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Our Writing Staff

Jim Miller

Jim Miller: Preacher at the Gray, church of Christ semi -retired, publisher, writer, editor.
A member of the Lords church since 1985. Preached in NC, TN, KY, and Maine. Two 
years Co-hosting Bible Talk Radio. Owner of Keys Of The Kingdom magazine and 
website. 

Michael Hatcher

Michael Hatcher: Preacher Bellview Church of Christ http://www.bellviewcoc.com 
August 1994 to present · Pensacola, Florida. Preacher of the Gospel since the mid 1970s. 
Preached for the Bellview Church of Christ since 1994. While with Bellview, edited 
monthly publication "Defender," and weekly bulletin "Beacon." Directed the Bellview 
Annual Lectureship since 1995 along with editing the book of the lectures. 

Dub McClish

H. W. (Dub) McClish: Preached first sermon in June 1954 at Boise, Idaho, at age 16. 
After 35 years of work as local preacher in 5 states (the last 12 years of which were with 
the Pearl St. Congregation, Denton, TX), began work under oversight of Pearl Street 
elders in 1992, devoting time to combined works of Gospel meetings, mission trips, and 
lectureships and to writing and editing sound Biblical materials. 

Jerry Brewer

 Jerry Brewer was born in Childress, Texas in 1941 and was baptized into Christ by O. M. 
Curry in 1954. He attended the Elk City, Okla. School of Preaching, directed by W. R. 
Craig, in 1969-70 and has done local work in Oklahoma and Texas. He has made three 
trips to Kenya to preach and teach in the Kalamindi School of Preaching. He currently 
preaches for the Northeast church of Christ in Elk City, Okla., where he has been for 19 
years. He has authored a commentary on Galatians, and formerly published "The Gospel 
Preceptor," a monthly paper. He is married to the former Sherlene Holley of Carter, 
Okla. They have six children, and 17 grandchildren. 

If you would like to be a guest writer for TKOK you may contact me at 
jfmiller61@gmail.com. 

To announce up coming events like Gospel Meetings, Lectures, Singing events 
etc… Just use the email link above to contact me. Please feel free to tell others 
and have them sign up for their copy today. Use this link to join the mailing list. 
http://jfmiller.com/keysofthekingdom/?page_id=1316 . 

 May God Bless You.      Jim and the Staff
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Editor's Notes

New live bible classes started Sept. 28th.  Each Thursday evening starting at 6pm.
Click the link below to learn more.
http://jfmiller.com/onlineclass

The Journey

The Journey, How Larry Became A Christian. Available in both Kindle and
Paperback. Get yours today, buy one for a friend, Use this book to teach others

the truth about being saved. Easy to understand and packed with truth.

Paperback Click here      Kindle Version Click here
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Understanding What Is Expedient?

Jim Miller
Gray, Maine

συμφέρω; 1 aorist participle συνενέγκαντες (Acts 19:19); from (Homer (in
middle)), Aeschylus, Herodotus down; to bear or bring together (Latinconfero),
i. e.
1. with a reference to the object, to bring together: τί, Acts 19:19. with a reference
to the subject, "to bear together or at the same time; to carry with others; to 
collect or contribute in order to help, hence, to help, be profitable, be expedient"

Now for those of you like me a simpler definition to clear things up..... An
expediency, within the framework of Scripture, is the way, means or method of
doing that required by law and within the law. It is styled an expediency because
it facilitates or expedites the accomplishment of a given task or the performance
of a divine commandment.

An example of this would be: Mar 16:15 And he said unto them, Go ye into
all the world, and preach the gospel to every creature. We are told to “GO” but
not how to “GO”. So and expedient of this command would be walking, riding a
horse, a bicycle, a car etc. These things expedite going and preaching. For 
something to be expedient however it must be Lawful. If a thing does not fall
within the bounds of what God has authorized, then we have no right to practice
it. If there is no inference, command or example, found in the Bible to justify a
practice, it can not be done. Paul explains it this way 1Co 6:12 All things are
lawful unto me, but all things are not expedient: all things are lawful for me,
but I will not be brought under the power of any.

There are two categories for Biblical authority:
One is general and the other is specific. We should be familiar with both. They
are easily distinguished from one another. As an example, Lets say you a
Dad/Father tells his son to pick up a few groceries on his way home from school.
This would be a general command. The son stops at the store and buys ice
cream, candy, cookies, steak and potato's. He has then obeyed the command
because all these things fall under the scope of groceries.

Now lets say the son was told to buy bread, milk, steak, beans and potato's, this
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would be a specific command. So the son comes home with bread, milk, steak,
beans and potato's, and also cookies, chips and soda, the son has not faithfully
obeyed because he has gone beyond what was commanded. So we can see that
general authority includes all that is necessary to the carrying out of a command.
Specific authority excludes everything except that which is precisely stated. We
can also say that the car, bus, bicycle etc. used to go to the store was an
expedient (the means by which to get there. As long as no Law was broken such
as the son driving the car and being under age.)

So understanding the two types of authority we can now get to the heart of this
article. These rules must be applied to determine Scriptural Authority, without
authority from scripture an expedient is unauthorized also. An expedient does
not violate any scriptural principle.

To show that an expediency can not be used with out authority let us look at
some examples. Let us take the Lords Super for instance, there might be some
who would say it is more expedient for them to partake of it on Wednesday
instead of Sunday. However, the command is to partake of it on Sunday the first
day of the week. Therefore having it on Wednesday is unauthorized and the
expedient is void. We must remember true expedients are always within the
purview of example, statement, command. 

We all know the story of Uzzah in (2 Sam. 6:6). And what happened when the
oxen shook the cart upon which the ark was placed. Though it might have been
expedient Uzzah discovered his act was not lawful because God had prohibited
anyone from touching the ark of the covenant. The real blame belongs to David
though because he did not follow Gods instructions as to how the ark was to be
moved. Though the cart pulled by oxen may have been an expedient it was not
lawful. The law specified that it was to be carried by the Levites.

Expedients never cause others to sin. Sometimes a practice might be lawful, and
still not be expedient (1 Cor. 6:12; 10:23). The eating of meats sacrificed to idols
was lawful. However, it was a stumbling block to weaker brethren as it led them
to violate their conscience.

