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Editor's Notes

By Jim Miller
Gray, Maine

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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The Dangers Of Liberal Progressivism Pt. 6

Jim Miller
Gray, Maine

So now we are faced with the question just how did this happen to so many who 
were once faithful and now have gone off into apostasy willingly ignoring the 
scriptures. In the first place being liberal according to scripture is totally 
different from what we know liberal to be today. The word liberal is from the 
Latin word liber and means “free,” “generous,” “ample,” “bountiful,” and then 
“not literal,” “broad-minded,” “tolerant.” One can clearly see this word can have 
an entirely wholesome and admirable connotation. Liberal/Progressiveism has 
distorted the meaning of liberality. I will barrow here from the writings of 
brother Dub McClish to explain further. I quote...... “The dictionary captures this
term correctly: “a movement in modern Protestantism emphasizing intellectual 
liberty….” This is another way of saying that Liberals are broad-minded and 
tolerant of a wide spectrum of doctrines, beliefs, and practices (except, of course,
those held by folk who are “set for the defense of the gospel”). They generally 
look with disdain on any who dare to emphasize doctrine, law, and Scriptural 
authority. With an air of superiority they profess to be able to “read between the 
lines” of the inspired penmen and discern the “spirit” of the law, which to them 
is far more significant than the “letter” (i.e., what the Bible actually says). In 
their misplaced generosity they freely give away that which does not belong to 
them, pronouncing “optional” many things that the Lord has pronounced 
“obligatory.””
Once again you can see clearly how redefining God's word the L/P's try to 
remove the absolute's of scripture claiming to have the better way regardless of 
what God has stated. 

Lets look at a little history, Back in the Fifties and Sixties God's church was 
growing by leaps and bounds having loosed it self the shackles of liberalism of 
the day. This split caused the birth of new denominations such as the so-called 
Christian church and the Disciples of Christ who embraced all kinds of man 
made doctrine and devices. The true church had people willing to go out and 
evangelize and spread the truth. At the same time these new denominations 
along with the many others already established started preaching the social 
gospel and the prosperity gospel which are not the Gospel at all but what men 
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want to hear. Modernism was again drawn up from the pit of hell to lure people 
into Satan's grip. It was the L/P's that came up with the idea of a  “NEW 
HERMENEUTICS” was brought in to justify all kinds of new doctrine to deceive 
those who would not study God's word. 
 Hermeneutics is a word created from the name of Hermes, a god of Greek 
mythology, who served as interpreter for the other gods, especially Jupiter. 
Thus, hermeneutics refers to the science of interpretation. Biblical hermeneutics 
are of ultimate importance—one's understanding of the Bible can be no better 
than his hermeneutics. When studying the scriptures one must determine if 
there is a command or what we call a direct statement or if there is an approved 
example or if there is a necessary implication in what is being said. Correct  
hermeneutics also help us determine whether a passage is literal or figuritive.

The L/P advocates of new hermeneutics make several presuppositions; their 
main presupposition being the dating of what they call the "Old Hermeneutic." 
They assume that the "Old Hermeneutic" is a manmade tradition given to us by 
Alexander Campbell that dates back to the last century. This date, however, is far
too late. The use of command, example and necessary inference to establish 
Bible authority was not given to us by Alexander Campbell in the 19th century, 
but by Jesus, the apostles and NT evangelists in the 1st century. What the new 
hermeneutic advocates want to abandon are in fact principles that are clearly 
established in Scripture and were used by Jesus and the 1st century church. 
Second, the principles of inductive reasoning that we use to interpret the 
Scriptures were not given to us by Alexander Campbell as the new hermeneutic 
L/p advocates assume, but by God. 

Lets look at some examples of what these L/P advocate believe by changing 
God's hermeneutic. These advocates want all marriages and divorces to be right 
and they allow polygamy. They want "grace only salvation." They believe 
baptism to be nonessential for salvation and baptism can include sprinkling and 
pouring. They want the unimmersed to be recognized as "Christians." They want
to have instrumental music, women preachers and women elders. They want a 
more emotional worship service in the assembly with "spontaneous" worship 
and celebration (this includes solos and choirs, "special music," written prayers, 
shouting, dancing, applause, cheering, personal testimonials or "witnessing,"  
"children's church" or "junior worship," and theatrical performances). They 
allow only one elder over a local church. They want to leave off the practice of 
taking the Lord's supper every Sunday. They want to use the local church 
treasury to support literacy programs, soup kitchens, drug rehabilitation 
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programs, homes for the homeless and prison outreach programs. They want to 
stop identifying the church of God with the kingdom of God; the church is now, 
the kingdom is yet future, they say. Other men of this ilk defend homosexuality, 
promote the A.D. 70 theory (Jesus' second coming was in A.D. 70), and deny 
that the wicked will suffer endless torment in a place called Hell.
So I ask you where do the Scriptures advocate any of these man made doctrines 
listed above. These folks can't and will not give you Book, Chapter and Verse for 
justification of any of this without changing the meaning or the context of any 
Scripture they may cite. 

