while they are in school. But once they are out of 

Moody, they will be confronted with the option of drinking 

wine, or puffing on a cigar. Would we not rather the 

decision be made in the context of Bible college where we 

are surrounded with a plurality of strong Christian teachers 

and solid friends, a place with more oversight and possible 

accountability? If a student fell into sin here, how quickly 

would his friends be there to help him out, even if their 

counsel is just to point him to a strong Christian mentor? 

If a student makes a mistake here, the consequences may 

not be so dire. But if Moody graduates their students 

without allowing such freedom, the degree of consequence 

suddenly grows, and the students will fall much harder.

 These rules will not cure a person who struggles 

with alcohol.  They just make sure that he does not indulge 

while attending Moody. With such rule, it seems that 

Moody is not seeking the welfare of its students, but the 

protection of its own image. Even worse, the current rules 

are teaching the students to rely on external restrictions 

instead of learning to heed the Spirit of God. Again, what 

will happen to the students when they are on their own 

and they have formed this habit of needing others to keep 

them in line? These policies are not helping them; they are 

setting them up for disaster.

 What is my solution to all of this? Treat the 

students like they are mature adults. Most are between 

the ages of eighteen and twenty-four. Give these students 

the freedom to be responsible. By placing such safety nets, 

and then requiring them to be used, we have encouraged 

dependency and have enabled irresponsibility. Only 

when we remove these extra-biblical safety nets can true 

maturation and growth take place.

 If our students have come this far in life, have 

not yet reached maturity, and are not able to adequately 

complete assignments, then fail them. If they do not learn 

from that and they continue on in their irresponsible 

behavior, send them home. Though this sounds harsh, it 

will actually be the most loving thing we can do. By doing 

so, we are saying we care enough about them to not lie 

to them. We should not pretend any longer, but respect 

them enough to be transparent with them. Too often do 

we accommodate these faults, and look the other way, but 

we do this not to please them, but to please ourselves. No 

one wants to tell someone that they have a speck in their 

eye. But the only other option is to let that person continue 

on obliviously until suddenly their eye gets an infection. If 

we continue this enabling, we will be responsible for the 

next generation of Christian leaders who lack discernment, 

wisdom, and self-control. The blame will be on us because 

we had opportunity, as small as it may have been, to 

admonish and correct this behavior, but instead we turned 

our heads.

 The point of my argument is that we should help 

our students in any way we can, but not so far as to enable 

them. Instead of requiring students to do the right thing, 

we can continue to point them to great services such as 

the writing center, or their RA’s. Or if they are struggling 

in class, they can be pointed to the teacher’s office hours, 

which are designed just for that purpose.  If we were to 

remove the SLG policies on drinking, smoking, gambling, 

etc. the RA’s could step up and help a struggling 
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student. It would help if Moody was more open about 

these struggles and emphasized that we must live holy 

lives just as the Bible commands. But I am not exactly sure 

how this policy change would look. Now, we should not 

just remove the requirements and cease to be concerned 

about the lifestyle of our students. In its place, the students 

should be overly encouraged to use the helpful resources 

that are available to them.

 Taking away these harmful safety nets will not 

suddenly turn people into responsible agents over night. 

It will be an arduous process for each individual. Now, 

if we truly care for our students, then we will change 

certain policies. We will suffer the uncomfortable feeling 

of pointing out the speck in one’s eye. We will endure the 

hard process of slowly and thoughtfully assisting in the 

specks removal. And we will bear the anger and insults 

that are thrown at us for not turning the blind-eye or 

going the easy route. We will do this because we care for 

the student’s soul, and not just for the duration of their 

enrollment at Moody.

 Before I conclude I want to address some potential 

objections and so I have listed a few: First, one might say 

“what of the people who do not know what is best yet 

like new converts, or a believer who do not have much 

knowledge?” Let me respond by clearly saying that I want 

to make sure this type of person is helped. Instead of 

requiring him to do things, however, I would propose 

that we very strongly encourage them and point them to 

the right things. We have things in place right now, but 

especially for the freshman, we could maybe focus on 

having more things available and try to find more ways to 

encourage them. If this is happening the whole time they 

are at Moody, then it will completely be on them for not 

taking advantage of the help Moody extended.

 Second, some may say that I am calling for too 

high of a standard, especially when I propose that students 

should fail if they cannot do the work, (like writing a 

legitimate research paper for the end of semester

assignment). I understand that we do not all know how 

to write research papers, or even essays for that matter, 

upon entering college. But that is what classes like 

College Writing and Research Writing were intended for. 

By passing Student (A) from Research Writing, we are 

claiming that Student (A) knows how to write a research 

paper. Is it really too high of a standard to expect that 

afterwards he or she could write an adequate research 

paper? If they cannot, maybe we should look at bolstering 

our English classes and making sure the students that are 

passing really know how to write a paper. Otherwise, let 

us not pass them. Thirdly, what of Moody’s reputation? I 

would point out that this is exactly what got the Pharisee’s 

in trouble – caring for the appearance of righteousness 

and not for the inner man. If this will help students at 

Moody mature and learn to heed the Spirit on their own, 

why would we care how we appear to others for this short 

time?

 Finally, I do want to stress that regardless of 

how I, or others, feel about the school’s current policies, 

we are to submit and obey. We all are aware of Moody’s 

policies, regardless of whether we signed the SLG or not, 

our presence is our signature and we have freely chosen to 

attend Moody; we are bound to whatever they command 

unless it goes against the law of God. ∑