This is a good place to leave off till next month when we will look closer at this
subject. Till then I would urge you to go back over this to be sure you are getting
a clear understanding of expedients. Look for part 2 in May.
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The difference in Expedients and Requirements: One problem some people have 
is that they fail to distinguish between a practice that is sinful because they have 
no scriptural authority and a practice that is a simple expedient that only differs 
from what most other congregations use. 
We have established that it would not be an expedient to have the Lords Supper 
on any other day than the first day of the week because it is not authorized by 
scripture to do so.

However, Lets say that a congregation wants to meet for Bible study on Tuesday
night instead of Wednesday. So congregation (A) starts meeting on Tuesday
because more of its members can be present. Some may think this is not the
norm and not allowed, yet there is nothing wrong it, it is simply more expedient
for congregation (A) and benefits all its members. Now lets say congregation (B) 
says we are only going to offer the Lords supper every second Sunday and they 
start this new practice. Congregation (B) is now sinning.

Both congregation (A) and congregation (B) are doing things different from
what we consider the norm. But, congregation (B) is sinning because they are
breaking the command to partake the Lords Supper EVERY first day of the
week while congregation (A) is not. Congregation (A) is simply using an
expedient even though it isn't the norm. Congregation (B) sins because it goes
beyond what is written.

Now if I haven't totally confused you lets look at another example. Lets say that
congregation (C) wants to have an evening devoted to singing on every third
Wednesday night, and congregation (D) chooses to devote the fourth
Wednesday night to a prayer service. We would not have a problem with
congregation (C) because it has been a practice among congregations for a long
time and is accepted. However, congregation (D) often times has to defend itself
because the practice of prayer meetings has almost ceased in the churches over
the years. In reality both congregation (C) and (D) are within authority and
using a simple expedient.

The problem we have today is there are many among us who want to make
things expedient that are not authorized. For example there is the age old fight 
over instrumental music. Though not being authorized some still try to call this 
an expedient. Personally I have no problem with using expedients. However, we 
must remember if a thing is not lawful it can not be expedient or have an 
expedient.
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I remember reading many years ago where members of a large congregation
wanted to use an overhead projector as an aid in teaching. Yet the elders refused
for no real reason. There was also about this same time a congregation who
wanted to change the Sunday evening meeting time for the reason that more of
the members could attend. In this case several members threatened to leave. The
list goes on and on because of lack of understanding.

Where as many years ago these folks were worried about using an expedient
because they were not used to such, today there are those who go way too far the
other way trying to justify their own desires through the use an unauthorized
action calling it an expediency.

Because of all the confusion it bears repeating just what an expedient is, and
what its relation is to practices the Lord has required, whether by direct
statement or command, by apostolic example, or by implication of these.
Basically, an expedient is an advantageous or profitable method of carrying out
the Lord's directions.

We are commanded to assemble on the first day of the week, there is no specific
time given, so one church may choose to meet starting at 9 a.m., and another
may choose to start at 11 a.m.... So, each congregation examines its own
situation, then determines what time of the day, on Sunday, it would be most
spiritually profitable to assemble. The time here is the expediency and either
church may meet lawfully at their given times.

One important key point is this: local church expedients are just that - local in
nature. If Church (A) determines it is expedient to meet on Tuesday night rather
than on Wednesday night, other congregations may not agree – and they may
even discuss why Wednesday night would be more expedient. However, they
must not treat Church (A) as not being sound or as being "liberal" simply
because it uses an expedient not used by all other churches.

Today some congregations want to start a practice of hand clapping calling it an
expedient when clearly there is NO authority for doing so. Others would have us
believe that these so called praise teams, which are nothing more than glorified
entertainment, are an expedient. Those who would make something expedient
to justify their own desires must learn to respect the silence of God’s word. God's
silence more often than not prohibits actions rather than permitting them.
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Clapping would be akin to a percussion instrument, like a drum, there for it is
unauthorized because all we are instructed to do is sing Eph_5:19 speaking to
yourselves in psalms and hymns and spiritual songs, singing and making melody
in your heart to the Lord.

A specific statement or example excludes those things which are not specified
Numbers 24:12,13 And Balaam said unto Balak, Spake I not also to thy
messengers which thou sentest unto me, saying, [13] If Balak would give me his
house full of silver and gold, I cannot go beyond the commandment of the
LORD, to do either good or bad of mine own mind; but what the LORD saith,
that will I speak? Also see Revelation 22:18,19. We must learn to respect the
silence of God’s word. So if God specifies how or what he requiers us to do, or
the method by which we are to obey, we are limited to what he says.

So what have we learned so far? We have established that we must have authority for the
things we do in order for it to be pleasing God; that there are two types of authority 
(General and Specific). We have learned that anything we want to consider as expedient 
must be lawful, and that just because something is lawful doesn’t always make a thing 
expedient. We have pointed out that there is a difference in “expedients” and 
“requirements.” Lastly, we want to look at the difference between a true expedient and 
what man wants to call expedient, and show the proper and improper use of the word. 
First let us look again at what a proper expedient is. 

We are told to go preach the Gospel: “And he said unto them, Go ye into all the 
world, and preach the gospel to every creature” (Mark 16:15).1 We are told to 
“GO,” but not how to “GO.” So, an expedient to this command would be walking,
riding a horse, a bicycle, a car, etc. These things expedite going and preaching. 
They do not add to or take away from the command to “go.” Today there are 
those among us who misuse the meaning of expedient to justify things they want
to add to worship, and things that the church may do, so we have to be careful 
not to allow this abuse to creep in among us. Let us take a simple example: We 
can all agree we are instructed to sing, “Speaking to yourselves in psalms and 
hymns and spiritual songs, singing and making melody in your heart to the 
Lord” (Eph. 5:19). An expedient to singing would be a song leader to assist in 
keeping our worship in order. Another expedient would be a song book so that 
those who may not know the words can participate in the singing, and so that 
everyone is singing the same song. 

There are, however, those who say that we want to clap or stomp or dance 
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around for joy while singing, so they call these things expedient, because it 
expresses joy according to what they choose to believe. The fact is that there is 
no authority given in the pattern laid out in Scripture by God for these things to 
be lawful or acceptable. Some among us fail to realize that if God set a pattern, 
He has expressed exactly what He wants from us. To change this pattern is a sin.
Forest Moyer In an article I read many years ago stated the following: 

1. God’s teaching, whether to the individual or to the congregation, authorizes 
everything that is necessary to obedience to the command. For example, we realize that 
the command to baptize authorizes water in which to baptize. The command to assemble
authorizes a place of assembly. The command to sing authorizes the words that we sing. 