This so-called age of “Enlightenment” also exerted a profound influence on our 
understanding of the Bible. Many members of Churches of Christ today, while 
certainly viewing the Bible as divinely inspired, still think the Bible essentially a 
book of good common sense or even sound psychological theory. . . What is the 
source for this peculiar understanding of the Bible? Again, we turn to the early 
age of Enlightenment. Our forefathers in the faith - men like Campbell, Tolbert 
Fanning, Moses Lard, and J.W. McGarvey - adopted a way of reading the Bible 
called the "inductive method" ... The Bible in this view, was a grand collection of 
individual "facts" . . . With such a method, its proponents thought, the Bible 
required little interpretation. One simply gathered and set forth the "facts" ... 
This way of reading the Bible became a powerful tradition among Churches of 
Christ ... Today many in Churches of Christ have moved away from this way of 
reading the Bible. 

Accorcing to the L/P's truth in its fullness and wholeness lies always beyond the 
grasp of the human mind. The search for truth, therefore, is a continuous, never-
ending search, and becomes the urgent task of each new generation. Faith, 
therefore, is not knowledge at all, but rather trust in God in spite of our lack of 
knowledge. . . The word of God ... was far too large to be encapsulated by the 
wisdom of men (The Idea of a Christian University, 67; quoted by H.A. Dobbs, 
"What's Wrong? - Part 4," Firm Foundation, April, 1991). 

Though this series of articles exposes the Liberal/Progressive mind it is far from 
complete. This is an ever growing and changing way of life unlike the absolutes 
given in Scripture. I believe I have given you a better understanding of just how 
Satan uses this warped teaching and thinking to deceive good brothers and 
sisters and thus pave the road to hell with the souls of those who will not study 
and believe the truth. I am asking you to not be lead down this road to 
destruction and to open your Bibles daily and study the truth. God's plan is not 
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now and never was if it feels good do it. Please wake up and take your place with 
the other soldiers of Christ, put on your armor and go into battle against the 
wickedness of Liberalism and Progressiveism. 

Till next we meet

God bless.

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
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LEGALISM, LAW, AND LOVE

Dub McClish
Denton, Texas

Introduction

Is obedience to Christ optional or unnecessary? Are belief in and love toward 

Christ the only things required of sinners to be saved? Some (the we-are-not-

under-law-but-under-grace crowd) would have it so and thus teach. To them the 

New Testament is but a collection of "love letters" from God that are bereft of 

any authoritative or "legal" content. Who would even consider denying that the 

New Testament, with its incomparable glad tidings of salvation for sinners, is 

the revelation of the incomparable (and all but incomprehensible) love of God 

and His son for fallen man?  Having said this, it is nonetheless utter folly to deny

that this New Testament "love story" is also God's law for all men, for all time, 

since Calvary. 

Paul recognized the existence of "the law of Christ" and even identified one of its 

precepts (Gal. 6:1-2). He knew that he was "under law to Christ" (1 Cor. 9:21), 

which he elsewhere described as "the law of the Spirit of life in Christ Jesus" 

(Rom. 8:2). James twice referred to the New Testament as the "law of liberty" 

(Jam. 1.25; 2:12). Besides these explicit statements, there are numerous implicit 

statements and principles that demand the conclusion that (1) the New 

Testament of Christ is God's law for the Christian Age and (2) that all men are 

amenable to it.

Are We "Legalists"?

The liberals, who do not want to be bound by Divine law (i.e., the New 
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Testament), often hurl legalist into the teeth of those of us who emphasize 

obedience to New Testament commands. We will do well to examine this term 

and the accusation made concerning it. Webster’s Collegiate Dictionary defines 

legalism as “a strict, literal, or excessive conformity to the law or to a religious or

moral code.” Webster notwithstanding, I question the possibility of "excessive 

conformity" to Divine law (the expression has almost a pejorative connotation). 

"Strict, literal…conformity" to His will is exactly what the Lord requires of those 

who would be saved (Mat. 7:21-23; Heb. 5:9; et al.). 

Men who specialize in taking liberties with God's Word (i.e., liberals) actually 

pay us a compliment when they call us, by at least part of Webster's definition, 

"legalists." First, to be a legalist implies belief in the existence of law. I freely 

confess my conviction that the New Testament is the Divine law under which we 

live and which will be the final standard of our judgment  (John 12:48). Second, 

I am quite willing to "plead guilty" to insisting upon a strict adherence to that 

law. 

Perhaps what the accusers hope to do by calling us "legalists" is to class us with 

the first-century scribes and Pharisees. Most certainly, the Master scathingly 

rebuked them on more than one occasion, but did He ever rebuke them for 

"strict conformity" to God's law? No—not once! Rather, He chided them for 

elevating human opinion, precept, and tradition to the level of Divine law, thus 

making their own religious law (Mat. 15:3, 6-9). Further, He condemned them 

for overemphasizing parts of God's law while utterly rejecting and/or neglecting 

other parts of it (23:23), which also had the effect of creating their own laws. 

Liberals who refuse to be bound by God’s law (or even deny its existence) fits the
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behavior of those first-century enemies of the Lord much better. Thus the 

modern counterparts of the ancient scribes and Pharisees are not those who 

insist upon strict adherence to Divine law (i.e., “legalists”). Today’s liberals 

match up with them very well in their contempt for God’s law. As did the Christ, 

so should we condemn and expose them.

"Legalism" and Obedience

Does calling for strict adherence/obedience to Divine law constitute “legalism,” 

per the charge of liberals? There is no clearer principle in the entire Bible than 

this: Man's paramount duty is to obey God. In much of his life, Solomon 

miserably failed to honor the pivotal conclusion he finally reached, but it 

remains nonetheless true: “This is the end of the matter; all hath been heard: 

fear God, and keep his commandments; for this is the whole duty of man” (Ecc. 

12:13). King Saul "learned the hard way" that an outward show of religion in 

offerings and sacrifices is no substitute for obedience. Samuel sharply reproved 

him with words that ring true right down to our time:

Hath Jehovah as great delight in burnt offerings and sacrifices, as in 

obeying the voice of Jehovah? Behold, to obey is better than sacrifice, and to

hearken than the fat of rams. (1 Sam. 15:22).

On the other hand, from the beginning, disobedience of God's law has been 

synonymous with sin—and it still is. The disobedience of Eve, and then Adam, 

was the very vehicle upon which sin entered the world (Rom. 5:12, 19). The 

penalty of physical death came upon mankind because of sin (v. 12). Even worse,

the perfect holiness of God demanded (and demands) the sentence of eternal 

spiritual death—separation from God in Hell—for sinful men: "For the wages of 
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sin is death; but the free gift of God is eternal life in Christ Jesus our Lord" 

(6:23). Sin and disobedience are synonyms, hence it should—and does—make 

perfect sense to substitute disobedience for sin in the foregoing passage: "The 

wages of disobedience is death." The fact that disobedience results in damnation 

further emphasizes the necessity of obedience.

Ever-Present Divine Law or Universalism?

There has never been a time when man was not accountable to a law system 

from God. The concepts of sin and law are inseparably bound up together (no 

law, no sin [Rom. 4:15]; no sin, no law [5:13]). "All have sinned" from the very 

beginning (3:23a; cf. 5:13–14), therefore all have been under some system of 

Divine law from the beginning. Moreover, all continue to "fall short" (3:23b). 

[Note: have sinned is an aorist tense form, referring to past completed action, 

while fall short is a present tense form, indicating present and continuing 

action.] Only if mankind has always been (and ever will be) under law from God 

can it be said that men have always been (and ever will be) sinners. It is 

impossible to conceive of sin in the absence of law. As unspiritual as King Saul 

was, he recognized this constant principle in his statement to Samuel: “I have 

sinned; for I have transgressed the commandment of Jehovah” (1 Sam. 15:24). 

John succinctly expressed this principle that has no exceptions: "Whosoever 

committeth sin transgresseth also the law: for sin is the transgression of the law"

(1 John 3:4, KJV; cf. 5:17). If, as some now allege, men are no longer under law 

to God, what shall we conclude about sin? What a heinous chain of heresy such 

antinomian thinking begets, including the following links: 

1) The only ones whom the death of Christ benefited were those who lived 

before Calvary.
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2)God simply abrogated the law systems He had formerly enacted and did not 
replace them with another. 

3)It is therefore impossible for anyone living in the Christian Age to sin. 

4)Hence, the death of Christ was unnecessary and inapplicable with respect to 
those who have lived since that event. 

In the absence of sin there is no condemnation. Thus those who argue that grace 

in the Christian Age frees us from Divine law imply that, since the cross, the 

egregious doctrine of unconditional universalism has been in effect. Liberals 

must face the fact that it is impossible to disobey nonexistent law.

Rather than being free from condemnation by the absence of law (per the 

liberals), we are actually freed from it by the power of law. That which Paul said

was true concerning himself is true of all: "For the law of the Spirit of life in 

Christ Jesus hath made me free from the law of sin and death" (Rom. 8:2). We 

correctly identify this law with "the truth" which makes us free (John 8:32; cf. 

17:17) and the "perfect law of liberty" (Jam. 1:25; cf. 2:12). It is sad, but true, that

the Lord will render His vengeance to those who know not God, and to those 

who obey not the gospel of our Lord Jesus: who shall suffer punishment, even 

eternal destruction from the face of the Lord and from the glory of his might (2 

The. 1:7-9).

What About Love?

If love (see opening paragraph) is Scripturally defined, then, indeed love of 

Christ is all that is required of sinners for salvation. Alas, liberals do not seem to 

comprehend its Scriptural meaning. Where is the liberal who knows (or who will

acknowledge) the inseparable connection between loving and obeying the 
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Christ? To the liberal, love of Christ appears to have more to do with shadow 

and symbol than with substance. It often involves such things as getting 

emotionally worked up, shouting "praise the Lord," fluttering raised hands, or 

maybe singing loudly some "contemporary Christian song" about loving God or 

His Son. (Lest I be misunderstood, I am not saying we should not be emotionally

involved in our worship, that it is wrong to utter the phrase, praise the Lord, or 

that the singing of newer songs (assuming they are Scriptural) is somehow 

inherently unscriptural.) Yet the Bible is explicit and clear in its declaration of 

this love-obedience union.

The Bible goes far beyond mere symbols, emotions, and words—all of which can 

be very fickle and deceitful—as indicators of love for the Lord. Love for Christ 

brings us right back to the Bible emphasis on obedience to Divine law. 