2. May I suggest that there is no such thing as a ‘law of expediency?’ There are 
expedients because there is law. Where there is no law, there can be no expedients. 
a. The Bible is not ‘silent’ regarding the words of a song - it authorizes them whether 
written in a book or projected on a screen. The expedient is authorized by a Bible 
command. 
b. The Bible is not ‘silent’ regarding a place of assembly - it authorizes a place of 
assembly by the command to assemble and by the fact that early Christians assembled in
‘places.’ 
c. The Bible is not ‘silent’ regarding a congregation’s ‘means’ of giving aid to the saints 
in need. There are adequate examples of this in the practice of the early church. It is 
silent concerning another organization’s receiving contributions from churches to do this
work for the churches. 

3. Thus, general authority includes the ways and means of obeying the command 
(understanding that these ways and means do not violate God’s order). 
We cannot use the idea of expediency in any area that violates an order of God. For 
example, we might reason that it is expedient in our society today for women to preach 
or lead in public prayer. They might be quite effective in doing so. Yet, such would 
violate an established order of God as stated in 1 Tim. 2:8-12. Friends, we must first 
make sure anything we want to do is authorized by Scripture. It is fast becoming clear 
that there are those among us who want to play fast and loose with the word of God. We,
as the Christian soldiers of the world, must stand against them and demand the truth be 
taught and applied. I hope I have shed a bright light on this subject for you, and that you 
now have a better understanding of what an expedient is, and how it is to be applied. 

Till next we meet God bless
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E-Sword

e-Sword is a fast and effective way to study the Bible. e-Sword is feature rich and
user friendly with more capabilities than you would expect in a free Bible app. 
The fact that e-Sword is free is just one of the blessings and does not speak of the
quality of the app. Below you'll find a list of features that you will discover helps 
make Bible study both enjoyable and enriching. Get it here

Contending For The Faith Radio
Click Here to Listen Now
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A “PERSONAL RELATIONSHIP” WITH JESUS
BY LAVONNE JAMES MCCLISH

Dub McClish
Denton, Texas

Introduction

There is a sense in which we do have a personal relationship with Jesus. 
We are indebted to Him for our salvation, which is definitely on an individual 
basis.  However, the expression, as used by so many people today, is not a 
Scriptural concept at all. They usually mean that we should be “pals” or 
“buddies” with Jesus, and that we should talk with Him as we would to an equal.

Incidents in John

The entire Gospel according to John is an excellent study of the 
relationship we should have with Jesus the Christ. However, certain passages 
are more direct and specific than others.

John the Baptist was a fleshly cousin of Jesus, and was sent by God to 
prepare the way for His Son. Yet he did not presume to claim a “personal 
relationship” with his Lord (John 1:29–36; 3:27–30). In chapter 8, Jesus says 
only those who continue in His Word are His disciples; only the Truth could 
make them free (vv. 31–32). Does this sound like a “personal relationship” with 
Jesus? Our relationship to Christ is that of sheep to shepherd (10:1–15). It is not 
a “personal relationship.”

Jesus did have a close earthly personal relationship—a friendship—with 
Mary, Martha, and Lazarus (John 11:1–44), but even so, it was not a relationship
of equals. It cannot be used to say that we today should have such a close 
“personal relationship” with Jesus. Martha called Him Lord (vv. 21, 39) and 
stated her belief that He was/is the Christ, the Son of God (v. 27). When she 
went to tell Mary Jesus had come, after the death of Lazarus, she said, “The 
Master is here” (v. 28). Mary also called Him Lord (v. 32).

Jesus’ friendship with Mary, Martha, and Lazarus calls to mind the close 
friendship Abraham enjoyed with Jehovah (Gen. 12–25; Heb. 11:8–19). Second 
Chronicles 20:7 calls Abraham “the friend of God,” as does James 2:23. And yet 
Abraham did not presume to be “buddy-buddy” with God, but referred to 
himself as “dust and ashes” when compared with God (Gen. 18:27). He felt very 
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unworthy to be asking God for favors.

Jesus said, “If any man serve me, let him follow me; and where I am, there 
shall also my servant be; if any man serve me, him will my father honour” (John 
12:26). This doesn’t sound like a “personal relationship.” After He had washed 
the apostles’ feet, He said, “Ye call me Master and Lord: and ye say well; for so I 
am…. The servant is not greater than his lord; neither he that is sent greater than
he that sent him” (13:13, 16). No “personal relationship” here, either. Jesus was 
closer to John than to any of the other apostles (vv. 23–26), and yet John still 
addressed Him as “Lord.” The apostles were disciples—followers—of Jesus. He 
was their Master.

Jesus said in John 14 that no man could come to the Father except through
Him (v. 6). He told the apostles they should have known Him and His Father (v.
7), but apparently they did not, from what Philip said in verse 8. Jesus then 
proceeded to say (summarizing and paraphrasing), “Do you mean to tell me you 
still don’t know me, after all the time I have spent with you?” (vv. 9–12). He 
then promised that, whatever they asked of the Father in Jesus’ name, they 
would receive (v. 14). (It must be understood that this promise was to the 
apostles. Our prayers are answered, yes, but not in the same way as were those 
of the apostles.) Verses 16 through 31 contain Jesus’ promise to send the 
Comforter, the Holy Spirit, to them after He (Jesus) went back to the Father. 
The Comforter would teach them all things that they needed to know (v. 26), and
bring to their remembrance everything Jesus had taught them while He was 
with them on earth. From the time of His ascension on, Jesus’ relationship with 
the apostles was that of a Mediator, through Whom they could go to the Father. 
They were given their inspiration by the Holy Spirit.

If ye keep my commandments, ye shall abide in my love; even as I have 
kept my Father’s commandments, and abide in his love…. Ye are my 
friends, if ye do whatsoever I command you….  Whatsoever ye shall ask 
of the Father in my name, he may give it you….  But when the 
Comforter is come, whom I will send unto you from the Father, even the
Spirit of truth, which proceedeth from the Father, he shall testify of me 
(John 15:10, 14, 16, 26).