According to Christ Himself, our obedience to Christ is the expression and proof 

of genuine love for Him: If ye love me, ye will keep my commandments.… He 

that hath my commandments, and keepeth them, he it is that loveth me: and he 

that loveth me shall be loved of my Father, and I will love him.… He that loveth 

me not keepeth not my words: and the word which ye hear is not mine, but the 

Father's who sent me.… 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 (John 

14:15, 21, 24; 15:10). 

John states that the same standard of proof applies to one's love for the Father: 

"For this is the love of God, that we keep his commandments: and his 

commandments are not grievous" (1 John 5:3). If love of one another requires 

more than mere verbal expression, how much more does the love of God and His
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Son (3:18). In light of the passages above, one must conclude that there is no 

way to demonstrate genuine love for the Son of God except by obedience to Him.

Conclusion

Those who insist that we are under no system of Divine law since the cross or 

that it is somehow "unspiritual" to emphasize "commandment-keeping" and 

obedience under Christ are not lovers of Christ—by His own definition. Plainly 

put, careful obedience to Christ does not constitute “legalism” as defined by 

liberals, equating it with the behavior of the scribes and Pharisees. On the other 

hand, careful obedience to Christ does constitute “legalism” as defined by the 

dictionary: “strict, literal conformity to the law.” Therefore, by dictionary 

definition, “legalism” is a valid synonym for Biblical love.

The old Priscilla Owens hymn, "Give Me the Bible," has had it just right all 

along: "Precept and promise, law and love combining." There is the beautiful 

Scriptural balance of law, love, and obedience. May we never allow ourselves to 

be intimidated by the liberals' charge of "legalism" just because we insist that 

men must obey the commandments—the law—of Christ. 

[Note: I wrote this MS for and it was published as an “Editorial Perspective” in 
the June 2000 edition of The Gospel Journal, of which I was editor at the time.]
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THE ATTITUDES OF NAAMAN

John P. Mabrey
Hilham, Tennessee

 This lesson is taken from Second Kings 5:1-14.

Proper attitudes are very important when it comes to dealing with God's word.
Many people are misunderstanding, therefore, rejecting God's word because of
their  attitude.   Too  many  have  an  attitude  of  wanting  to  please  themselves
instead of pleasing God.  The account of Naaman the leper will give us insight
into the importance of a proper attitude toward the word of God.  Naaman was
the commander-in-chief over all the military forces of the Syrian king; a very
important man in the kings court, yet Naaman had a problem. He was afflicted
with the disease of leprosy.  Leprosy is a very horrible disease.  It is a slowly
progressing and obstinate disease characterized by lumps below the skin; scabs
and white shining spots appearing to be deeper than the skin.  As the disease
progresses it literally causes the flesh to fall away from the bone.  It can cause
the loss of fingers and toes.  In Naaman's house there was an Israelite maiden
who served Naaman's wife.  She was no doubt a captive; a spoil of war so to
speak.  She had been turned into a servant, or a slave.  This Israelite maiden told
her mistress that there was a prophet in Samaria that could heal Naaman of this
dreaded disease.  Naaman related this to the king of Syria, and  the king of Syria
sends  Naaman  to  the  king  of  Israel  with  a  letter.   When  the  king  of  Israel
receives the letter, and reads that he is to cure Naaman—he tears his clothes in
alarm and anguish, and exclaims,  “Am I God, to be able to kill and to make
alive...?” (II Kings 5:7)

Now enters the prophet Elisha into the picture...  II Kings 5:8-10 – “And it was
so, when Elisha the man of God had heard that the king of Israel had rent his
clothes, that he sent to the king, saying, Wherefore has thou rent thy clothes?
Let him come now to me, and he shall know there is a prophet in Israel.  So
Naaman came with his horses and with his chariot, and stood at the door of
the house of Elisha.  And Elisha sent a messenger unto him, saying, Go and
wash in Jordan seven times, and thy flesh shall come again to thee, and thou
shalt  be  clean.”  This  is  wonderful  news,  right???   BUT,  Naaman  was  not
pleased.   “But  Naaman  was  wroth,  and  went  away,  and  said,  Behold,  I
thought, He will surely come out to me, and stand, and call on the name of the
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Lord his God, and strike his hand over the place, and recover the leper.”  (II
Kings 5:11)  He was  expecting more, perhaps some special ceremony, or some
healing ritual.  Perhaps he expected the prophet Elisha to come out of his house
and  lay  his  hands  on  him  to  heal  this  dreadful  disease.   Notice  Naaman's
complaint in verse 12 –  “Are not the waters of Abana and Pharpar, rivers of
Damascus, better than all the waters of Israel? May I not wash in them, and be
clean?  So he turned and went away in a rage.”
Now, notice the simple logic of Naaman's servants in Second Kings 5:13 – “And
his  servants  came  near,  aand  spake  unto  him,  and  said,  My father,  if  the
prophet had bid thee do some great thing, wouldest thou not have done it?
How much rather then, when he saith to thee, Wash, and be clean?   Consider
that.  If the prophet had given you some difficult task to accomplish, wouldn't
you have done it?  Then why refuse to do something so easy?  This is not a
difficult thing he has asked you to do, just do it!!!  It was then that Naaman
followed the instructions of the prophet Elisha (v. 14) “Then went he down, and
dipped himself seven times in Jordan, according to the saying of the man of
God:  and his flesh came again like unto the flesh of a little child, and he was
clean.”  