Jesus was going back to the Father and, rather than leave them comfortless, He 
was sending the Holy Spirit to them. It was best for them that Jesus go away 
(even though they would see Him no more, 16:10), otherwise, the Comforter 
would not come (16:7). 

Again, their relationship with Jesus would now be as a Mediator and an 
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Intercessor through Whom they could go to the Father. Over and over we see 
that, while the apostles had a close relationship with Jesus for the three and a 
half years of His ministry on earth, that changed when He went back to Heaven. 
“Whatsoever ye shall ask of the Father in my name, he will give it you” (16:23b) 
They were not to ask Jesus; they were to ask the Father in Jesus’ name. Mary 
Magdalene was weeping at the tomb of Jesus, thinking someone had taken His 
body away (20:11–18). When He had revealed Himself to her, Jesus told her not 
to touch Him, because He had not yet ascended back to the Father. The 
relationship had changed.

Incidents in Matthew

Jesus said that not everyone who calls Him Lord will enter in to the Kingdom of 
Heaven, but those who do the will of His Father (Mat. 7:21–27). Matthew 
concludes this passage by saying, “For he taught them as one having authority, 
and not as the scribes” (v. 29). Jesus said, “All things are delivered to me of my 
Father; and no man knoweth the Son, but the Father; neither knoweth any man 
the Father, save the Son, and he to whomsoever the Son will reveal him” (11:27). 
The Father and the Son have a “personal relationship” with each other; we do 
not have that kind of relationship with either. Once, when He was teaching, His 
mother and His brothers came, wanting to see Him. But He said, “For 
whosoever shall do the will of my Father which is in Heaven, the same is my 
brother, and sister, and mother” (Mat. 12:46–50). Apparently Jesus’ earthly 
family thought they had a close personal relationship with Him. The relationship
that matters to Him is with those who obey Him.

In Matthew 14 we read the account of the apostles in a boat on the stormy 
Sea of Galilee. Jesus came to them, walking on the water, and when they saw 
Him they were afraid. Peter wanted to walk to Jesus on the water. But when He 
took his eyes off Jesus and began to look at the waves, he was afraid and began 
to sink. Jesus scolded him for doubting. When they got to shore, the apostles 
came and worshiped Jesus, saying, “Of a truth thou art the Son of God” (Mat. 
14:24–33). No close “personal relationship” here. The apostles knew themselves 
to be vastly inferior to the Christ.

In Caesarea, Jesus asked the apostles who men said that He was. Then He 
said, “But whom say ye that I am?” Peter answered, “Thou art the Christ, the Son
of the living God” (16:13–17). No “personal relationship” here. Jesus went on to 
say that we would have to deny ourselves if we want to follow Him (v. 24). When 
He comes again, He will reward every man according to his works (v. 27)—
clearly we are in a subordinate relationship with Jesus. 
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In Matthew 17 we have the account of Christ’s transfiguration in which He 
was apparently given His Heavenly glory again for a short time, and Moses and 
Elijah came to talk with Him. He had taken Peter, James, and John with Him. 
Peter, not realizing what he was saying (Luke 9:33), wanted to honor Jesus and 
Moses and Elijah. But the voice thundered from Heaven, “This is my beloved 
Son, in whom I am well pleased; hear ye him” (vv. 1–6, emph. LJM). Not Moses 
and the law, not Elijah and the prophets, but Christ only. Clearly there was no 
close “personal relationship” here, but an atmosphere of awe. They had seen the 
glory of Christ and heard the Father’s voice. Matthew 18:11 says, “For the Son of 
man is come to save the lost.” He is our Savior. We can have no “personal 
relationship” with such a One.

Zebedee’s wife, the mother of James and John, came to Jesus, 
worshiping Him, asking Him to give her sons places of honor in His kingdom.
Jesus’ answer shows that the earthly relationships were not going to be the 
important ones (Mat. 10:20–23). Even two members of His “inner circle” would 
not be guaranteed closeness to Him after His kingdom came. Jesus used this 
occasion to teach the lesson that the greatest in the kingdom is the one who 
serves (v. 26–28).

In the parables related in Matthew 25, do even the faithful have a 
“personal relationship” with Jesus? Jesus, while He was on the earth, was even 
closer to Peter, James, and John than He was to the rest of His apostles. Did 
they have a “personal relationship” with Him, according to Matthew 26:36–46, 
when they were supposed to be waiting and watching with Him? Jesus, in 
talking to the apostles just before He went back to Heaven, said, 

All power is given me in Heaven and on earth. Go ye therefore and 
teach all nations, baptizing them in the name of the Father, and of the 
Son, and of the Holy Ghost. Teaching them to observe all things 
whatsoever I have commanded you; and, lo, I am with you alway, even 
unto the end of the world (28:18–20). 

Jesus would be with the apostles, yes; but He was clearly the One in authority—
not a “personal relationship” of equals.

Incidents in Mark

In the first chapter of the Gospel according to Mark, Jesus called His 
apostles: “Come ye after me, and I will make you fishers of men,” He said to the 
four fishermen (vv. 17–20). This was a follower/leader relationship, not a 
“personal relationship.” Jesus was even able to command the unclean spirits and
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make them come out of people (v. 27), which showed His Deity.

The second chapter of Mark tells about the man sick of the palsy (he was 
paralyzed) whose four friends let him down, on his bed, through the roof 
because that was the only way they could get to Jesus. To everyone’s surprise, 
instead of healing him right away, Jesus said, “Thy sins be forgiven thee” (v. 5). 
As usual, some of the scribes were present, and they began to “reason” in their 
hearts, “Why doth this man thus speak blasphemies? Who can forgive sins but 
God only?” (v. 7). Jesus, knowing their thoughts, said, 

Whether is easier to say to the sick of the palsy, Thy sins be forgiven 
thee, or to say, Arise, take up thy bed, and walk? But that ye may know 
that the Son of man hath power on earth to forgive sins, (he said to the 
sick of the palsy,) I say unto thee, Arise, take up thy bed, and walk (vv. 
9–11). 

Could they—or can we—have a “personal relationship” with One who has the 
power to forgive sins and to cure diseases?

In Mark 4, we have a different account of a storm on the Sea of Galilee. 
This time, Jesus was in a boat with the apostles, only He was asleep on a pillow. 
When they, in terror, woke Him, He rebuked the storm by saying simply, “Peace,
be still.”  The fearful apostles, talking among themselves after Jesus had rebuked
them for their lack of faith, said, “What manner of man is this, that even the 
wind and the sea obey him?” They didn’t seem to feel a close “personal 
relationship,” but a reverent realization that they were in the presence of Deity.

The fifth chapter of Mark tells of a woman who had an issue of blood for 
twelve years, and had spent all that she had on physicians, but still had her 
disease. She thought to herself that, if she could just touch His clothes, she 
would be healed; and surely enough, she was. But what she had not counted on 
was that Jesus felt power (virtue) go out of Him. She was afraid, but she came 
forward and fell down before Him, telling Him the truth (vv. 25–34). She 
realized that He knew what she had done. Question: Did that woman have a 
close “personal relationship” with Jesus?

When, in Mark 8, Jesus began to teach them that He must suffer many 
things and be killed, Peter took Him aside and began to rebuke Him (v. 32). 
Now, it may be that Peter thought he had a close “personal relationship” with 
Jesus, but Jesus relieved him of that notion: “Get thee behind me, Satan; for 
thou savorest not the things that be of God, but the things that be of men” (v. 
33). 
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Incidents in Luke

In Luke 5:4–5, Jesus, sitting in Simon Peter’s boat, told Simon to launch 
out into the deep and let down his net. Peter replied, “Master, we have toiled all 
night and have taken nothing. Nevertheless at thy word I will let down the net.” 
Here, again, we have the Master/Servant relationship, not a “personal 
relationship.”

Jesus said to His disciples, “And why call ye me Lord, Lord, and do not the 
things which I say?” (Luke 6:46). If we had a close “personal relationship” with 
someone, would we call him Lord? Jesus said in Luke 17:7–10, speaking to His 
apostles, 

Which of you, having a servant plowing or feeding cattle, will say unto 
him by and by, when he is come from the field, Go and sit down to 
meat? And will not rather say unto him, Make ready wherewith I may 
sup, and gird thyself, and serve me, till I have eaten and drunken; and 
afterward thou shalt eat and drink? Doth he thank that servant because 
he did the things that were commanded him? I trow not. So likewise ye, 
when ye shall have done all those things which are commanded you, 
say, We are unprofitable servants; we have done that which was our 
duty to do. 

What kind of relationship is that?

Conclusion

In none of these accounts (and we have only skimmed the surface of four 
of the books of the New Testament) do we find any hint of a “personal 
relationship” with Jesus Christ. We are His servants, His followers, His sheep—
and He is our Master, our Leader, our Shepherd, and our Mediator between us 
and God.
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The Order Of Melchizedek

Jerry C. Brewer
Elk City, OK

The book of Hebrews, in which is found the phrase, “the order of Melchizedek” 
(Heb. 5:6, 10; 6:20; 7:17), was written to Jewish Christians who were in danger 
of forsaking Christ and returning to Moses’ law because of persecution. The 
thesis of Hebrews is that the covenant of Christ is superior to the covenant God 
made with Israel, which was the Law of Moses, and to forsake Christ for Moses’ 
law would leave them without any hope of eternal life. The following points are 
among those set forth in the book to prove that thesis:

1. Christ is a superior law giver to Moses (Heb. 1:1-3:6).
2. Jesus Christ’s priesthood is superior to Aaron’s. (Heb. 4-7). 
3. A new and better covenant was prophesied (Heb. 8:8; cf Jer. 31-31-34).
4. The blood of Christ is superior to the blood of animals under the Law Of 

Moses (Heb. 9:16-10:14).
5. The Law of Moses was a shadow of the new covenant and was never 

intended to be permanent (Heb. 10).
Our concern in this lesson is the meaning of the phrase, “the order of 
Melchizedek.” The first mention of Melchizedek is upon Abraham’s return from 
rescuing Lot from captivity (Gen. 14:14-20).

“And the king of Sodom went out to meet him after his return from the 
slaughter of Chedorlaomer, and of the kings that were with him, at the valley 
of Shaveh, which is the king’s dale. And Melchizedek king of Salem brought 
forth bread and wine: and he was the priest of the most high God. And he 
blessed him, and said, Blessed be Abram of the most high God, possessor of 
heaven and earth: And blessed be the most high God, which hath delivered 
thine enemies into thy hand. And he gave him tithes of all” (Gen. 14:17-20). 

Melchizedek is next mentioned in Hebrews 5:6, where the writer quotes Psalms 
110:4 in a reference to Christ’s priesthood in the new covenant: “Thou art a 
priest forever after the order of Melchizedek.” The same phrase is found in 
Hebrews 5:10 and 6:20. In Hebrews 7, the writer presents a contrast between 
the priesthood of Melchizedek and the Levitical priesthood of the Law of Moses 
and, in a series of logical arguments, proves that Christ’s priesthood is superior 
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to Aaron’s. He argues that with a change of the priesthood, comes also a change 
of the law under which that priesthood was established and functioned. “For the 
priesthood being changed, there is made of necessity a change also of the law” 
(Heb. 7:12). The phrase, “the order of Melchizedek,” is one of the proofs offered 
that Christ is God’s High Priest instead of Aaron.

Melchizedek was king of Salem and priest of the most high God (Gen. 14:18). 
Under the Law of Moses, no man served in that dual capacity. The priests under 
the law were from the tribe of Levi (Exodus 8) and, with the exception of Saul, 
the kings of Israel were all from the tribe of Judah. As king of Salem and priest 
of God, Melchizedek was a type of Jesus Christ who is, today, both Priest and 
King on His throne. As king of Salem, Melchizedek ruled a kingdom whose name
meant “peace.” He is a further type of Christ in that Christ’s kingdom brought 
peace between God and man (Luke 2:14; Rom. 5:1).

Melchizedek is not a mysterious character, though men have thought him to be 
so because of what is said of him in Hebrews 7:3: “...without father, without 
mother, without descent, having neither beginning of days, nor end of life; but 
made like unto the Son of God; abideth a priest continually.” That nothing is 
known of his parentage or offspring, is true. But the same could be said for the 
king of Sodom.