I  want  us  now  to  consider  some  of  the  different  attitudes we  find  in  this
historical account of Naaman the leper.

First is the “I thought” attitude (v. 11).  Naaman expected something different
than  what  the  prophet  had  given  him.   He  thought  something  else  would
happen; therefore, he stomped off in anger.  He should have just been satisfied
with being clean.  Is not this the same/exact attitude of many in the world today
when they are confronted with God's word?  Many become angry.  They have the
“I thought” attitude.  Well,  I thought another answer would be given.   Or,  I
thought it would be done another way.  We need to be more concerned with
what God thinks than with what we think.  Why?  Consider  Isaiah 55:8-9 – “For
my thoughts are not your thoughts, neither are your ways my ways, saith the
Lord.  For as the heavens are higher than the earth, so are my ways higher
than your ways,  and my thoughts than your thoughts.”  Consider  Romans
11:33-36.  Our thoughts are of no consequence when compared to the thoughts
of God.

Next is the “I was expecting more than I was given” attitude. (v. 11)  Naaman was
expecting  some  type  of  special  ceremony  –  he  was  expecting  something
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different, something grand, and he became angry when he didn't get it.  Many in
the church today  get  mad and leave  because  they are  not  getting  what  they
expect.  Perhaps, they are expecting something more. Maybe that warm, fuzzy
feeling, or perhaps some kind of emotional experience that leaves them feeling
weak in the knees; maybe a charismatic experience that takes control of their
mind and body.   And sometimes it  is  not  a  matter  of  not  getting what  they
expected; sometimes it boils down to them not getting what they want.  Naaman
thought something greater would happen.  But, what greater event could have
occurred than his healing?  That which was great was always there, but he was
blinded to the big picture because he was being led by his own expectations—and
he overlooked it.  Many today are expecting something greater out of religion;
yet, all the while failing to see the greatness ever present before our eyes.  The
greatness of forgivenesss of sins;  the greatness of an eternal home in heaven;
the greatness of Christian fellowship one with another.  If we are not getting
enough out of our religion, then it is clear that we are not putting enough into it.
Who's fault is that?  Is it God's fault?  NO!  We have only ourselves to blame if
we  come  away empty  after  a  worship  service  to  God.   And let  me say  this:
Worship to Almighty God is not about getting, it is about giving (and I am not
talking about the monetary contribution).  We are to give God our undivided
attention in worship to him, and knowing that we have done so should cause us
to reap the blessings of knowing that we both worship and serve an awesome
God.

Next  is  the  “complain  about  what  is  commanded,  and  would  rather  do
something else” attitude (v. 12).  Naaman complained about having to dip in that
old dirty Jordan river.  He was told exactly what he needed to do to be healed of
his horrible disease – and he complained about it.  Imagine if you will that you
have leprosy.  You are told of the cure, and then you complain about it.  Maybe
you can't relate to leprosy, but some can relate to cancer.  How many of us would
flock to the dirtiest river in the world and dip seven times if we knew that was a
cure for cancer?  Most of us, if we were diagnosed with what is thought to be and
incurable disease, would be willing to do anything to be cured!!!  Today, many
are  complaining  about  the  Lord's  cure  for  sin.   Can  you  imagine  someone
complaining  about  escaping  eternal  death?  Many  complain  about  the
requirement of baptism, and would rather do something else – like “faith only”
perhaps.  Many want to be able to pray their way to salvation, but being an alien
sinner,  how can they?  John 9:31 makes it  plain that God hears not sinners.
Look  at  Philippians  2:14   –  “Do  all  things  without  murmurings  and
disputings:”  
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Are we going to complain about God's commands?  Or, are we going to obey
them?

Now,  let  us  to  turn  the  page  (so  to  speak)  and  notice  some  more  positive
attitudes portrayed in this account.

First, let us look at the “caring friend” attitude (v. 13).  Naaman's servants point
out to him how ridiculous his attitude is.  Naaman' servants ask, If the prophet
would have told you to do some great thing, wouldn't you have done it?  They in
turn say,  Why reject  something so easy?  Naaman was blessed to have such
caring servants.  The world needs more good friends who will try to show others
the error of their ways.  Many times we get so caught up in a given situation that
we cannot see clearly.  A good friend will help us to see things as they really are
(even if  sometimes we don't  want to hear and admit  to our error.)   Look at
James 5:19-20 – “Brethren, if any of you do err from the truth, and one convert
him; Let him know, that he which converteth the sinner from the error of his
way shall save a soul from death, and shall hide a multitude of sins.”  Naaman's
servants saved him from certain death.  A good friend will help us to see any
situation more clearly.  Consider Psalm 142:4 – “I looked on my right hand, and
beheld, but there was no man that would know me:  refuge failed me; no man
cared for my soul.”  I pray that this will never be said of us.

Finally, let's look at the attitude that changes things: The “obedient” attitude.
When Naaman finally realized how foolish he was, he obeyed Elisha's command.
Folks, we need to put away our pride and our big heads, and obey God.  First
Samuel 15:22-23 says,  “And Samuel  said,  Hath the Lord as great delight  in
burnt-offerings and sacrifices, as in obeying the voice of the Lord?  Behold, to
obey is better than sacrifice and to hearken than the fat of rams.”   Luke 6:46 –
“And why call ye me, Lord, Lord, and do not the things which I say?”   And
James 2:17 says, “Even so faith, if it hath not works is dead, being alone.”  My
friends, just sitting in the assembly does not make you a Christian; no more than
me sitting in the car port makes me a car.  We must do what the Lord says for us
to do.  Our attitude controls our actions.  A proper attitude is a MUST if we are
going to be pleasing unto God.  What kind of attitude do you have today?  Do
you  think  there  is  a  better  way  of  doing  things  other  than what  or  Saviour
commands?  Do you want to have your own way?  Do you want to do things your
own way?  If you need a friend to point you in the right direction, let Jesus point
the way.  He says, “I am the way, the truth, and the life; no man cometh to the
Father, but by me.” (John 14:6)  
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Won't you have an obedient attitude today and respond to the Lord's invitation
by obeying the gospel?

*All scripture references are taken from the KJV unless otherwise noted.

Click Here

Come visit us on FaceBook get scriptural answers to your questions.
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What Do You Think Of This Man?

Jerry C. Brewer

Elk City, Okla.

If I were to describe a religious man to you, I wonder what you would think of

him. Let me do that, then you tell me what his condition is. Is he lost or saved?

This  man was called “devout.”  That  word means,  “Earnestly  religious;  pious;

reverent. Warmly devoted; heartfelt; sincere. Containing or expressing devotion,

especially  religious  devotion”  (Britannica  World  Language  Dictionary).

Wouldn’t you like to know a man like that? Many of us have had parents who

were devout and who were morally upright people and we are thankful for that.

It was also said of this man that he “feared God.” Solomon wrote that,  “The fear

of the Lord is the beginning of knowledge” (Prov. 1:7). That means that without

reverence for God, one has no desire to know of Him and His will. One who fears

the Lord will desire to know more about His will for man. Jesus described such a

man as hungering and thirsting after righteousness (Matt. 5:6). That describes

the man I’m talking about. He hungered for the word of God. Wouldn’t you like

to associate with a man who feared God and sought to do God’s will? I would.

That kind of man would surely be a kind friend.

This man was also described as a charitable person. Not only was he described

as charitable, but it was said that he gave “much alms” to those in need. He did

not give a mere pittance of his possessions, but gave “much.” He must have been

a kind, compassionate man who was esteemed by all who knew him. He had a

big heart that was willing to share what he had with those less fortunate and it

could surely be said that this pleased God.
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This man was also described as a man of prayer. The Bible tells us to,  “pray

without ceasing”  (1 Thess.  5:17).  Prayer is the means by which we make our

wants and wishes known to God and through which we offer the praise and

thanksgiving of our hearts to Him. James said, “The effectual, fervent prayer of

a righteous man availeth much” (Jas. 5:16). Prayers of thanks should be offered

each day for the blessings which we receive from God, and this man did just that.

In fact, it was said that he, “prayed to God always.”

Now, from the above description perhaps you have arrived at a conclusion about

this man. What do you think of his spiritual condition? You say, “Well, he was

devout so he must have been sincerely devoted to God.” You would be correct.

He was. You say, “He feared God and wanted to know of God’s will for him. He

was a seeker of Truth.” You’re correct. He was that kind of person. Then you say,

“He was generous and gave a lot of money to charity to help others, so he must

have had a kind and compassionate disposition.” You would be correct. That’s

exactly the kind of man that he was. Finally, you say, “Well, he prayed always to

God, and a man of prayer has to be a good man.” Again, you are correct. Now,

tell me what you think of his spiritual condition. Was he saved or lost? I can

imagine you grinning as though I’ve asked a dumb question. “Of course, he was

saved,” you conclude. “Any man who is devout, fears God, gives to those less

fortunate, and is in daily prayer has to be a saved man.”

That is the general idea of the world regarding salvation from sin. According to

the world’s  standard, moral goodness,  uprightness of life,  kindness to others,

and prayer are the things that make one right in God’s sight. But this man of

whom I am speaking was  lost in sin. You see, one is not saved because he is a

“good man.” If that were the case, Christ would not have had to die for our sins.

We could have just “been good.”
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The name of this man of whom I am speaking was Cornelius and you can read

about him in Acts 10. It is the blood of Jesus Christ that saves from sin, not our

goodness or morality. Cornelius, was told to, “Send men to Joppa, and call for

Simon, whose surname is Peter; Who shall tell thee words whereby thou and

all thy house shall be saved” (Acts 11:13-14). Cornelius did not object to these

instructions. He did not say, “Listen! I am devout, pray every day, and give much

money to the less fortunate. Don’t tell me I have to be saved!” You see, Cornelius

“feared God” and had a desire to know how he could please Him. He did not

trust in his own goodness or his feelings, so he sent for Peter who came to his

house and preached Christ. As a result of his desire to know God’s will, Cornelius

and his kinsmen were baptized into Christ where they received the benefit of His

saving blood (Acts 10:48; Rom. 6:3-5). A great tragedy of our time is that the

denominational industry has convinced people that obedience to the gospel in

baptism is unnecessary — that all one has to do to be saved is to pray, or live a

good life, or give money to charitable causes. Yet, I challenge anyone on earth to

point to a better moral man than Cornelius—a good, morally upright man who

needed to obey the gospel in order to be saved.