“Without father, without mother, without descent” was not said of Melchizedek 
as a person. Certainly he had parents. And, though we are not told, he may have 
had children. “...having neither beginning of days, nor end of life” could not 
possibly have been said of any person but God (Psa. 90:1-2). This man, 
Melchizedek, who met Abraham, brought forth bread and wine, blessed him, 
and took tithes of him was a man like all others.

What was said of Melchizedek in Hebrews 7:3, is descriptive of the unique 
priesthood of Christ. Melchizedek had no predecessor in his priestly office 
(“without father, without mother”). Nor did he have a successor (“without 
descent”) and the phrase, “...having neither beginning of days, nor end of life,” Is
a Hebraism. That is a term describing the practice in Hebrew literature—
specifically the Old Testament—that states something in two different ways. An 
example of that is found in the prophecy of the gospel’s beginning at Jerusalem 
in Isaiah 2:3: “...for out of Zion shall go forth the law, and the word of the Lord 
from Jerusalem.” “The law” that would”go forth out of Zion” and “the word of 
the Lord from Jerusalem” mean the same thing. “...having neither beginning of 
days, nor end of life; but made like unto the Son of God; abideth a priest 
continually.” is a Hebraism. Like Christ, no one preceded or succeeded 
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Melchizedek in his priesthood and, like Christ, “abideth a priest continually.” 
There was none like Melchizedek before him, or after him. Therefore, he is, 
“made like unto the Son of God.” He is a type of Christ in the unique office of 
high priest. Remember that the Hebrews writer is making arguments about 
Melchizedek’s priesthood, not his fleshly genealogy.

It is further argued that Christ’s priesthood, typified by Melchizedek’s, was 
superior to Aaron’s in two ways. 1) Abraham’s payment of tithes to Melchizedek 
and, 2) Melchizedek’s blessing of Abraham.

Now consider how great this man was, unto whom even the patriarch 
Abraham gave the tenth of the spoils. And verily they that are the sons of Levi 
who receive the office of the priesthood, have a commandment to take tithes of 
the people according to the law, that is, of their brethren, though they come out
of the loins of Abraham: but he whose descent is not counted from them 
received tithes of Abraham, and blessed him that had the promises. And 
without all contradiction the less is blessed of the better. And here men that die 
receive tithes; but there he receiveth them, of whom it is witnessed that he 
liveth. And as I may so say, Levi also, who receiveth tithes, paid tithes in 
Abraham. For he was yet in the loins of his father when Melchizedek met him 
(Heb. 7:4-10).

The writer concludes that perfection was not meant to come by the Levitical 
priesthood. That being the case, he says a change of law was made and, 
therefore, the that law’s priesthood was changed (Heb. 7:11-12). Furthermore, 
these things could not have been said of Christ under the Law of Moses. “For he 
of whom these things are spoken pertaineth to another tribe, of which no man 
gave attendance at the altar. For it is evident that our Lord sprang out of Judah; 
of which Moses spake nothing concerning priesthood” (Heb. 7:13-14). Then, in 
logical progression, he argues that,

And it is yet far more evident: for that after the similitude of Melchizedek there 
ariseth another priest, Who is made, not after the law of a carnal 
commandment, but after the power of an endless life. For he testifieth, Thou art
a priest forever after the order of Melchizedek (Heb. 7:15-17).
The entire argument concerning Melchizedek as a type of Christ is not about a 
“mysterious” Old Testament figure who had no parents, but as one who had 
neither predecessor, nor successor in the office of priest. The word, “similitude,” 
means “resemblance” but in this case the resemblance is from the inferior 
physical to the greater spiritual—from Melchizedek’s priesthood to Christ’s. That
is the point made concerning the priesthood of Christ. His priesthood is superior
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to the priesthood of Aaron because Aaron was made a priest by the Law of Moses
and had successors in that office. Christ was made our Priest by His endless life 
and the oath of God. “For the law maketh men high priests which have infirmity,
but the word of the oath, which was since the law, maketh the Son, who is 
consecrated forevermore” (Heb. 7:28).

The conclusion drawn by the Hebrews writer is that the Law of Moses was 
fulfilled, taken away and, thus, succeeded by one far superior—proving this by 
his argument concerning the typical nature of Melchizedek’s priesthood to that 
of Christ’s.
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The Worship of the Lord’s Church as God
Would Have It. Pt 2

Michael Hatcher
Pensacola, Florida 

Picking up where we left off last month let us continue our study

The CONTRIBUTION

The Bible has a great deal to say about man and his money. In those 
instructions, man is instructed to give of his money to the work of the church. 
Paul writes,Now concerning the collection for the saints, as I have given order to 
the churches of Galatia, even so do ye. Upon the first day of the week let every 
one of you lay by him in store, as God hath prospered him, that there be no 
gatherings when I come (1 Cor. 16:1-2).

Several times in the Corinthian letter Paul, by inspiration, says that what he 
wrote to Corinth was also for all churches everywhere (1 Cor. 1:2; 4:17; 7:17). 
Thus, when he gives orders to the church in Galatia and now to Corinth, Paul is 
setting forth God’s commands for all churches including us.

Paul informs us of the day the church is to take up a collection. The day is the
first day of the week. This is the day our Lord rose from the dead (Mark 16:9), 
and the church was established (Acts 2). It is the day that is referred to as the 
Lord’s day (Rev. 1:10), and is the day the church regularly assembled to engage 
in worship to Him (Acts 20:7). It comes every week and is Sunday.

What is commanded is for every person to put money into the common 
public treasury of the church. He tells us we are to give in accordance with the 
blessings we have received of God. As one studies 2 Corinthians 8-9 we learn 
that we are to give of a willing mind, liberally, bountifully, cheerfully, 
sacrificially, purposefully, not sparingly, and not grudgingly. Remembering that 
all things belong to God and we have only been entrusted with its care will help 
us to give in this way. Also remembering what God has given for us (His only 
begotten Son; John 3:16) will help us to give properly. When we give as God has 
instructed, we are laying up treasure for ourselves in heaven (Mat. 6:19-21; Phil. 
4:17-18). If you are contributing of your means for the support of the church, be 
liberal; don’t insult God by giving what you would be ashamed for your closest 
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friends to see you give. Purpose to give liberally, and promise to do so, so you 
will have a double incentive to be liberal. Believe that every dime you give will be
laid up to your account in heaven (Matt. 6:19-21; Phil. 4:14-18.) Then trust God 
to take care of you, and don’t be afraid that he will go back on his promises 
(Nichols 265).