What about you? Are you a good moral person? That’s wonderful. Do you pray?

Are  you  generous  with  your  blessings  in  helping  others?  Those  are  all  good

things,  but they do not bring forgiveness of sin or put you into Christ  where

salvation through His blood is located (Eph. 1:7). Only baptism does that (Rom.

6:3). Repent and be baptized for the remission of sins (Acts 2:38), as that good

man Cornelius did, and you will be saved from sin, as he was, by obeying “words

whereby thou and all thy house shall be saved.”

All Scripture Quotations Are From The King James Version
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The Use of the Lord’s Treasury

Omari French
Oakland, California

There has been much debate recently in the brotherhood over the issue of the 
use of the Lord’s treasury. Divide over congregation having kitchen facilities, or 
fellowship halls, or supporting mission works deserve our fervent attention. At 
the core of the issue, the bible is clear about the proper use of the Lord’s 
resources. This article seeks to explain this topic and provide clarity for 
Ephesians 4:3 purposes. 

The best place to begin the search for a biblical understanding on this subject is 
the life of Christ. There are several example of the use Lord’s money in the 
gospel accounts.  First, the Bible speaks of the treasury as used by Jesus and 
the apostles for acts of kindness or goodwill. (cf. John 12:6; 13:29).  Within this 
larger category, fellowship is the context when Jesus is feeding the multitudes 
(John 4:8); 6:5); and benevolence is the context when Jesus is supporting the 
poor (John 12:1ff; John 13:29).  Both of these activities include buying 
necessities at the marketplace. (John 13:29). 

A deeper look at these issues reveals that the root of the Greek term for “buy” is 
marketplace (“ γοράζω”). This term makes reference primarily to “frequent the ἀ
market---place” the “agora, means hence “to do business there, to buy or sell”.  
Notice in John 13:29 that the apostles made two assumptions about the treasury 
that Judas was in charge of based on common sense and past experience. The 
first assumption was to “buy those things that we have need of against the feast.”
The second assumption was “that he should give something to the poor.”  These 
examples prove that Jesus used the funds to accomplish these benevolent and 
fellowship issues. This comports with the instruction in Matthew 10:8-10 where 
he instructs the apostles “freely ye have received, freely give.”

Next, we need to examine the examples of the uses of money in the First Century
church.  Like the ministry of Jesus, we see finances being used for benevolent 
works, primarily the assistance of widows.  (Acts 6:1-4; cf. 1 Timothy 5:3; 9-10; 
James 1:27).  The phrase in Acts Chapter 6 “daily ministration” makes reference 
to the “distribution of provision.”  The context of this scripture shows us what 
type of provision was given, as the apostles were describing this work of 
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distributing to the widows as “serving tables” which makes reference to feeding 
and eating. Serve tables (διακονειν τραπεζαις [diakonein trapezais]). Present 
active infinitive of διακονεω [diakoneō] from διακονος [diakonos]  (δια [dia] and
κονις [konis], dust), to raise a dust in a hurry, to serve, Louw, J. P., & Nida, E. A. 
(1996, c1989). Greek English lexicon of the New Testament  : Based on semantic 
domains (electronic ed. of the 2nd edition.) (1:578). New York: United Bible 
societies.
 
Likewise, to minister either at the table (John 12:20) means to provide a service 
(john 12:25). This must include the common daily distribution including love 
feasts cited in Acts 2:43-47.  

This activity engenders the question of where did the funding come from in 
order to continue this work? The scriptures explain how money was gathered 
by the church in Jerusalem and abroad. First, all that believed in Jerusalem were
together... sold their possessions and goods, and parted them to all men, as 
every man had need (Acts 2.44-‐46). Second, the apostles gathered money from 
the members in Jerusalem and made distribution (Acts 4.34, 35). These monies 
would have included the “daily ministration” of the widow’s food and provisions.
Third, the apostle Paul solicited financial support to continue the benevolent 
work in Jerusalem for the poor among the saints. Not that all were poor, but 
there were some who needed assistance (cf. Acts 11.27-‐30, given to the elders; 
Romans 15.25-28, Gentiles financially supported Jewish Christians; 1 
Corinthians 16.1-3, treasury was specifically for benevolent works in Jerusalem, 
2 Corinthians 8-9; Acts 24.17; etc.). 

Let us take careful notice of how the treasury or the Lord’s money can be used. 
What passage commands us to use money to build a church building? What 
passage commands us to use money to maintain church electricity? What 
passage commands us to use money to purchase all worship elements (song 
books, pews, pulpit, class material, etc.)? 

As members of the church, we are authorized to use money from the treasury to 
purchase necessities for fellowship, work, and worship in the kingdom of God. 
All of these items will fall under expediencies. We are authorized to purchase 
items which will expedite the commands. 

Consider this. Assembling (Hebrews 10.25), allows for a building expedites the 
command. Singing (Ephesians 5.19), allows for a song book expedites the 
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command. 