Paul uses the Macedonian brethren as an illustration for giving (2 Cor. 8:1-
5). They gave even though they were in deep poverty themselves, but they were 
rich in their liberality. They were so liberal that they went “beyond their power” 
in their giving. They viewed their giving as a opportunity, not an imposition, and
thus they intreated Paul to accept their gift. The reason they had such Christian 
liberality is because they “first gave their own selves to the Lord.” When we give 
ourselves to God then our treasure will follow. “For where your treasure is, there 
will your heart be also” (Mat. 6:19).

The purpose of placing this money into the common treasure is to meet the 
needs that arise. The church has certain needs which arise (supporting the 
preaching of the gospel, helping needy people, money associated with our 
worshiping God, etc.) and money is to be placed into this treasury to prepare for 
and have the money to meet those needs. While Paul was dealing with a specific 
need (a collection for the saints who were in poverty at Jerusalem), there are still
needs that must be met today and the church is to have the treasury to meet 
those needs.

The summation of this is that the church is only to receive its financial 
support from freewill offerings. The church is not to go into business to gain its 
money, and it is not to have cake or pie sales, garage sales, other types of money-
making schemes to gain its support.

LORD’S SUPPER
Just prior to our Lord’s crucifixion, He instituted a Supper for those in His 

kingdom. The Synoptic accounts of the gospel records the institution of this 
Communion service (Mat. 26:26-29; Mark 14:22-25; Luke 22:19-20). First, He 
took the bread (it was unleaven bread because it was at the Passover when the 
Israelites could not have any leaven in the house), blessed it (which means he 
gave thanks for it), break it, gave it to the apostles, and told them: “Take, eat; 
this is my body” (Mat. 26:26). Next, He took the cup (metonymy for the contents
of the cup which is the fruit of the vine), blessed it, gave it to them to drink 
saying, “Drink ye all of it; For this is my blood of the new testament, which is 
shed for many for the remission of sins” (Mat. 26:27-28). When Jesus said, “this 
is my body...my blood” He did not mean that the elements (unleaven bread and 
fruit of the vine) had changed into His actual body and blood. It was still 
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unleaven bread and grape juice, and those elements only represented His body 
and blood. To use different elements would be vain worship because it would not
have the authority of Christ, only of man.

The Scriptures use different terms to designate this Supper. Paul refers to it 
as the Lord’s Supper (1 Cor. 11:20). Earlier in this same book he referred to it as 
a communion (1 Cor. 10:16) and as the Lord’s table (1 Cor. 10:21), also in these 
two verses it is referred to as the cup of blessing and the cup of the Lord. The 
inspired historian, Luke, records the early church continuing in the breaking of 
bread (Acts 2:42) and coming together to break bread (Acts 20:7). However, 
today some use terms which the Bible never uses regarding the Supper (we are 
to speak the oracles of God not the doctrines of man, 1 Pet. 4:11). Many call this 
memorial supper the Eucharist which means “thankfulness, gratitude, to show 
favor to” coming from the presiding bishop of the apostate church consecrating 
the elements. Another non-Bible term some have come up with is Sacrament 
and many times they will add holy to it (Holy Sacrament). This comes from a 
Latin term meaning “oath, solemn obligation.” Apostate groups use this term to 
mean “an outward and visible sign of an inward and spiritual grace.” There 
simply is no such thing—it is purely the imagination of apostate groups who 
refuse to stay within the bounds of God’s Word. These terms should not be used 
for the Supper of our Lord.

Concerning the Supper Jesus said, “This do in remembrance of me” (Luke 
22:19). Thus, the Lord’s Supper is a memorial done to remember the body and 
blood of Jesus (the Scriptures never speak of it as a memorial to His burial and 
resurrection, only His death). During this Supper we have communion 
(participation, fellowship, or sharing) with the Father and Christ (1 Cor. 10:16) 
and with one another (1 Cor. 10:17). In partaking of it we proclaim the Lord’s 
death (that He died for our sins; Mat. 26:28) and our faith in His second coming 
(1 Cor. 11:26). We are also proclaiming the covenant He made by that shed blood
(Mat. 26:28; 1 Cor. 11:25).

Paul makes it clear that we are to partake of the communion in the proper 
manner. We must take of it in a worthy manner as we examine ourselves. When 
we do this properly, we discern the Lord’s body (1 Cor. 11:27-29). Unworthily in 
verse 27 is an adverb, not an adjective, describing the manner of partaking not 
the worth or non-worth of the worshiper. As we partake, we are to center our 
minds upon the Lord’s death. If we partake with our minds elsewhere, then we 
become guilty of His death and stand condemned. As we partake of the Supper, 
we must do so in a state of unity. We not only have fellowship (communion) with
the Godhead but with one another. Congregational divisions, malice between 
Christians will prevent this communion so that “it is not possible to eat the 
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Lord’s supper” (1 Cor. 11:20 ASV).

Finally, there is the question of when we are to partake of the Lord’s table? 
Immediately after the establishment of the kingdom, church, Luke records, “And
they continued stedfastly in the apostles’ doctrine and fellowship, and in 
breaking of bread, and in prayers” (Acts 2:42). Here it simply states that they 
continued steadfastly in partaking of the Lord’s Supper without giving any 
specific details as to when. As Paul corrects the errors concerning the 
communion at Corinth he simply states, “For as often as ye eat this bread, and 
drink this cup, ye do shew the Lord’s death till he come” (1 Cor. 11:26). Both of 
these passages show a regular practice, but do not specifically tell us when. 
However, if we take the 1 Corinthians passage, when we view it in its wider 
context, it does indicate when the “as often as” is. The wider context begins at 
the first of chapter eleven and continues to the first part of chapter sixteen with 
the contribution. In connection with the contribution they are told to give upon 
the first day of the week. Thus, we must conclude that the Lord’s Supper was 
also to be taken upon the first day of the week.