Additionally, other than the worship service, the church should assemble to 
provoke and exhort one another unto good works.  It is a command by God 
(Hebrew 3.12,13). Thus, congregational gatherings of all sorts to exhort (Jude 
12, meals or love-feasts; Acts 2.46, could include church purchase of food, etc., 
Acts 12.5, 12, could include church purchase of building to expedite the 
gathering and may involve eating, etc.). 
                                                        
Finally, whatever is useful to the fulfillment of God’s service can be purchased 
with the Lord’s money. If this conclusion is unwarranted, produce one passage 
that states what the Lord’s money can and cannot be used for. All of our 
purchases will fall under the commands of God and common sense! In your 
haste to reject Bible teaching, do not give your opinion on how the Lord’s money 
should be used, give biblical examples or commands that state the opposite of 
what has been stated. 

*All scripture references are taken from the KJV unless otherwise noted.
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MMLJ

Michael Hatcher
 Pensacola, Florida

The title is an abbreviation that is often used for the first four books of the New 
Testament: Matthew, Mark, Luke, and John. These books, of course, record part 
of the life of our Lord. They are specifically written to different audiences: 
Matthew to the Jews, Mark to the Romans, Luke to the Greek and generally the 
Gentiles, and John to Christians in particular and everyone generically. Thus, 
they stress various events of Christ life giving emphasis to the reader they had in 
mind.

In detailing events of Jesus’ life, we are reminded that Jesus lived during the 
time of and subject to the Law of Moses. Thus, in dealing with what individuals 
of that day should do, He would instruct them to keep the Law and make proper 
sacrifices. These instructions are easily seen and readily admitted by all. 
However, some have gone to the extreme to say that since Jesus lived and died 
under the Mosaic Law, nothing Jesus taught nor the example He gave is 
applicable for today. The first I ran into this was Dan Billingsly who made a 
hobby of this doctrine. Others have taken up this hobby and continue to 
propagate this error.

If this doctrine is true, think of the futile life and work our Lord led. He spent 
three and a half years in His earthly ministry explaining the Mosaic Law that 
was going to end when He died. According to this view, when Jesus said, “But I 
say unto you,” He was not saying that He was teaching this but that this (which 
He was about to say) was a proper understanding of what the Law of Moses 
taught. Thus, Jesus’ earthly ministry had no lasting effect and application. Think
of all the marvelous teaching Jesus did while here on this earth. Consider some 
of the principles Jesus calls our attention to in the Sermon on the Mount (Mat. 
5-7): Humility, Righteousness, Purity, Love, Faith, and Obedience. Also think of 
all the parables Jesus taught, many of them dealing with the kingdom of heaven.
Yet, according to this doctrine, none of these things apply to us today and Jesus 
was simply explaining the proper understanding of the Law of Moses. Such 
teaching as this doctrine implies is both ludicrous and blasphemous.

Generally, if not always, the reason people attach themselves to this doctrine is 
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to avoid Jesus’ teaching recorded in Matthew 5:32 and 19:9. They do not like the 
Lord’s restrictive statement regarding divorce and remarriage, so to avoid those 
teachings some will go to this extreme position. Others, of course, try other 
means to avoid the Lord’s teachings in these passages. They all end up being, as 
one brother described them, Matthew 19:9 haters.

Is there a way to falsify this doctrine? Yes! Allow me to direct your attention to 
two passages. The first is Matthew’s account of the Great Commission.
"Go ye therefore, and teach [make disciples—ASV, NKJV] 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. Amen" (Mat. 28:19-20).
While not going into detail regarding this account, as the apostles went, they 
were to make disciples. This would be accomplished by doing two actions: 
baptizing and teaching (they are modal participles showing how a disciple is 
made). Centering our minds upon the teaching aspect, Jesus uses a phrase that 
shows the apostles were to teach all that He had commanded, not just what He 
was commanding in the Commission. That teaching would be binding until the 
end of the age (when this physical world would come to an end). Since the 
physical world still exists, all Jesus commanded would still be in effect. Thus, to 
make one a disciple (remember that the disciples were called Christians 
according to Acts 11:26), he must be taught all that Jesus commanded. Jesus 
obviously did not know this new doctrine and believed everything He taught in 
His ministry was binding on New Testament Christians.

The second passage (not by any means all the proof available) is when Jesus is 
having His conference with the apostles prior to His death as recorded in John 
14-16. In this conference, Jesus had much more to tell His disciples, but they 
could not bear them at that time (16:12). Thus, the Holy Spirit would be sent to 
the apostles for several reasons: guide them into all truth (teach them all things),
show them things to come, and bring to their remembrance what Jesus had said.
"These things have I spoken unto you, being yet present with you. But the 
Comforter, which is the Holy Ghost, whom the Father will send in my name, he 
shall teach you all things, and bring all things to your remembrance, whatsoever 
I have said unto you" (14:25-26 see also 16:13).

Why would there be a need for the Spirit to bring to the apostles’ remembrance 
all that Jesus had said to them if nothing He said to them was applicable during 
the New Testament period? The only reason for the Spirit to bring to their 
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remembrance all that Jesus said is because those things that Jesus taught during
His lifetime were amenable to all people during the New Testament age.
One last point to make and that is a reminder that all four books were written 
during the New Testament age. If they were simply explaining a correct 
understanding of the Law of Moses, then why write them? The work of these 
four human writers was futile if Jesus was explaining the Law which had already
been done away at the cross. Let us never be intimidated by those who attempt 
to place these New Testament books into the Old Testament. They belong just 
where they have been placed and do not belong as the last books of the Old 
Testament. 
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