Confirmation of the above is given within the pages of the New Testament. It 
was Paul’s intention to be in Jerusalem by Pentecost (Acts 20:16). Yet, when he 
arrives in Troas (on Monday), he delays his journey for seven days. The only 
reason we can conclude is to partake of the communion with these brethren. 
Paul knew that Sunday was the day the disciples came to eat the Supper and this 
was the purpose of their coming together. The day after eating the Supper with 
them he continued his journey. And we sailed away from Philippi after the days 
of unleavened bread, and came unto them to Troas in five days; where we abode 
seven days. And upon the first day of the week, when the disciples came together
to break bread, Paul preached unto them, ready to depart on the morrow; and 
continued his speech until midnight (Acts 20:6-7).

The brethren did not partake of the Supper on any day but the fist day of the 
week which is Sunday. If they partook of it on some other day, Paul would not 
have had to wait seven days to eat it with them. This is the only day the Bible 
authorizes to eat the Lord’s Supper. Since we can only do things which God has 
authorized (Col. 3:17), the only day we may partake of the Lord’s Supper is 
Sunday. This is the day of our Lord’s resurrection (Luke 24:1) and is truly the 
Lord’s day (Rev. 1:10).

PREACHING
When the church gathered together to worship, there was preaching or 

teaching taking place. “And upon the first day of the week, when the disciples 
came together to break bread, Paul preached unto them, ready to depart on the 
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morrow; and continued his speech until midnight” (Acts 20:7). Immediately 
after the establishment of the church we observe: “And they continued stedfastly
in the apostles’ doctrine and fellowship, and in breaking of bread, and in 
prayers” (Acts 2:42). Doctrine is teaching, thus they continued in preaching and 
teaching, and that preaching was a part of their worship.

Preaching demands a preacher, as Paul was doing at Troas (Acts 20:7). A 
preacher’s work is to preach the Bible. Paul gives a great charge to a young 
preacher: “I charge thee therefore before God, and the Lord Jesus Christ, who 
shall judge the quick and the dead at his appearing and his kingdom; Preach the 
word; be instant in season, out of season; reprove, rebuke, exhort with all 
longsuffering and doctrine” (2 Tim. 4:1-2). He is to be preaching the Word no 
matter what people think about it, or as one reportedly said, “When they like it 
and when they don’t like it.” In that preaching they are to reprove, rebuke, and 
exhort. It is interesting to note that two of the three are what men refer to as 
negative preaching. Reproving is to bring something to light or expose, then to 
convict someone of something and thus to correct them. Rebuking is to charge 
or admonish sharply. It is what our Lord did in regard to evil spirits (Mat. 17:18; 
Mark 1:25; 9:25; Luke 4:35, 41; 9:42), the winds (Mat. 8:26; Mark 4:39; Luke 
8:24), a fever (Luke 4:39), and the disciples (Mark 8:33; Luke 9:55). Exhorting 
is to give comfort to and to encourage, strengthen, and admonish.

In preaching the Word we must preach all the Word. Paul was free from the 
blood of all men because he declared all of God’s Word. “Wherefore I take you to
record this day, that I am pure from the blood of all men. For I have not 
shunned to declare unto you all the counsel of God” (Acts 20:26-27). If we fail to 
preach parts of the Bible dealing with man’s eternal destiny and men are lost 
because of it, then preachers and elders will also be lost (see Eze. 3:17-21; 33:1-
9).

In preaching we must “hold fast the form of sound words, which thou hast 
heard of me, in faith and love which is in Christ Jesus” (2 Tim. 1:13). In holding 
fast the sound Word, we will warn against false doctrine. Paul tells the young 
preacher, “As I besought thee to abide still at Ephesus, when I went into 
Macedonia, that thou mightest charge some that they teach no other doctrine” 
(1 Tim. 1:3). Later in this letter Paul informs us that the Spirit has spoken clearly 
concerning those who will “depart from the faith, giving heed to seducing spirits,
and doctrines of devils” (1 Tim. 4:1). After specifying some false doctrines which 
will cause some to fall away, he tells Timothy, “If thou put the brethren in 
remembrance of these things, thou shalt be a good minister of Jesus Christ, 
nourished up in the words of faith and of good doctrine, whereunto thou hast 
attained” (1 Tim. 4:6). One cannot adequately warn against false doctrine 
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without exposing the false teacher. This is what inspiration by the hand of Paul 
did as we read of Hymenaeus and Alexander (1 Tim. 1:20), Phygellus and 
Hermogenes (2 Tim. 1:15), Hymenaeus and Philetus (2 Tim. 2:17-18), Demas 
(2 Tim. 4:10), and Alexander the coppersmith (2 Tim. 4:14). Likewise, in our 
preaching today we must expose false doctrines (such as grace or faith only, 
divorce and remarriage, instrumental music, etc.) and the people who teach such
(such as Ruble Shelly, Max Lucado, Jim Woodroof, Marvin Phillips, etc.)

The preacher must not be an ear-tickler. “For the time will come when they 
will not endure sound doctrine; but after their own lusts shall they heap to 
themselves teachers, having itching ears; And they shall turn away their ears 
from the truth, and shall be turned unto fables” (2 Tim. 4:3-4). The preaching is 
to please God, not man. “For do I now persuade men, or God? or do I seek to 
please men? for if I yet pleased men, I should not be the servant of Christ” (Gal. 
1:10). Thus, the faithful preacher will preach the powerful gospel of Christ (Rom.
1:16-17) knowing that it alone has the power to save man’s soul. He will not 
change or alter God’s message. He recognizes the solemnity of the occasion and 
does not turn the preaching service into a time to entertain people or simply give
nice after-dinner speeches. He recognizes that preaching the truth is not a 
preaching of a social gospel (dealing with the social ills of society). He realizes 
that the work of the church is spiritual (John 18:36) to save souls (Luke 19:10) 
and only the pure unadulterated gospel can save. Thus, his goal is to “take heed 
unto thyself, and unto the doctrine; continue in them: for in doing this thou 
shalt both save thyself, and them that hear thee” (1 Tim. 4:16).

CONCLUSION
What a wonderful privilege God has granted to us, that we can worship the 

God who made all things. Yet, even as God gave a pattern to make the tabernacle
in the Old Testament, God has given us a pattern by which to worship Him 
today. For our worship to be acceptable to Him, we must follow that pattern as 
well as worship with the proper attitude of heart. May we ever set our mind to 
worship our God in spirit and in truth.
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